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On darch 12, 1947 Fresident Truman arpeared befors s joint session of
the American Congress with a statoment of foreign rolicy introlving direct
nilitary aid to Greece and Turkey, two strategic states bordering on Stalin-
controlled territory. Truman arronnoed orerly that the weight of American
imperislism wonld be us~ad against the Stalinis® forces.

“What is behind this whole affeir? Is it just another imnerialistic grab

55 the Stalinists say? Is it almost a "declaration of war" as is claimed
operly in scme imverialist quarters? Is it a preven*a+ive of war as other

capitalist srokesmen claim? Is it a "new voliny" as was stated by most of
the capitslist rress on Harch 13, 1947 or continuation of an o)d policy in a
new guise?  Above all, are we confrontsd w1th tha Drospect of war, the most
torrible and dovastating y=t seen, or just "peaceful" imparialis®t penetration?
The answer to 211 these questions must be sought in an analysis of the present
kistorical period,

The Octobar Revolution was a body blow tq world capitalism. At one
strok: th2 intarnational capitalists were doprived of the possibility of
oxrloiting one sixth of the globe. This was Murdamantally much worse for
thom than the irmmediate loss suffered bv th~ sxprorriation of the Russian
end int-rnational bourgeois holdirgs in Russia., dvar sinée that time the
main ertagonism as betwe~n countries has ber th> antagonism betwesn the
praperty forms in the Soviet Union and in tha imvnarialist world. And this
was true daspits the fact that from tha varyr 8tart thore was burocratic usure-
ration of powor from thes kussian prol- +ar1aﬁ.

In the period betwesn thoe failurs of tha first int-rvontion against
kussia and Juns 2%, 1941, the int-rnational bourzroisie was constantly working
to climinat~ this contradiction. ith the ailvent of the Nazis to ppwar in
1853 tha int-revational bourz-oisic dosm~d thay had found th»ir perfect weapon.
It is impertart tc nota, for future referane:, that intsrnational imperialism
vas comp2llead to build up its Fazi spaarhead under th: guis~ of "appeasament."
“her nearly all of Burons had besn turnod over to the Nazis, the sacond ate
teck started on the Soviat Urion,

The failurc of the Naozis to smash the Scvint Union bacame evident to
the imperialists during ths Battlas of Stalingrad. This signified a failure
to eliminats the basic contradie +1on batwesn tha private econony in the capi-
talist world ond th» socializad sceonomy in th» Sovizt Union., Although the
Nazi swvesrhoead 4id rot suce=nd, it 1nf11ouﬁd tryaendous havoe on Russia in
livas and matorial.  If the practically inbac™ forces of the U.S,A., and BEnge-
land had boasm oable to agtack Russin at thet time their chances of success
would havs boan vary sroat, But thaes: imporielists wero in an ideological
fix. In ths eyes. of ths massas of tho imparinlist countries, Stalin was an
ally ard princiral victor ovsr Fascism. A row attack prosupposed the use of
the Anglo-Am=rican forens as tha main 1Ys+rum*nt. It therefore became neces-
sary to transform the serntiment of the Anglo-Armsrican masses with respecet to
th» Sovint Union,

Now cnsuead one of th~o most curious paradoxes in history., In the previous
peried Hitlar had bean aidad by world imparislism undsr the guise of "appease-
mont " until thoe point was reachnd when "aproasemsnt” could no longer be made
acceptable to the masses, At this voint, to apnanse the masses who were sick
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of the Munich policy, the imperialists had to declarn "war” on Hitler. The
focling was widespraad among the massss that if a "got tough" poliey had been
applicd to Hitler from the start war could have been avoided,

The problem for the imperialist strategists was to transform Stalin into
rnoaggrassor who was following the rattern of Hitler. Then the imperialists
could snay: Wo learnad a costly lesson before. Now we must crush this monster
bafora 1t is teo late,

How could Stalin be transformed from the "glorious co-vietor ovar Fascism,"
tho "brave «lly", to the new world menace. Billions of dollars worth of equip-
ment wers turnzd over to Russia in the form of Lend Lease, mostly after Stalin-
grod.  luge churks of territory in furorn and Asia were turnod ovar to Stalin-
ism. Ths most vivid »xumple is in tho Far %ast whers Manchuria, North Korea,

Furiles, and south:irn Sakhalin were handed over to Stalin on a silver nlat-
trre  Stalin took what he could get with the permission of the imparialist rulers.,

Howioror, ch zift corriad with it an obligation, Lend Leas: not actual-
ly uszd against the FNazis wms to b~ returnsd or paid for, the terms being pur-
ros:aly vagus. The occuried territories w:re to be govsrned by "democratic®

gor:rrments set up by what the imporislists call "fro- elections.”

This was the first part of the prosess. The Sovist Union was established
=8 an expanding power. COnen the actual expansion of the Sovint Union was firmly
fixed in fact,the imperialiate hnd a concrete basis for raising a hue and cry
about’ aggrassiona. Tn prﬁv1ons -r~101ub we rointed out the background and mean-
irg of this imp-rialist "got tough" policy with Kussia from its inception. Our
enalysis thnt this line would contiruc and intensify has baen fully vindicated
by th: prisent devslopnsnt,

Having first established the "#2t tough with Russin" attitude as thw of-
fieinl linz, the naxt stop whns guieckly fortheoming., In th» Truman messnge on
Greoco and T‘T{‘V a transition from thn "g ot tough" policy to a stagu of dircct
and onen wraparstiorn for war is ravenlad, In this cornaction it is very signi-
ficnt that 2 imparialists agresd thnt Stalin take over the Balkans with the
scle sxception of Grascay The imperialist omission of Grecece from the Stalin
sphore wes not aceidomtal, It is row quite patent that the imperialists wanted
Graueer a8 an ideclogicerl waaron and a base for planned nmilitary operntions.

o

B

Tho ense of Turkey is oveon strong:r as a critsrion of approach to actual
wnre  Triman admittad, ©s he had te, that thore was no war devestation in Tur-
ioys ho could not assert the existence of "terrorist bonds" thore. The pro-
rosnl to give woney and militery vorsonn:l to Turkay, the proposal to reorga-
nize tho Turkish cceoromic ~rd miliviry structure, can not be regarded as other
than dirset nroparation for war,

- w—

The saliont point about this whol- situation is ths role of the Stalinist
burocracy. If Stnlin b“d rafusad to tale over the new territery tho whole im-
parislist plan~would h~vs baon ~ missareicss, Stalin's own game is te expand
his pownr in any woy that he eane "iben hoe sow nn opportunity to enlarge his
donmein, hs soizod uvon it, H-e undoubtodly calculated that if he didn't move
in, the impsrislists would ~nter with their foreos. It was this Stalin ovpor-
tunism nnd policy of s»lf-aggrandisannnt at th: sxpsanse of ths massas which
played right into ths hands of the imparinlists. Ths rosponsiblity for the
oresant wer erisis Fosts cqually with the imporinlist plotters and the Stalin
opportunists,

At tho prossnt momant the masscs are boing led to slaughtear by Stalin
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nd by the imperrinlists, The historic class enomy, imperinlism, is protected
ov ovrorturism within the nrolatarint, primarily Stalinism. An exposure and
d"struction of Stalinism is rorcassary for the overthrow of imperinlism, But
whils the ¥remlin sent is the foeus of Stalinist infection throughout tho
worid, th2 overthrow of Stolinism by imporiclism will not move the workers one
inch towsrd liboration. Whon Stolinism 1s dofoated by a revolutionary force,
only then is the obst-cle to the forvard movemsnt of the working class removed.

Despite 211 tho Stalinist botrayals, desnite the eriminal opportunism,
despite thoe nxistence of n goodly number of rovolutionary-minded workors who
imow of thz tro-chzry of Stalinism, tha Stalin force retains a strangle-hold
on the neck of the world mnssess What is preventing the ousting of Stalinism
and the imrlonting of o corrset undsrstanding nmong the revolutionary workers?

The koy is the Trotsky fores which has crptured the moin stream of the
rovolutionsry-inindod anti-Stalin workers and tiss them brck to Stalinism by
the policy of “eriticnl support" ord thersby provents any struggle against
toth Stalinism and impoviolism, Those workers in the Trotsky coamp who sin~
c-r:ly went to strugele neainst cenpitalism and Stalinism, who want to rrevent
sothor blood bath mere horrible than ary 2ver scen in history must brea
with tholr laadorship and form a ranl Harxist cadre, They can and will find
r. re~dy rosnonss in the masses of tho world who are dissusted with capitalism
axd burocrntism,sick of wnr and nursor, and yoarning for o way out,

Thomas F, Harden
HMarch 1947.

EXCERPTS FROM THE TROTSEVIST TRES.

A "Horxian" Anpro-ch to Truman's Rolo

"Though hopest himself, Trumen bears the trait of the worst political
machine in the ﬁouniry. Fedicere in peroona] capabilities, the bast
that can he fourd to say of him is that he is loyal and earnest.”

(Labor Acticu, April 23, 1945 p. 4. Our HEmphasis)

How to Geot Justice in the United States

"Breitman hﬂn went ahesd with the major proposal he had come to make:
"t Por thos2 reasons we are here to promnnse the complete abolition of
the gereral court martial, and the institvtion of a system of civilian
court trial for soldiers charged with serious offenses,'" (Trd?§?§155~
prowcgﬂl To War Dev't, Advigory Committee on Military Justice, The
Hilitant, Sents 21, 1946 p, 7. Our emphasis)

NOTICE TO QUR READHERS !
Jlirdly note change of Postal Addross in acocord with ronaming Postal Zones:

RED STAR FRLSS
F.,0. BCX 67
COCF%r STATION
N7 YORK, VoY,
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1l- - TdE YALTA DEAL; CLUZ TO A CRTME

The imperislist-Stalin crime of laying the basis for a new butchery of
millions, is far from being a perfect ona. No better clue is needed to solve
this crime than the Churchill-Roosevolt-Stzlin agreement at Yalta to have
Stalin cnter the Far Easte We are present:ng here this section of the Yalta
tgreement to show how absurd the "concessious" policy,vhich the imperialists
adopted, aprears on the surface in view of the situation at that time. The
Yalta meeting found on the one hand a Soviet Union vwhich had experienced a
devastation z2nd loss of life unpre¢edented in history. Large portions of the
economy wers utierly destroyed and whole sections of the courntry laid -raste.
On the other haad, at the time of Y:lta, there were the tvo imperialist giants
Lmorican aul British imperialism, with their immense land and naval forces
virtu-~lly anuced ~»nd intact: with American and sritish war production et an all
time peak. The leaders of thess t7o great imperialist powers met with the
head of the muck strained and relatively much weaker Sovict Union and in the
discussions vhich followed, fir seme mysterious and secemingly illogical reason,
tho imperinlist- rep®esentatives agreed to enormous territorial concessions
to Stalin.

The koy clause in the Far Bastern section, it —ill be observed, called
for Stalin to enter the Japanese situation and thereby pick his territorial
plumg, three months after the war in Europe ended. At such time, the imperial-
ists claimed, despite tho fact that they would be able to concentrate their
entire military efforts solecly on the Far East, —here Japan would be isolated
and surrounded, they would somelow be in desperate need of military assistance
from the Soviet Unicn. 8o great would that necd be that they agreed to
romard Stalin by depriving their "ally" China of her rights in Manchuria by
turning over to. tHe fotiet Union former Tsarist privi leges in that territory;
by letting him occupy Northern Korca and by turning over Southern Sakhalin
and the Kurile Islands. It is gignificant that the imperialist
puppet, Chiang Kai-shek did not protest at the partitioning of supposedly
sovericgn Chinesc territory.

Thy wrere these concessions made, secmingly without purpose, by the
imperialists? The only reason was to lay the ideological basis for a waf to
wipe out "Communist expansion", as e have been pointing out in our publica-
tione.

Stalin's crime in taking the territories has made possible the eontire war
crisis today.

The following section of the Yalta agreement is self. oxplanatory:

" AGREZ(SNT REGARDING JAPAN
"The leaders of the threc great powers-the Soviet Union, the United
States of Americs and urcat Britain- have agreed that in t—o or three
rionths aftor Germany has surrcndered and the war in Burope has terminated,
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the Soviet Union shall enter into the war against Japan on the side of
the Allies on condition that :

1. The status quo in Onter “ongolia (the ifongolian People's Re-
pitlic) shall be preserved;

2. The former rights of Russia viflated oy the treacherous attack
of Japan in 1904 sh~ll be restored, viz.:

(2) The southern part of Sakhalin as well as the islands adjacent
to it shall be returned to the Soviet Union;

(b) The commercial port of Dsmiren shall be internationalized, the
pre-cmiient interests of the Soviet Union in this port being safeguarded,
and the lense of Port Arthur as a naval base of the U.S.5.R. restored;

(c) The Chinese-Eastern Railroad, and the South. ‘fanchurian Rail~
rond, vhich provide ~n outlet to Dairen, shall be jointly operated by
the establishment of a joint Soviet-Chinese company, it being understood
that the pre-~eminent interests of the Soviet Union shall be safeguraded
and that Chinn shall retain full sovereignty in Manchurias

3s The Xurile Islands shall be handed over to the Soviet Union.”
(Reprint of Yalta Agreement, New York Times, March 25, 1947)

««George Marlen
lerch 1047

2 STALIN«IMPERIALIST INTERVENTION IN HUNGARY

Since ~n election in Hungary in November, 1945, during vhich the Stalin
party polled only n small minority of votes, the anti-Russian campaign organ-
ized by the inperi-lists has included events in Huugary. Initially, the
imperi lists pointed out that the elections which gave a large majority to
the bourgeois Smaoll-Holders party werse nuliified by Stalin's machinations in
that country:

¥Red Control of Hungary Firm Despite Bad Shovwing in Elections.®
(The hew York Times, April 24, 1946.)

A fcur months later, in July, 1946, the imperialists charged thnt Stalin was
ruining the Hungnrian economy by rcmoving food and stripping esscentizl indus~
trial equipment.

Recently, on Warch 6,1947, the American rulers sent an official note to
Stalin cherging Russian interference in Hungary, specifically citing arrests
of'seme bourgeois politicians to substanti~te the accusation. A demand was
made for a probe of Hungnrian affairs and a leading organ of the American
bourgeoisie editorialized ominously:

"Hungary is the proof of how the people's vill c~n be nullified. Until
the United Ratioms is strong enough to compel 111l its members to obey its
laws, the Unitcd States as the most powerful democracy cannot, as lre
Truman declared, allow violatious of the Charter 'by such methods as
coercion or such subterfuges ns political infiltration.'® {The New York
Times, Marchk 14, 1947)
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By citing Truman's words defending American intervention in Greece and
Tauriey, the capitalist propagnndists made an almost open demand for similar
direct intervention in Hungary. Such intervention is obviously only a matter
of timoe :

The Stalin cligue replied to the American note by accusing the imper-
ialists of "rude interferencc" and clai~ed that some memboers:zof the Small-
Eolders party had been crught plotting in an "anti~Republican conspiracy"
and therefore ruled out any investigation in cellaboration with the imper-
ialists. The Stalin spokesm~n did not botner,of course, to make clear 7hy
the Bmnll-Holders party Leaders should be plotting agminst ~ government in
vhich thoy themsclves presumably held the mejorityd

A sccond note from the American bourgeoisie on March 17, 1947, rétort&d
that "It seems clear to the United States Government that minority groups
under the lendership of the Hungarian Communist Party are attempting to seize
poror through resort to extra-comstitutional tactics." A day later the Stalin
g-ng agrin rejeeted the damand for an investigation and therc thematter stands

2t this writing.

A key point which the St~lin crew is unable to counter in the imperialist
diplomatic cr~mprign is the roference to the Yalta declaration which the
imp:rinlists use. The Yalta declaration promiscd "froe elections" and the
imperinlists can claim that as signatories of that declaration, and as partic—~
ipants in the Allied Control Commigsion for Hungary, they are responsible for
scoing thnt the Yalta pledges arc carried out. This point was made an import-
ant feature in the American diplomatic noctes. Naturally, the Inperialist
rulers knew full well frém the beginning —hat policy Stalin 7ould follow in
his occupied sphere. They had witnessed'olcctions® in Russia and had seen

how those frauds were palmed off by the Stalin cligue as "free®" elections.
But interestingly, during the poriod of 1943 to 1945, “hen the imperialists
wverce encouraging Stalin's expansiorn in Europe and Asia via secret agreements,
thoy actunlly pretended to believe in Stalin's "democratic" assurances.
During a Stalin<Cihurchill conference in oscow, the capitalist writers gave
the imperelist diplomntic line =% thet time as follows:

"The fact is that the British have reached a poimnt where they are
willing to see Rum~nig, Bulgaria and even Hungary and Yugoslavia brought
7ithin the Russian security system along —ith Czechoslavia and Poland. They

tako at foce v-alue Russian Forcign Commissar Vyachesloff M. Molotoff's
assurance to Rumania last Junc that the Russians had no desire to comm-
unizc the country, and they sympathizc with Russia's desire to cushion
rer own frontier." (The New York Times, October 15,1944.)

Of course, the present American prot:sts about the Stalin activities in
Hungary are echoed by the British imperialists. The hypocrisy and double-
de~ling is sclf ovident. Since the imperi-lists knew well in 1944 that the
Nazi army 7as near climination and that Germany would necessarily by occupied
vy tho "Allies", against vhom was Stalin supposed to be cushioning his frontier?

The imperi-lists are not concernced one whit —ith "froc clections" nor do
thoy practice such a policy thomselves. They vwere and are perfectly aware of
the fact that Stalin, too, c-:nnot abide by such a method of rule. Vhat the
imperinlists wanted by inserting such phrascs as "frece elections" into the
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agr:zements covering Stalin's oxpansion wes a weapon to blacken Stalin later
beforc the masses as a necessary id:oolegical prerequisite for a military
assault. Through these agreements the imperinlists have a "legal® Losis

and a strong talking point with the misses to justify intervention in the
Balkans snd other parts of Europe vwhere Stalin is in control. To succeed in
th:is campaign, paradoxically, the imperizlists first nceded Stalin's cxpan-
sion and this was socured during the so-called "appeascment® period from
Tchsran to Yalta. At that tiwie the imperislists clai-ed sympathy with Stalin's
desire to "cusBRion"™ his frontier. Now thoy are raising a howl at vhat they
seemingly -supportcd before and base their anti-Soviet campaign around the

cry thnzt Stalin is a violator of agrecements and an "expanding power" thereby
throntening the peace of the worlde The criminality of the Stalin clique

hns provided the greatest assistance tothe immerianlist scheme for the whipping
up of o war psychology =against the Soviet Union. If the Stalin force remains
unexposed before the vanguard workers which they dominate, the success of the
lrpericlist plan  is assured since the Stalin opportunism -ill continue. Only
ni 1lizht of revolutionary exposure can expose both the Stalin and imperialist
¢ 135 whosse policioes arc l:aading inescapably to =~ toerrible climaxe

- A' B‘n‘ke
March 1947

(w2}

- THE TROTSKYITES AND INDO CHINA

The Trotskyites have been voicing loud protests about the supression of
tho Indc Chincso masses by the French imperinlists. Labor Action of January
27,1947 rcportcd a demonstration, to be held by the Vorkers party 7ith some
Vict Wnmese before the French Consulate in New York City, against the brutal
impurialist policics of the French government in Indo Ching. Posters were
put up in the “orkers Party headquarters in How York condemning thesoc policlose
Simil~r protests ngningt the brutal suprossion can be found in The Militant,
organ of the Socialist Vorkers Party.

All this outcry would lead a worker {and a Viet Namese in the demonstrat-
ion) to believe that the Trotsky loaders are actually fighting the brutal
policics of tho French bourgcoisie. A glance at the line the Trotsky luiaders
advocate for the Fronch workers, however, —vill show that the "revolutionary
Marzist" concopt of those lesadors is support to the very people —ho are making
possible the French policies in Indo Chinn, actions which the Cannons and

shachtmans claim to conderme. The majority of the present French government
consists of Socialists and Stalinists. These forces are making the supression
of the Indo Chincse massces possiblc through their political collaboration with
French imperialisme The touchstono of the real Trotsky line, therefore, is
their rolation to thesc opportunist forces which are facilitating the impert.lict
i~list policy of death »nd terror in Indo China. Echoing ThoMilitant, oremn
of thc Cannon Trotskyites, the Vorkers Party leadership stands on tho
followring position on Francs:

"No other coniral slogan is possible for the revolutionary ‘larxists,
and none corrcsponds better to the necds of the situatioy than: a
zovernment of the Socizlist Party- Stalinist Party-Confederation
Genorale du Travaile-” (Editorlal in Labor Action, January 28,1946)

‘GabinuLd 37 [T
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The reader will observe the date of the above quotation; January, 1946,
or more than a year ago. Since that ¢ime the Social Democrats and Stalimists
in France have worked ith might and main to prop up the French bourgeoisie.
They have disrupted strike actions and have voted military credits to insure
the power of French imperialism. The §talinists have organized brutal gang-

‘stor attacks to stifle opponent workers, including Trotskyite workers. Recen~
tly, the Social Democratic and Stalinist opportunists added another black page
to their long series of betrayals by apprroving the dispatching of troops to
Indo Chinae.

The link botween the imperizlist attrocitices in Indp China and the
political nolicies of the Soeial Democrats and Stalinists is patent. The
Trotskyites have been confronted with a meuntain of evidence proving the
danger to the masses stomming from these reactionary forces. Evaluating the
poeriod since the formulation of the slogan for a CP-SP governmont in France,
“ax Schachtman presents the follovwing conclusion:

To us it scems that the subsequent developments in France have
served to confirm this analysig, and to diepel the by no means une
Justified doubt expressed by many of the opponents of the slogan in
our party." (The New International, March, 1947, p,72)

The Trotskyite vorbiage against the French imperialist terror in Inde

China is the shadow. The support the Cannons and Schachtmans give to the
Stalinists and Socialists,7ho are carrying out this bloody policy is the
substance of the Trotskyite line,

A, Jomes
Mareh 1947

4e THE YYTH OF A FREE PRESS

A ©ood indication of the political linec of the Workers Party is ist
recent proposal that the CIO Industrial Council and the AFL Central Labor
Union, of Philndalphia, take over the struck newspaper , The Philadelphia
Records "This) the Vorkers Party states, "would be a freec press because it
would be a people's press." That, the Workers Party further states, would
be a great blow struck by the labor movement againet capitnlism.(Labor
Action, Fobruary 10,1947, pl)

The heads of the CI0 Industrial Councils and of the AFL Central Unions
throuzhouvt the country, and the Greens and the urrays at the heads of the
parent organizations, have been faithfully serving the interests of the
bourgeoisie politically ~nd cconomically for years, as the Workors Party leader-
ship is well aware., Can there bo ny doubt in the minds of thes® Lkeedors as
to tho policiocs these labor henchmen of the capitalist class will carry out in

a paper run by them?

(continued on page 11)
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In the Novembar, 1946, issus of International News, publication of
the kovelutionary “Workers Leagus, thero apraors the following on pepge four:

"In our rarks Ins bren manifosted two rovisionist tendencies-seemingly
orvesites, but in reality two sidss of the sams political demoralization
and l-ck of faith in the rovolution. On the one hand a Merlenist study-
eircle tendoney developed, which cnlled for no work in the class struggle
'in this pariod! but study and polemics against orponent groups, par-
ticularly Stalinism.”

The K.W.L. organ spcaks of a "Marlenist study-circle tendency." Ob-
viously the R.#W.L. lenders aro horg attacking the iders of the Hardon-
¥IL lc ox torndouey which originelly developod within the R,W,L, and ultimately

j ined hands with th2 "lorkers Leaguc for a Rovolutionw ry Party. Is it
true thw, tha Hardsn="ilcox tendency advoeated "no work in the class strug-
tin this veriod'" as the Ioternetionnl News asserts? If this be true,
tho necusations 6f revisionism, political demornlization and lack of
.th in ths revelution are justified. However, if the stntoments on the
lon~-Wilcox orlantqtlon cited by the K,¥W,L. are not true, then we are
ting with a case slander.

A thorouzh senarch of cvery documant ever put out by Harden-Wilcox
when thaey we in the R.W.L. and since +hﬁ1r Joining the W,L.K.P. yields
nothing that would even remo%aly r-saombl advocacy of the line imputed to
them by the K.Y, L., writers, ¥» are iorcod to tha conclusion thet this al-
l2g2d line of no work in tho eless strusgls in this period originated in
the imngination of thr -uthors of Intornntionnl News, P-orticularly illumi-
nating of the mothods of Ckun nand Co. in this conncction is the placing of
quotstion marks around ths phrass "in this period" in the original eitntion.
This givas the uwrwery rscodar the imorassion thet the K,W.L. leaders are
acrtuslly citing from documnnts. I do not propose to lenve this cheap
trick upowxroscd, In no decumsmt of ours do .s~this phrngs arpear in any
such cont~xt,

The ebstract phrose "in this poriocd™ cnan be found in anybody's wri-
tings =ané thet includes Marx, “ngals, lynin, Stalin, and anyone clse who
evar producnd documants of any tyne. The K9, L. mathod is to subtly in-
ject quotation marks arcovnd this phrasa to give an authentic looking ap-
poarance to their distpe tions of our lins as a whole.

But we shnll not limit ourselves to simply pitting our ass~rtions a-
gainst those of our opponents. 7o will do whnt the International News
significontly did not do; ~nd that is to substantiats our statements by
referonce to the aetunl documents in question.

As far back ns Jrnuary %, 1945 o letter wns sent out to the memb-r-
ship of the R.W.5L. by Okun, Acting Nntional Secret-ry of that organization,
and was roprodvced in full in tho March-April 3946 issue of The Bulletin.
Signifiecantly, in roint “our of that Okun letter, the very sama accusation
wns lovallad on our orierntation in ths form of a parnophrase of our theses:

"Thet w2 must hnve an 'advancnd workors''! oricntation. FIRST we cone
centrate or wirning over advancsd workers irn tha various politieal groups
ond we pol-mize agrinst th-m (porticulsrly Stalinism, which is the foun-

toinhend of omportunism): -nd THEY we will do work in th» class struggle,'

Just a few days bafore this, whils still a momber of the Contral
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Committoo of the k,W.L., and in fact its Nationnl Organizational Secretary,

I hnd submitted to the nlenwum a document of the then Leninist Leaguc, now
Workers Lengue for o Rovolutionary Party, =5 cxvpressing my views on orien-
trticn, This document pointed out that rovolutionary partieipation in the
clasz grugele in this period mornt working to win over the vanguard workers
from thoir nresent mislend:rs ond to orginiz-c them into a revolutionary
peorty. In short, the essence of thn dififerences which becams crystallized
botweor Hardsn and tho K., lecdership revolved around the tasks neces-
sitatod by revolutiornry participrtion in the class struggle. On the other
hrnd, Otur nnd Co., try to put across the visw thot they wern for partici-
pretion in tha class struggle wherans the Lenirist League wns apninst Every-
cra preticipntoes in the class strugglo in a socinty markod by class divisions.
2ri; 1s no sueh linem, objectively, as non-participation in the class strug-
w]u; th: point int issue was and is- under whnt lipe shall this partici-
peticn be governcd. The k,W,L. turns 1ts back on the inisled workers fol-
lowjrg the opiortunists by oriervting itself townrd those workers who still
ivvre rot breken with copitalism subjactively.

Oltun and Co. sprecd the illusion that they"fight" opnortinism - as ahpirt
of*thhir gonaral struggle against conitalism as o whole, and that it is
cevitnlisim which is the main eremy. The views advanced by Harden-Wilcox
viore thnat the historieal ecnemy, capitolism, is protected by the oprortunists
who operats within €hy working class to preoveont nny roal struggle against
the enpitalist systome Without destroying the vowor of the opportunists,
there crn be no real fight to overthrow erpitelism, The main bulk of those
workors who are alrendy subjactively -nrti-canitalist, the voenguord workers
todey, ~r> undsr tha control of oprortunism. The backward workars can not
loap over the hoad of *the vanguard; it is the vanguard workrs who determinc
the politieel Airaction of the working clnss as » whole. The first stoy
in destroyin: th2 espitalist systoim smst be the wirning of the vapgunrd
wor'nrs to tho corroc+ policy and tha smashirg of oprortunism,.

The 1nsson of China, Gorpnny, Srnin, Frence, otes is, that wharever
the worlsrs move 3n nnsse to roevelution, they flock te that force which they
ideortily with rovolutions Thet fores wns the Stalinist system and it is
this systom vich today stopds more strongly entrorched than ever in its
history. Ir Prares todny, to tnke but on2 ex-mple, the problam is not as
the IeeLe would hawe it, to »xplain tha evils of capitalism, but rather
as we ses it, to win ovsr tho millions of wer¥k:rs alroady anti-capitalist
in idwology to . Moarxist holicy. Tnl »ss this i8 done, the opportunists in
cortrol of th: rarsuard worksrs in Franca will koop the workers tied to the
Frsneh impori.lists. It is such sn ori-ptation which Okun brands as non-
participstion in thn elass strugele,

On Fobrunry 28, 1945, while still a membor of the RW.Liey, I nddraessad
a 1ottt r to the Politicenl Committ-o of thrt organization in which, among
rneny oth-r things, I took ur this varticulsr quastion of orientation. Aftor
rapeating the O’un paranhrege of what he termsd my line, ond which we cited
nbove, I wrote s follows:

"Reply

A. Folsification., "THEK w~ will do work in the class struggle.' Nowhere
hrrs I said this. On the controry I hove stresscd that the only rea
werk: in the clnss  shruszle for J¢rxisto, nt the prasent time, with

the prosont rﬁltxlon of forces, is cornactnd with an advanced workors!
Oricnhit:tion..




The lettor of Fobruary 28, 1945 on this point shows that as far bnck
as thet time the writors of the Internstionnl Kews knew what my real views
wor: on orientation.

The nmembership of the KL should consider this whole matter very carc-
ly. It is one thins to conuct = struggle agninst the real views of a
relitical opponint. It is quits another thing to be fully infarmed of the
ro~l vosition of an opponunt ~nd yst concoct out ef shasr imaginntion a po-
i ion anoorponant doos not hold and contirually try to ottock him by
strikirg ot the invented position.,

Ao of the T.L.R.P. will publish ard roply to any document of the R,W.L.
W eall on the rork and fils of the R.W.L. to demand that their leaders in
arn adont ths seme attitude -nd publish and discuss all the pertinent docu-
g £} tad gusstions,

Thomas F, Harden
I’Inreh 1947,

(Continued from pare 8)

Like the expressions "free state” or "the public", the phrase "free

press” is desipgned to conceal the class cleavage in scciety and the poli-

tical essence of the specific press, Thare is a bourgeois press- Fascist,
Conservative, Liberal; thers i3 the petiy boursmeols press represented by
Scecivl Demoeratic publicsaticons; there is *ho Stalinist press of the Soviet
Urior, ths Comintern and their sctellites and” "eritical” surcorters; and
there i3 the trade unicn press- elther yro Stalinist or pro qultalls+
dirsctly ard indirectly. But thers is nc such thing as a "free" press.

The tulring over of the Philodelrhia Reccrd by the CIC and the AFL
leaﬂe"“ would change it from & nCurgeols to & bourgeois-labor publication
et a worker try tc put ms tnrlﬁl into a newspaper con-

nd rothirg sore, |
urovTed by the Gresns ard Murrays, material which will really expose their
line of class cellaboruation and sall-cut, and hz will very shortlj sce How
fres their vross is.

The advocanr by the Workars Party of a "frese" press controlled by labor
felrors is un oxcollant axample of the support this organization gives to

s
TeyenNe “%0 are selling out the workers in the trade unions, and is &
N
illustration of tho onvorturnist sssenca behind its "mass worke.

A, James
March 1947
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THE WORK OF CANNON AMD SHACHTMAN
IN THE TRADR T-7IC{S

PART VII- TREACHERY 1IN T.i% COAL FIZLDS

WAIS' BUROCRATIC BACKGROUND

During the period of the war situati & from 1941 to 1945 the American
trade unicn workers stirred against the pe licy of the wage freeze which in-
tensified the effects of the continual rit.e in the cost of living. In the
coal fields a steady deterioration in living conditions aroused the miners
afgeinst the nn-strike pledge thet had beer foisted on them and against the
¥all Street Wor Labor Bcard. The developing strike sentiment in the mine
fields czme to-a head in 1943 and threater ed to smash the authority of the
WeleB4, suguring a death blow to the no-st.rike pledge which the labor buro-
cracy was using as a club in the interest:: of the bosses., Many militant
trode union workers locked hopefully to tle coal fields, It was felt that
here a spark would he ignited and an expliision set off to blast the no strike
pledge out of existence, The key factor «n this turbulent situation was the
12adnrship of the United Mins Workers Union, concentrated in the hands of
cohr L. Lewis, This l2adershir spoke in he name of the miners and claimed
te represort their interests, Sines the “esdership cf the U.MW. was placed
in the for frort in ths subscquent mine e¢i isis, ths character of every po-
litical tendercy in the working class can be svaluated from the position it
adoptsd on Lewis and his policy. '

In previous sections of this series w» navs already dealt with the
role of Lewis in some detail but mainly in connection with the C.I.0. Lewis!®
ongrous rola in the mine fields specificzcaliy was,.an opon and shut case, al=-
thourh many of the mirers were ursware of this fact. A brief sketch of the
highlights of Lewis' trads union career is the nocessery basis for a scicn-
tific understsnding of the events under discussion and will also indicate
Just whut was confronting ths seathing miners.

Samucl Gompars, loyal agent of 4all Street within the unions, spotted
the vp and coming Lewis and in 1911 opened the door to him in the restricted
A.F.0. top circelz, when Lowis was aprointed field and legislative represen-
tative of the class collaborationist A.F,L., Aftsr unstinting service te
capitalism in this capacity, Lewis was rewarded with the first vice-presi-
dercy of the UMW, 1In 1919 he betrayzd the first major post-war strike of
the minors with the dictum that "you cannot fight ths goveirnment." In that
pariod, although the miners were in a strategically favorable position from
a trade union point of view to win their d:mands, Lowis instead of holding
a refercendum, arrvogantly ordered the worlers to return and dida't even bo-
ther to announce the teorms under which the miners were to resume work, In
1¢20 he clbowed his way inte tho presidency of the union in a vote conducted
through the mails and courntad by frierds at headquarters.

Whon a section of the miners went out on strike in Kansas to protest a
state law irstituting compuvlsory arbitration, Lewis "outlewed" the strike and
without a trial =vpelled these miners from the union, leaving them helpless
prey to the vultures owning the mines, In the large scale mine strike of
1922 to rosist wage cuts, he struck up a bergain with the bosses in Western
Kentucky on the first day, ordering a rosumption of work in return for an
agroemont extending tho old terms until the following year. A few days later
he signad two y»ar contracts for scuth-castern Kentucky and Tennessca. Having
dividad the sclid ranks of ths mirers by those scparate agreements for a
scction of the miners, Lowis then found it a simple matter to break up, the
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26t of ths strike. Ho also ostnblishad the policy of soparating ths bitu-
minous ard conthracit: minsrs, a division which weakens the organized rosis-
tarco of thas miners to this day.

Lowis has nover sought to conceal his pro-copitalist outlook and in his
bock "Tho Minsrs Fight for Americen Standnrds" oncnly defended the perpetuation
cf tho capitalist systom of wagn slavary.

At th- U.i.W, conventions Lawis consistontly rcfused the floor to op-
wrts or over~ruled rasolutions he did not lik: and orgnnized the terrori-
tion of oppesitionists., Opronent miners wers first beaton up by Lewis!
ard then ¥ickad out on trumped up chargses. Charters wers rovoked to
rusbsilious loenls znd ballots wers stolen to nagate referondums. While
» oxploited winors wero starving as « rosult of the s:ll-out agr-sements,
is votod himsolf fabulous sal-riss and by this systematic lootlng of the
sury e¢stablished n*mﬂﬁlf in palatial splendor. His class consciousness
skown in his hob-ncbbing with top bankers and capitalists who form his
d cirele of frinnds and confoderatss.

.sh

> Line Strito of Jannary 1943.
In Jarvary 1943, an scute forment pervaded the coal ficlds, The axisting
gortract which Lowis had "nagotinted™ wes dus to swpire in April 1943, How-
CUST, ha miners wars :1v“rwlvw anrlblv undar tho pressure of rlSlng living
costs and folt that they conld not woit for the exriration date of the con-
crect to imrrove thelr miserable corditions. In eddition, thz anthracite
minors rosarnted a Tifty cent ducs inerarsas foistcd on thom by o pro-Lewis,
hend-picked conventione As a rasult of thos: grievences against the owners
ard the union l ‘1013, the miners bigan %o laave tho pits in a spontaneous
strila in Janvary 1943, ecuplirs the protast agninst the unjustified

du-s ~ith ths demand for 2 now ard battsr contract:
against an ineronse of 50 cents a month in dues col-
aelz-off, the walkout 1lroter involved also a demand for a
22 a day." (The New York Times, Jan. 14, 1943)

Thz ¥ar Laber Board ordored an irmediate roturn to work and throatened
raprisals rgwinut the minsrs. But the minors wor» adomant and ignored the
crdsrs and ﬁhrc%tu of this poss cgnency. The nction of the minors craated a

] bessas sinec it thrantorned the prestige and autherity of the
rl strikc-breaking machinsry. At this point, Lawis stepped into
ond denoureed ths strile, Loawis oponly sided with ths strike-
rdors of the W, L.B.:

s nssurad the WLB and Chairmen Trumnan by letter that he is
aing possible' to ond thn work stoppage, it was lcarned

T ‘tor o
hondquartsrs.” (The Fow York Timss, Jan. 15, 1943)

pross evidancead o sympathstic concern for the pr-ser-
hormty over ths mir-rs and praised his "labor states-
tr

Th2 min>»s wers in o militant mood and rasisted the back to work orders
both Lewis and the W,L.8. .Lowis, tharefore, had to do somz fast talking
tc scft=n ths ninors' rasonbment against him and build up some confidence in
his 1ﬂ“v~r; in. Accordirg h~ rraotandsd thet if the miners would get back
to th> ts, thﬁ kand of 77 1ondor rship would b~ strengthencd in the forth-

coming nnfo i~tions" Por a botter controct -

b
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"To stand by the agrsement, (the then existing contract-A.B.) said Mr,
Lewis, would mean that the arthvacite negotiations which open in Mareh
would put the union spokesmen in a better position to negotiate a more
satisfactory egreensnt." (The New York Pimes, Jan. 16, 1943)

in O'fl
miners a "wh
any increcss

cial testimony at = ,L.B. hearing Lewis definitsly promised the
clesome increase" in wagzss but insisted that the precondition for
was the ending of the strike.

On Jarmary 19, 1943, Roosevelt issued an official presidential back-to-
work ultimatum and warned the miners of dire comsequances if they continued
their strike, The Lewis leadership supriementad Roosevelt'!s order by threat-
he surlklrg miners who refused te terminate the strike with immediate
v from the unicn, Overwaclmed by the imposing line up of forces a-
ghlnst thew, the minesrs rsluctantly ended their twenty-four day strike. Re-
cojrizing that the strosphere romained oxplosive, the bosses wore corstrained
to edmit that they had won a very tenuous victory and that all the elemonts
for a strike remoined intact:
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a $2-a dny increase in wages, also remninad, possibly to
risticc achieved onlv under Presidantial dzcree and threonts
from high officials in the urnion.' (Tha New York Times, Jan. 22, 1943)

The coliuvsion betwasn Lowis and ths ", L.B. was so clear to any trained
poiitical cyo as to adnit of no anmbiguity. Sinen wo are dealing in this so-
rins with the work of the Trotsky lasders in the unions it is necossary to see
whothsr they knew about Lewis! role at thoe vory incoption of the mine crisis
in 1%43. A glance through tha pazes ol the Tretsky prass shows that tho
Canricn lesdorship was fully awnro of Lowis! collaberation with the W.lL.B. in
forcing the miners back to work:

"At tho War Laber Board hearing on Jan. 15, John L.Lewis, UMY Prasident,
joined with the Board in domanding the workers'! retura to work." (The
Eilitant, Jan. 23, 1943)

An undzrstanding o
the capitalists must se a
mcrtous ovents in the sool fi2lds w
venr and tnﬁ position cof the Trotsky loadership in reletion te the workers,
end in this instanco, toward ths »iners.

th=z basic unbrnakable connaction between Lewis and
2 as tho cornershone for any cnalysis of th:z mo-

£
rv
cOn ich followsd in tho spring of the samec

The Eruption of the Ilﬂ“ urlSJS in.Maroh 1943.

— e o

As hos bson indic~tad both ths bessos and Lowis knew that arn ominous
strike situation was browing ir tn, conl fizlds and that unless the miners
securc? a concrcte improvernont in their conditiens, they would tcke ths ex-
pirctior date cf the soift coal co“tract on March 31, 1943 as a strike signal.
Corsecousntly the hosses oru Lowis prapered to frustrate this strike fermont
ard prosarve ths no-stri YeLe3s 83t up.

To dispel the discont-nt of tho miner ausecd by the dues inerease, Lewis
deviscd a tnchrique to armpear anti-hoss nna gain the confidence of the miners.
1om

He ioudly critiecized the Little 3ts:1 formula, cnstigatsd the Tall Strast
sharks on the strikn<bresliing LR, shoutad that the miners wero hungry, pre-
senbed pages of stotigbties to prove it, and swore thnt he would raject any
s2ttloment h did not frirly ad Jnst the gricvanecnas of the miners. On

WMrreh 10, 1943 Lowis rueisod gome "domands" to eoter to the boiling feelings
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of th2» miners. These demonds weras quite "modest" as Lewis himself admitted
put the miners wers ready for o fight to the finish and left no possibla
deubt on this scorec.

In the minc contract "parlcys" the owners did not hesitate to reject
the mcdeost Lewis demnnds outright., It was well-knmown to thom through ycars
of ecxpericnee that Lawls usnd demands only as a faco~-saver and that he was
really unconcerned about the starving miners whose intarests he wvociferously
olaimed to chenpion.. The boss strategy was to pass the buck to the LB
(which hed to approvs contracts at that timz) because they know that referral
of the issuo to the strike-brenking WLB meant a rzjsction of the demands

ircs the VLB wos officially committed tp prousorving the 15% Little Stacl
Tormulae

Jormary 1943 a renl crisis existed due to the actual rank-and-file
kn in the conl flnlds. At that momont, Lewis' hand was called and to

ha strike, he had to come out openly on the side of the bosses and
r ?LB to oxrdor the mon back to work. In March 1943, however, there was
imaedinte strike erisis. Thes whole maticr was still in the discussion
nze. Thorators, to quisct thy mipers and dispel their disconteont to some
cxbont, Lewis "revers:d himself" and now loudly criticized the VLB, refused
bo appear at suy of the Board's hoarings cn the mins contract and in genersl
ot of anti-boss noise., Those verbal gostures cost Lewis nothing
ooled wany of the workers which is what Lowls hoped to do. The
press addad its particular doss of chloroform b" id~ntifying Lewis
miiitant minors, protonding tlat hn was putding up a roal struggle,
hondlines in ths conitnlist press in those days wero:

~rpw1 G FAYL Y s." (|hn New York Times, March 11, 1943)
0=-ST=TKT PLEDGE," (The New York Times, IMarch 27, 1943)

It wos sersomipg headlinns lilkke the above and stories in this vein which

strengthorsd Lowis! i-n"wogv arorng the miners. As a rosult of this propa-

sndz end similor s*oriss pouring forth from ths Stalin mill, Lewis bscame
gonorally sccontad nmong mqny militant workors as a gonuine opponevt to the
ro=-strike class coellaboreotionist mechonism of the 'all Strezet gang.
Hanifestly, this wns th» poriod ¥hen it bocnme mors thon ever incumbent for
rvv071t10hqu'=°‘“1srs to oxpose Lowis as o strike-breaker in disguiss
end clear up the minsrs who ware nisled on the nnture of this dangerous
cnomy within their midst.

Did the Trotsky lsadsrs krow that Lewis wos really 100 percent behind
tho no-striks pledwe end ona of tho kay particrarts in stringing this noose
around the neck of the Amarican workers? Cannon and his collzagues demon-
stretcd thoair knﬂW]ﬂdGﬂ of Loewis' real pelicy on niore than one oceasian
and ever published the latter's ovm ramarks in which he borsted of his in-
flueones in foisting the no-strilke agrasouont on the trade unions:

"tIn tho wer labor conferenc~ in Washinton in Decembor last, I was one of
those rovras-ntatives of lahor who voted to acespt that contract betweoen
government, indusbtry, and labor which called for the e=liminatiom &f work
shopprgas tbrcughout the country, on the basis of the goverrment setting
up An ageney whieh would give judicinl determination to the ills and
grin"qrcﬁs of tha worknars of this country. I was glad to do so. I was
gl~d to meke that personal contribution as on officinl repreasentotive of
our moembership, I like to beliove: that my presence in that meeting was
welpful ! (The Alitant, Junc 13, 1642. p. 2)
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- From this citation it is plain that Lewis' strike-breaking role was no secret
tc the Jammon leadership many months before the mine crisis ceme to a head in
1¢43, Ve have already shown that Cannon and Co. knew that in the January
1843 strike Lewis worked together with the WLB in breaking up that struggle,
But how did the SWP leadership bohave when the crisis was coming to a head in
Herch 1943%? This wes the stratezic moment in the brewing strike situation
trd it whs o just ot this crueitl noirt thrt Cipnon 4 Co, £011 ip line pare
rocing the boss pr-ss v»d in~ Daily  farler thot Lewis was a threat to the
no-strike pledge:

"The capitalist class is well aware that Lewis ard the miners now con-
stituts a threat to the entire governmental mediation machinery which is
designed to keep the workers in the chains of no-strike agreements while
the war cgsts are loaded upon their shoulders." (The Iiilitant, March 20,
1943 p, 2

The truth of the matter was that neither Lewis nor the miners who were
shackled by Léwis'! machine, were a threat to the government policies. Ap=-
r

old strike~breaking Labor Board under the Wilson machine as a shining
example toc follow. Soon after this statsment, Lewis cnlled off bthe scheduled
strike and apgreod to an extension of the stals fraud of "negotiations" for
thirty days, to HMay 1, 1943,

. In the face of Lewis' public testimony in favor of Labor Boards and his

brenking of the schaduled strike, the Trotsky leadership had to backtrack
for the moment on the portrait of Lewis as a "throat to the entire govern-
mertal mediation machinary” and to tho no-strike pledge. Accordingly, the
Se¥ePo oOrzen cain? out with the "discovery" that Lewis was really not opvosed
to the goveramsnt mhchinarv after 21l

"Despite the fact that the War Labor Board's policies and activities have
made it necsssary for the minsrs to denounce it and refuse to submit to
its jurisdiction, Lewis right now, in the midst of the present coal con-
trovsrsy, proposoas tha sotting up of still another board. Apparently he
does not break with the idsa of labor being imprisoned in such bodies;
but hos a quarrel merely with their personnel. He is only asking that
these boards grant slighter eoncessions to labor and especiclly Yo its
officinldom." (The Militant, April 3, 1943)

Lewis not only gencrally supported the idea of class- collaborationist
Lebor Boards but had cven helped promote ths one he was demagogically criti-
cizing in larch 1943, The Cannon lcadership knew all about this significant
aspzct of Lowis! line:

"It must never be forgotton that Lowis, like the CIO and AFL leaders, was
one of the spomsors of tha praosent War Labor Board." (Ibid.)

Cannon and Co. now self rightsously proclaimed that the workers should
never forget thot Lewis wms one of the sponsors of the War Labor Board. The
workers also should have besn warned rct to forpget that Lewis was 100 percent
behind the no-striks pledge and wms onc of ths key particpants in that par-
ticular conspirncy enterad into by the labor fakers and the bossss. But at
the moment when it was vital to sprond this knowledge, the S.™.P. leaders
did evoerything possible to muke the workers forget these facts by depicting
Lewis a "threat" to the no-strile pledge and to the govermnment class-col-
laboration machinary,
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The April "Negotimtions" and the Strike Crisis on May 1, 1943

Tre Anril "negotiantions" wore o stnlling dovice for both Lewis and the
sses. The bosses naturelly kept insisting that the case be submitted to the
abor Board. Lewis, on his part, to keep in character with his assumed role
as a n;llfunt claimed that the WiLB hed prejudged the case of the miners and
rofused to sppear bofore that body. BEarly in April 1943, Kennedy, the sec-
ratery-traasurer of the UMY resigned from the YLB to give emphasis to the
Lewis protense of fighting the WLB. Ones more o hue and cry was raised in the
bogs cnd Stalin press that Lewis wns working to dostroy the WLB and to breek
up th» no-strike pledge. On their pert, the miners were solid for a strike
and demendad that there be no further extsansions of the "negotiations" bayond
Psy 1, 1943, Even the hostile canitnlist press had to acknowledge that the
wildesproad sontiment in the coal fislds wes for a strile:

F‘O‘

"smphsizing the growing orisis, it wns lscrned that local mine unions have
boon tslegrophing to Mr. Lowis at his temporary heasdquarters at the Hotel

Hoos *velt, urging him not to agros to any extonsion of the negotiations
biyond HMay 1.," (The New York Times, April 17, 1943)

As "regotiations” stalled, the WLB formally stepped into the situation
he latter part of April 1943. Miners bngqn wulklng out of th» pits in
, impati=nt with the fruitloss woge "parleys." The Lewis leadership
actual line when it refused to baclk these stoppages:
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"The prevailing opinion smong union loaders was that local units had!gone
off half-cocked,' in anger over the stymied wnge negotiations.” (The New
York TPimes, April 24, 1943)

Tension mnun+ni as moro and more minars left tha pits. As ths walk-outs
aztendnd, the LB told Lewis to take 2 more active hand to throttle the move-
ment. The UkW apoﬂosmcn raassured the bosses and their agents in the govern-
ment and anvounced that ths leadoarship was not aven taking a strike vote or
making any kind of preporations for a strike

"*The union is taking no strike vote and is making no strike preparations,!
drelared K.0, Adnms, editor of th~ United Min Workers Journal and preass
spokasmarn for lr, Lowis," (Tho New York Times, April 26, 1943)

Irn short, Lewis was ready for anothar extension of "negotiations."

But tho miners were not weiting for striks "otns or official notice by
thn londership for a strikoc. As the "negotiations” drugvod to & close the
striks movoment 1ﬂ tho 00n1 fields reached a hizh point in intensity. Rooss=-
velt officinlly "took over" the minns to intimidate the striking miners, But
the back-to-work apranls from the goverrment spokesmon and the thrent of troops
did not doter tho militant minors, Tho hordlines in the capitnlist press
showed tho nervousnass of the bourgeoisis boeruse of this ominous threat to
theoir schomos:
WG IFIRS HOLD FAST IN DR¥IANCE OF YHITH HOUSA." (The New York Times,

"STRIKIN
April 30, 943)

At this kcy point the Lowis gang onceumore acted to save the day for the
bossi5. On May 3, 1943 Leawis callously ignoring the will of the rank-cnd-
file, echoad tho demonds of the capitalists that the ninars go back to work,
Lawis protendad that the govermaont was a "now omployoer” with a good "labor
record” cnd thot th-e miners necessarily must be patient with this so-called

nae smploynre. Lowis stated:
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"1The mins worksrs racognize that they have a now employer who has not
yot had time to apprais: the immodiate problsam focing the industry., It
is our desirs to cooperate with tho goverrment end to relisve the country
from the confusion and strass of the existing situation.'" (Quoted in

The Now York Times, May 3, 1943)

Lewis himseclf had given the lic to tho above pretense about the govern-
rment not having had tims to judge the problem in the coal fioclds when he
poirtrd out that the officinl government ngency, the WLB had long "prejudged"
the ernse in favor of the bosses., The minsrs were deluded by Lewis' demagogy
into bolicving that the bosses goverrment was standing impartially by viewing
th> situntion with an open mind. As a result they drifted back to work under
a "truce" agreoment,

Tho bosses were gleeful a® Lewis' strike-breeking order and were quite
frank in admitting thet the Lewis move was the key Pnctor in the situation.
Without Lewis' intarveontion, it wos conceded, the official government threats
would rot have fore:d the miners back to work:

"How much they (the miners-A.B,) might have baen influsnced by President
Rocsavelt had net a truce bess roanchad became an academic matter, but
there were signs that he probably would not have swung much weight." (Ibid,)

The Lewis betrayal clearly saved the coal barons from a very uncémfor-
table situation and propred up the official governmont fake of "impartiality"
and "fair dealing" in the ¢lass struggle. Lewis! oxhortation to rely on the
government to work out a solution in the coal crisis was a deliberate blow at
the rank and file miners,

How did the Cammen leadorghip act in this new crisis? We must remember
that the Cannon pager, in self protection after Lewis hod broken the sched-
ulod strike sot for April 1, 1943, hnd stated thot Lewis was onc of the spon-
sors of ths WLB and roted on April 3, 1943 that this fact should not be for-
gotten. Howevor, one waek later, when the mine crisis sharpened the Cannon
lardership oncs more dropped-all pretenses of oprosition to Lewis and idon-
tificd him with the militant minors whom he was sclling out:

"Worksrs who want to give their familics such a nourishing dist as well
a8 dacont clothing and warm homes, are behind Joln L. Lewis and his fight-
ing Minors in LRoir efforts €0 have soms 07 Ths NUgn prorits of ths V..
monopcTics givon back To the Workers in ths form of irnoreased WAZeS, '

(The MITitant,; April 10, 1943 Originnl Pmphosis)

In this particular erisis ther» was no reversal by the S.W.P. leadership
on their estimote of Lewis. Hoving leid the groundwork for all out support
to Lewis, they continued in this line sven after their protagonist broke the
devaloping strike with his back-to-worz order on May 3, 1943, Lewis in this
move had set a 15 day "truce" with the government so as tg fritter away the
spirit of tha minsrs. Concealing agrin Lewis® open strike-breaking, the S.,W.P,
leadarship still painted him 28 an honored leader of the American proletariat:

"As for Lewis- despite his inconsistenoies and occasional failure to draw
the proper conclusions, despit~ his organizational isolation- he hns emerged
agein os the outstrnding lender of the union movoment, towering above the
Grosns and Murrays as though thay were pygaies, and has rowon the support
of t?e miners and the ranks of the other unions." (The Militant, May 8,

1943
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What about Lewis' fraudulent promises which were never fulfilled? With
a truly brazen disregard for truth, the S,W.P, leaders blandly palmed off the
Lewis sell-out as a victory for the miners:

"i"INE WORK skS VIN FIRST ROND." (Headline, The Militant, May 8, 1943)
One basic fact the Trotsky leadsrs made sure to keep out of the workers®
consciousness: While the Lewis gang remains in control, any real gains for

the miners are excluded,

The Crisis Zetween May 3, and May 18, 1943

The Lowis Hay 3, 1943 "truce" with the government was to expire on May
iBes In Pennsylvaria, however, some fines were levied against the minars for
thair previous spontsngous walk-out. In protest, many miners in that coal
minirg region loft the pits again. Once more the UMW leaders stepped in and
forced ths arougsed miners back to work:

"Union chiefs scted to end the stornage." (The New York Times, May 8, 1943)

¥any of the militant miners instingkively rejected the illusion about the
ceritalist pgovernment boing & neutral party in ths dispute, despite the Lewis
demagogy to the contrary:

"Government control of the minss sesmed to make no difference tonight to
the minars striking against fines for recent wmlkouts in bituminous fields.'
(The Now York Times, lMay 9, 1943)

A\

But in the absence of a scientific understanding which can only be im-
partzd by a revolutionary leade~ship, the miners were doomed tc frustration.
Manncled by the sell-out policies of the Lewis misleaders, the militant sen-
timents of the mirers occuld find no healthy outlet, Ons thing in the situa-
tion was crystal clear- that was the unbridgeable chasm batween the strike
fo3lings of th» ompressad miners and the scab line of the Lewis erowd. On
occasion, an inadvertent admission would leak out from the boss prass, tes-
tifying to this fact. One such occasion was the response of the min-rs to
the Lowis back-to-werk order on May 3, 1943. The New York Times was constrained
to acknowledge:

"Coal Diggars Re-Entar Pits; Many with Apparent Reluctance." (Sub-head,
May 4, 1947, My emphasis-A.B,)

The divergence batwean the mood of ths miners and the line of the Lewis
gang vas consistantly distorted by the Trotsky leadership. On the one hand,
th> Trotsky papor prosantad ovidones showing that ths minars wanted a strilke,
On the other hand, Canpon apd Co. only us~d this truth as a shisld to put
over o datens» of Lowis' crim~s against the niners:

"All ths evid-nce shows that tho min-rs' santiments were guiding Lewis and

. Y . . " e Iy
that Lewis was not simply drageing thom about by their nosses. The Mili-
tant, May 8, 1943)

This was sheer fabrication. Were the miners' sentiments guiding Lewis
in his ropaated "truces" which proveantad strikes? Did tho feelings of the
miners metivats Lowis' call for another War Labor Board? Did the sentimsnts
of the miners suide Lowis in tha bohind-the-scenes nozotiations with the
agonts of Wall Strest's govermnment? Can any honost worker, familiar with
th> facts, deny that Lawis acted against the miners and for ths minc owners?
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My o . . 2
ihv +rotsky leadors wers quite clear on the true story of Lewis. But in the
Canrsem brand of politics, truth has always bosn subordinated to buroeratic
considerations.

The Third iawis "Pruce

May 18, 1943 was the dandlino sat for a naw contract by the teorms of
the "truca" nosotiated by Lowis with the gover mant on May 3, As the May
16 dsadlire avproachad, the atmosphsere again bocams filled with strike talk.
But as b:forns, Lewis broks up ths thr--tening strike movement by announcing
a nowr "trucs” on May 183 this latast of the "truc~s" was to last until May
31, 1943. As bofore many minsrs found the Lewis line hard to digsst and
trizd to rosist any oxtonsicn of th: "truces." The miners defied Lewis and
walked out agains

"The storpagss woro in defiance of the extonded truce order given by Presi-
dort John L. Lowis oft the UJM.W., p-nding further negotiations for a new
wagas cortract." (The Now York Tim-=s, May 20, 1943)

Howaver, the Lewis machire was able, although with somo difficulty, to
boat down this strike movoment, too.

it is worth noting, that right in the midst of this crisis, Lewis pe-
titioned William UGroen and Co. for a raturn of the UMW, to the A.F.L.
This movae, like the "truces" was conerivod and exzeuted beohind tho backs of
the minzrs. As Lawis undoubtedly calculatad, the surpriss mancuver for a
bloc with Gresn and his ilk had o demoralizing eoffoect on the miners., Mean-
while, attention wns diverted from the immediate struggle against the coal
bcsses to the guestion of the manipulations with the A.F.L, leadership.

hile Lewis wus working in his charneteristic fashion to stifle thao
‘strike movemont around #id-May 19243, tho Cannon lsadership was kept busy
in its sslf-arpointed role of press asent for the Lowis mob. ‘hereas many
of thao minwrs wers herolcally trying to rosist Lowis! third strike-breaking

litnnt declared with a straight facn:

"Lawis prosent policwv and methods of struggle for a living wage are sup-
ported by the UWY momborship to a mar," (May 22, 1943. Editorial)
The Lawis demagosy with which he closaked his selling out of the miners
and vhich. unferturatsly dassived many minsrs, was pictured by the Trotsky
orean &8 "mostorly conduct™:

"By his mastorly conduct of the minsrs' battle Lowis hes won greater sup-
port from *the minors then hn has ever had during the pest twenty ycers."
(Ibid. p. 4)

The kny voirt here is the hymn of vraiss to Lewis' conduct. If it was
a fact that Lowis was comsolidating his griv, then it was all the more vital
to oxpose him bafor~ the ronk-and-7ile. But ths increasing revolts against
the Lowis "trucos" showed that the Trotskyitss wern distorting oven this
phase of raslity.

The Outcome of the Coal Crisis

Whon May 31, 1943 ecsme and passed with no new contract forthcoming,
anothor strike wnve swopt the coal fislds. On June 3, Roosevelt ordered
th~ minors to return to work by Junn 7, or facn the conseguences of defying
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the government. A day later, Lewis peremptorily ordred the miners to comply
with the Koosevelt edict. 1In a statemsant explaining this double~-cross, Lewis
told his time-servers forming the mine policy committee of the "MW the fol-
lowings

"*Notwithstanding these abusive tactics (of the LB-A.B,) the miners and
their leaders, as patriotic Americans, place the law and the national in-
terest above their own ungranted and long-deferred claims for justice and
equity.'" (Quoted in The New Ycrk Times, June 8, 1943)

By dint of some assiduous flag-waving, Lewis was able to stall for a
little more time with the miners who were growing suspicious as to the ultimate
ovteome of all tha "negotiations." Lawis set a new dradline for the contract,
Jun= 20, 1943, and the miners went back to work. By the time this deadline
aprroached, the pent-up dissatisfaction of the miners began to oxpress it-
self. 60,000 nmirers "jumped the sun", in th» language of the UMY organizers,
and walked out as the abrormally stretched out negotiations came ncar the date
set for the conclusion:

"80,000 CRASE OKK IN THS COAI, MINES AS UNION AND OPTRATORS DRLIBWRATE;
THUCK WILL ¥ND AT MIDNIGHT TOWIGHT." (Headline, The New York Times, June
20, 1943

There was no iota of doubt as to ths sentiments of the miners who walked
out to force the harnds of the negotiators,

Krowing the true character of the UMY lsadership, the bosses acted ac-
cordingly and refusad to conceds an inch,  To save face with the rank-and-
file, Lewis issucd some verbal blasts against the tactics of the bosses in
the "negotiations." In his anxiety to show the coopsar«tive spirit of the
UM leoadsrship in contrast to the coal owners, Lewis let slip a most damning
admnission. Let us recall that when "nogotiations" had first ovpened in March
1043, Lowie indicated that the "domands" presented to the bosses were really
toc modest in relation to the real nezds of ths hurgry miners. Now, after
all the "truces" and the wind~jamming in negotiations, Lewis and Co. pointed
out that they hnd reduced their own originally modsst "demnnds" to a miserable
froction:

"After saying that in ths ontire nngotiations of the last threc months the
Appalachian Operators had not made a counter-cffer of any character the
union committee declared that the miners had reduced their original demands
to 'a mere shell and shadow of their original proposals." (The New York
Times, Juno 21, 1943)

Of course, the Lewis-men lind thoat it was the miners who had reduced
the original demands whornas in truth this was dons bshind the backs of the
miners by their crookesd leagnrs,

With hope for anything concrste forthcoming from the farce of "negoti
ations” rapidly dwindling, the min~rs 1oft the pits in larger numbers than
proviously, Th> qusstion of a thorough-going strike which Lewis opposed,
could not be loft hanging fire. It was patant that the game of truces could
noct be continucd fd infinitum. On June 18, 1943 tha "MLB randered a decision
and thraw out ovsn the whittled dowm "demands" of portal to portal pay.which
Lowis and Co. had substituted for ths original demands in the course of the
"negotiations," The minors rojected the LB dictated yellow dog terms and
walked out agoine On June 22, 1943 Lewis cracked dowmn on the minsrs and
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thoreby uphcld the authority of the ILB which he had previously preotended to
ignoro. Lowis named Octobor 31, 1943 as a now deadline, giving sas his execuse
tho fact that on this date government operation of the mines would terminate
and thoraforc froe the hands of the miners,

Thus, in January 1943 wh2n the miners hed spontancously struck, Lewis
fooled them into beliaving that o return to work would strengthen chances for
an improvemsnt in conditions by April 1943 when a new contract would presum-
ably be negotiated. When April came around Lewis promised to do something in
liny 1243, In May 1943 Lowis stalled around and told the miners to hold out
until Junc 1943, Fineslly, by Junc 22, 1943, Lewis put an end to the cat and
mouss gome with the miners and forced them to continuc working under the same
intolorable conditions which caused the strike movement at the very inception
of the mins erisis in Jaruary 1943,

To put over this strike-breaking line, Lewis pulled the wool over tho eyes
of the minors from ths start of "negotiations"” in March 1943 with a barrage of
anti-ndministration roisc and with loud strike thro~ts against the owners.

But ho slways mannged to appoar at the crucial moment with a "truce" arranged
without the knowls?re or consent of th» miners whom he elaimed to represent,
The Lewis burocrats saw to it that the advantage of the offensive remained in
the huands of tho bosses who wore thus able to infliet a scvere blow to the
minors and to terrorize the other uniorn workers. When the WLB cventually
pessad on the mine contract, it gave the miners some piddling inereases not
sven epprocching tho medest demands originelly raised end these few pemnies
mora it did allow werc conditioned on "inecreansed hours of work." The ex-
ploitation of the miners was thercby intensified, the work wock extended,

and the aceidont rate in the mince ficlds conssquently shot upward., It would
be difficult to picturc a more palpablc ssll-cut than the one the Lewis gang
engincerad in the mine ficlds in 1943,

Tha S.%.I'e and the Cutcomn of the Mino Crisis

In Junc 1943, as the mins crisis approached a climax, all political ten=-
duoneics were commilled to show whare they stood. Muny months after Lewis had
prevented the Juns 1943 strike moveoment and sold out the miners, the Trotsky
landorship came out with a very clear statement of fact on the manner in which
Lewis Jommed the VL3 yzllow-dcg contract down the throats of the miners:

"On June 18, the WLB crowned its work of infamy by flatly rejecting the
demand of portal-te-portal pay and dictated o 'yellow dog' contract, which,
it declarcd the minsrs' union must sign. Thrse days later, the miners
welked out againe The third general ccal strike was on.

"The noxt day Lewis ~goin instructed the miners to return to work, empty-
handcd, undor aftrucec! until Octe 5L, provided the mines romeined under
Zovertmert control." (The l.ilitant, Nov, 13, 1943.p. 1, My emphasis-A.B.)

But what was Canncn's policy during the crucianl pheee of the mine crisis
in May=June 19437 Th-oir policy in this poriod is the true gauge of the actual
role of the Trotsky leadsrship in the trads uniteons. On May 22, Jjust a month
bufore Lewis finishsd off the game of "trucss", the Cannon leadership come
cut with an analysis insisting that Lewis would not scll-out and that he
rould win o victory for the mincrs:

"On the contrary, the miners! leadership will not sottle for the face-
saving formulas which are cenough for the craven AFL and CIO leaders. They
will sccept nothing, they hove domonstrated, except genuine concessions

to the pressing ne-ds of the 500,000 minsrs of this country.” (The Militant,
liay 22, 1943 p. 4)
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This was prasented to the workers as a fundanental Marxian analysis of
thm mine situstion and a suide to the miners. This statement sorved as chle-
rcfform wand assistad Loawis and the bourgeoisie.

dore the Cannon lendership darxist, it would have warned the miners that
Lowis' rofus L to aprear before the WLB was just a pose to deceive the miners.
Just o« shox t time boafore Lewis opn :nly lined up with the LB decision to force

the miners back to work, the Trotsky laadorshiv added anothsr soporific by
spinring tho fiction that Lowis was a hero ond an opponent of the government
anti-labor machinerys '

"But from the very first day of tha currant coal negotiations, Lewis chal-
lorpad this revraossive machinary, studiously ignored the WLB, unlike ovary
othor union leadar, conducted himself as tho spokasman of a sovereign power
a5 if his noeadgquartors suite in New York wsve fully on a par with the White
Houzeoe This one nct of courage of one union loador threntened to topple the
vhols ivtrierts lnbor relations edifico and upset Roosevelt's coalition

ith th: labor movement." (Fourth Internutionsl, Juno 1943, pp. 168-9)

Of" eoursz, when the conl erisis hod cooled dovm Lewis readily agreed to
crraer bofore this very ssme LB which hs had been "d-mouneing" so vocifarcusly.
1s only showzd that his provicus refuscl Lo appoar befors the WLB was a
oreggving menouver indulecd in fo apverss the fighting sontiments of the
1 TS e

Whet of the 3,7.] . storins that Lowis wns baing guided by the sentiments
oft th: r-ph-ind-fils and that his voliciass wore boing supportsd by the minars
te tho last man?  Again, when tho Connenite loedarship was recording history
meny months aftor the ovents thoy admitted that fully 100,000 miners revolted
inrst the scollecut on Jun: 22, 1943 ~nd dofisd the Lewis order to return to

woris

"It will bo roenlled, in this cormootion, thot over 100,000 minars refused
te roturn on ths policsy comnmitto:'s instructions after the Junc 22 strike,
and tho tomnoar of the miner: is now <t fevoer hoant after the six months

vod e, delay and raw decls they have been handad by Roosavelt's WLB."

ma

Thoe ulllt“nt, love 6, 19013 n, 2)

But whot wrs the Cennown nolicy during this fight of the militant rankennd-file
agairst the autherity of their lead orship?  “Thile the ninors were baing blud-
rnon(d bneck into thos vits, thoir voicus strangled by the Lewis burocracy, ths

7 1ander hiiv wrote of tho reletionshin of the miners to ths rotten of-
ficﬂﬁldnm akove. At tho erd of Junc 1943, that very period when 100,000 min-ars
refusad to follew Lowis, <o the Chrnonites later admitted, the Trotsky orgen
liosd thote

"The surport Lewis hes mairtrinod so fer in this battle is based on the
somvietion of ths mon thet hs is ranlly fighting for them. Lewis did not
211 th™m cut ~g-inst thair »ill, Ont the coentrarv, it is only becnuse Lo-
wis hns givn .‘ ' locdorship in «an onen struggle which the minoers them-

e lvos domendod thet he hrs sustained his authority and prastige.” (The
wilitant, July L 1943 p. 2)

It would bo herd to conecive of more distortions pecked in the space of
such o faw sont-re:s. Lowis did not on 11 out the ninors on strike; the latter
went cut on their cwn ond n'1"‘:'ms4 ’rhﬂ line and policies of Lewis. Lewis did
not giv~ 1laaasrchiv bub wisisd ©hy Tinors and forc.d ns rotton a selleout
Was over pulled on tho min-rs, us for the"survort" which the Protskyites
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say Lewis gained from the miners, this was refuted by the repeatsd rank-and-
file walk-cuts against the trucss and {inally by the open rebellion of 100,
005 miners against thoe Lewis back to work order on June 22, 1943. The Trots=-
kyite bont-licking, of Lewis was a direct slap in the face to the huge number
of militant rank-and-filers who tri:d to fight against ths Lewis sell-out,
The Cannon services to the Lewis crowd did not go unappreciated. The
hardened miscle men in the Lewis burocracy took note of The Militant line on
the mine erisis and thanked the Treotskyites for thoir first rate Job in the
interecsts of the Lewis leaderships

e

"Ons International Bonrd membar with whom I spoke Wodnesday- and they are
usunlly veor-commi®tal- stated gguite openly:

"Yes, I rood The Militant and I know it is widely read among the officials
amonz the officials around here. And I have heard some very fovorable com=-
ments about the job you boys have been doing on the mine situation.'" (Ibid.)

A fitting commant to Cannon's pro-Lowis line in the mine crisis! The
soll-out brigade in the UMYT wis highly enthusinstic about Cannon's herculean
sfforts in their behalf,

EEE Victor_iﬁ the 1943 Conl Crisis

Lowis had promised th2 miners in his "truce" of June 22, 1943 thnt as
soon as the mines were "rsturnad” to the cwners, the strike issue would again
b posed. In Octobar 1943 the mines wers formally turnad back to the owners,
This cecincid=d with thz oxpir-tion dat: of Cetober 31, 1943 which Lewis hed
placed on his so-ec2lled truce with the government. Many miners, teking-Lowls
donmnpogy ot its faco value, walked out of the minss as the deadline neared.
Although Lewis and his gang appealed to the miners to stay on the job, the
mir~rs igner-ad their leadershio:

"Clesaz to 100,000 minors had guit work prior to the Cot. 31 denadline,
dnspits on appenl from Lewis »nd the mine union officials,”" (The Militant,
Hove 6, 1843 =, 1)

Lewis swung into acticn and workad to break up this strike as he had
dene with all the others. The orrosition to this strike shown by the Lewis
neb proved thot the fermsr oxcuse pet*ilad by Lewls abeout government operation
wrs o pure freude  Lewis wns for preventing strikes, whether the mines were

wndar the dirset manezoment of th: cwnors or the pretsnded managerment by the

cvorrnent,.

Yhen the moverrment "operation” cof the rinsas torminated at the end of
Octobr 1943, tha long awaitad now conl contrnet was signed. This contract
chainsd th- workers to their rottew conditions for a twe year term., In ap-
nearanc: the minsrs gainsd a few niggorily cerumbse In actuelity the miners
lost, brceause they wors foread to werlz longer hours for thoe extra few cents.
The Tretsky load-=rs th-msolves shownd this to be so in fact:

"It is difficult to astimnts the exnet money inerenss per hour that the

mirnors will recoive, as it dspends in part on the rumber of hours thoy

will work anrd how much cvortima thoy will earn. The actual money increasc

oy very from less than 31 par d-y to 2s high as $1.25 per day. THE AD-

DITIOFAL INTKEASIS TILL ALL ACTRUT AS A KISULT OF INJREASTD HOURS OF "IORK,"
o

Wi b Aulii P 0
(The ilit~nt, Nov. 13, 1943 Uy crpitals-AeB.)
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) ’And the conclusion was Arswa: "0f course, this is a far ory fram the
original demand of §2 a day inarease.” (Ibid.)

Thus as one can see frcm the above statemnts, it was the olass enemy
who won. But how did the Trotsky organ introd wce this defeat of the miners?
In a sub-headline over the above-quoted article, they brazenly lied that:

"THE MINTRS HAVZT “ON." (Iy capitals-A.B.)

& ok ok * % % k% *hk

) The WL? decision was not yet the last move., Later on, when the situae
tion had quieted in the coal fields, the /LB reinterpreted even the fake

concassions apd lopped off some more monzy from the miners' thin pay enve-
lopoas

"Undsr this LB cdiet, 31 cents has been lopped off ‘the miners take home
pay by a new method of computing pay for both hourly and piece rate cm-
rloyeocs.  The newr mothod sets ©7.14 cents per hour as a composite base
for computing overtim~ instsad of the basic $1.00." (The #ilitant, Nov.
27, 1943 pe 2)

Such wns the miners' "vietory¥l

Those ovners who did agres to thes new contraet naturally did so be-
cause they saw an opportunity te increaso the exploitation of the miners.,
On tho other hand, some of the bossas wished to continuc on the old tack
and rofused to sign the now contract with the UMT:

"The romaind-r of the bituninous ovsorators are still sabotaging the
nogotintions, as aro most of the captive coal ownars." (The Militant,
Dac. 4, 1943)

It should be clear that the "sanctity" of the governmant agencieés was
uph~ld in practiso only by Lawis and was openly ignorced by the owners
whoen it suitsd Thzrir particular purposc,

The eloarcst stahanont of all on what the miners actually got was made
by nonc othor than Lewis hims-lf. In a roviow of the whole situation in
the mine fields during the entirs period of thn war situation, Lewis ad-
mitted that dospite increased spe~d-up the minors had no increase in their
base pey since 1241 and were ground doym by thoe longest work weszk in Ameri-
can industry. Lowis was quoted as follows:

"The minsrs had baan 'little rowarded' for their efforts, having had

nce incroense in their basic pay sinee 1941, The fact that the miner

wos pormitted to work lonzer hours was considered a 'favor' to them,

but they did not consid»r their randiness to work longer hours in that
light,

"H> assorted that the miner teday wns working nine hours a day, six days
a weok and that 'these arc longor hours than exist in any other American
industry.'" (The New York Timos, March 13, 1946.)

When Lewis commonted that the minsrs were "little rowarded" this
was notod in conmoction with the nhonomonal inerens» in ceal production
from the yoar 1941. In light of ths above admission on the miners actual
working coniitions by the misl:ador, Lewis, how much truth, then, was there
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in the Trotskyite statomint that "The Minors Have Won" made in their paper
on Movcmber 13, 19437

By beating back thz strike erisis with the aid of Lewis and his Trots=-
kyite whitowashors, among others, the bourgsoisie won a tremendous viectory
and was bat*ar ennblad to praservs the no-strike LB machinery to frustrate
ths woerk:rs. Th» Canron cliqu:, to tho axtent of its influnence, helped Lewis
stifle the miacrs in the crueinl strike situation in 1943 and opencd the path
for the capitalists to tighton th:ir r:pressive machinery.

The ine COrisis in 1945

By 1945 the cost of living hnd so outstripped wages that the straining
Anorican wor'iers overywhere roised the demand for the climination of thn 15%
Littls St~:1 formmula which ko't ths wags structurs frozen. Tho trade unitn
bureccracy cond rwnl thr fronzen wag:s in words but sumported it in action.
cnl finlds ~ra the company storos bled the miners white, the over
incroasing chasm botwoon wages and tha cost of i"ing was felt ﬂcutvly by
the mirers.  In additior, ming discsters were rising due to the increased
henrs of toil. The gr2od of th» bossss and the snbotage of any real struggle
them by the 1’” landosrship was exprassaed in the lack of adequate safn-
r»s arnd oquirment armong oth-r things.

Onze mora the miners stiffar d +h“1r backs oand preparcd to challenge the

satinble parqsitﬂs orming tho minas. But Lowis chamneslized the demands into
thﬂ issuc of a royalty for tonnn,ﬁ mlnod to go inbto a so~called welfare fund.
Lowis, by plcfur“squﬂ langungs, donicted the grussoms disastors and the hors
rible conditions undorpground., All this wns usz2d to concantrate attention on

the ne2d for a "welfars furnd" but the cntech was that Lewis took pains to sec
that thoe preposaed fund would be adminis h,rﬁd by no other than himself and his
loyal [lurlinys. Inst-nd of a fight against the Little Steecl formula, Lewis
once mor: vushd the miners inte o trop. In light of the risc in living
costs, th: minors ware actually suf?sring o doterioration in conditions. On
the othar hand, tho owm~rs wors bloated ”1+h supor=-proi "its. However, the
tectie in this Y?TI“d to prevent ony ineronse in the workers actual pay ratés
wes to divert ottt frings concassions so as to laave the basic pay
of the worlors

"The AFL hrnds alzo advised affilintes to submit demands for wage
ad justns b1°\d on the ‘fr:n o' conezssions granted the Unitzd Steel
Tork-ors on. Sven John L, Loewis of the Unitoed iline “orkers Union has
in thTS‘?ﬂr“. In th3 Faaont donands submitted to The coal
s ~mmhasiz s that all ¢f then £all within the Little Steel

5
1Tt Tareh 10, 1945 p. U IIy -mrhasis-A.B.)

Th> Canron press roadily recegnized that the Lawis "demonds™ werc in no
wey commonsurante with the roal noeds of the nine toilers:

this daom-nd of the minors is far too jodast and inadequoate to

- T -
noet dg oi’ half « ”*1‘1.p u*u‘?ﬁ'lﬂ and over=worked men with faml-
Tics %0 cnrs ror.” (Tho silit nt, #nreh oL, 1945 p. b Original Emphasis)

v 1843 the Trotshyit-s showad that th~o nin-srs were in a strike
nocd and 3 agoin thoy disterted the truth by idantifying the il tant class
struggle sontimonts of ths nminers with the sabotaging policy of Lewis.



Ignoring 21l the lessons of thz past, and th: more recant betrayal in
1943, the Cannon loadsrship went 2ll out encc more in covering up, th Lowis
sot in this orisis and lavishsd honoysd words of praise on these "represen-
tatives" of the miners:

"It is on cnormous advantage for union officials to enter ncgotiations
krowing they can count on the support of a nilitant membership. The
rvythod of thv miners is to usc this advontage ‘o wrest concessions from
the bosscs. Their reprosontatives enterad negotiations fully armed with
o mendate te strike if tho bosscs rejseted their demands. Negotiations
woere carried on in the open in full viow of the public. There was no®
crawling or crirging bafore the profit~bloated conl operators or their
neliticnl agonts in Weshington." (The Militant, April 21, 1945 Editorinl)
Tha focts wore os follows, Negotintions bagan in March 1945 and despite
tho strike wote tho "talks" wers extended for another thirty days. But the
besses ond Lowis mever did get o chance to repeat ths same stalling gome they
wvid playcd in 1943 beoause this tine the miners began walking out in spon-
tancous striizes as soon as the announcement was mode of the extended time
"negotiations.” The spontancous strike movement involving large numbers
of miners who would not stand for any protracted delays this time forced a
hurried agresment which was sigrad on April 11, 1945, This agrecnent gave
the miners soms "fringe" concossions but nothing fundamental. Naturally
the Lewis clique sheuted "victory" to cenfusc the miners. And once morce the
Lewis burocraey found an ccho in tha Trotsky press whers the story of "vie-
tory" was 2lsc givens
"This victory was won on April 11, =leven days after the lapse of the old
controct." (The filitant, April 21, 1945 p. 1 My enphasis-A.B.)

But the "vietory" turned out to be as non-cxistent as the onc trumpeted
in 1943, Two Trotskyites went out into some coal towns as part of a subscrip-
tiorn drive for their paper.s In interviews reportad with the miners, the
truth lz-kod out; ths "vietory" wns but another sell-out. Everything was
zgnin promised on incrofsed oxploitation of the miners:

"lMost of the mon agrae that their recent negotiactions with the operators
and thn gorzromont gained thom but slight inmprovement in wages. Thoy all
pointed cut that no ineronse will be roaliz~ble until they start working
b"ynpd thoir traditional 7 hsur day. And many of thosc niners, who have

cen heoaxed and chiseled before, implind that they might have to strike
Jab to insure the concessions they are supposed to have won." {The fili-
toant, May 6, 1945 p. 7)

Whet the miners said was true. The increased hours soon took the incvi-
teble toll rororted in tho cold statistics about rising mine aceidents,

In 1941 ~nd thon from 1943 to 1945 the Trotskyite leaders portrayed Lewis
as a fighter ogninst tho no-strike plnr‘M and held up his conduct ond leader-
ship as a iodel for cther trade union lenders to follow. Subsequently, in
1946, when the nilitary controls wer: sownwhﬂt ralaxed the suto workers at
Goneral Motors went out on strike agni inst ths auto barons. During this strike,

awis appunred before Wall Stroot's Congress and denouncod the auto strike



and the strikers. This treacherous blow by Lewis was widely and happily pub-
lieizgd by the capitalist press a}l over the United States. The Lawis state-
ment was a subject for wide comment also by the union workers who were sup-
porting the auto strikers, It could not thersfore go unnoticed by the Can-

nen leqdership. But Canron and Co. came out in its own typical menner. After
their years of deception which dericted Lewis &8 o great union leader and fight-
er, uboJ simply attributed their former line of surhort to some unidentified
"nilitunts" and solemnly expnatiated on the lat*ter's ignorance of Lewis' role:

"Of course all Lewis proved by this *blow below the belt' is that he is not
a proct lnbor lesder, os some milita Ptu mistakenly believed, but a narrow=-
mirdsd cmbition-crezed old bureaucrat." (The Mlllt%nt, Dace 29, 1945 p. 2)

But whore did revolutionary-minded workars pick up the "mistaken" belief
thet Lewis vms a great unior lender if not from the pages of the Trotsky press?

GFATYS LBAD TC THT MINTRS

shachtman, like Connon, was fully nware of Lewis! fundnmental class- col-
erotiorist ideology and policiss., During the initial stages of the mins
izis in 1943, the Shrchtmanite “orkars Party took note of Lewis! reactionary
mochiv-ticons with krown ~#nomios of the woriting class:

"lfors roeently, Lewis has mnde ovariturss to the roactionary farm bloc for

2 jeint stra "1“ agoinst the Roosavelt ordsr, TIn all of this, ha exhibits

o lunq*ﬂwntullv corsarvative politicnl outlook, « lack of class and political
consciousnasse. He has a bourscois montnlitye.” (The New InTernational, April,
1643 p. 109 Originel Emphnsis)

Furthir, th: Torkors Party orgon acknowledged that o Lewis proposal put
forw:rd during th> mino "nagotiations” would be ‘of tr-mondous profit to the
ovnaers nnd conversely of little banafit to the miners:

"L~wis! sugrastion thnt the govorrmont subsidize the mines as in Sngland
would bﬂ of little bonnfit to the mincrs but of tr-omendous profit to the
owrers.” (Labor Action, Arril 19, 1923)

Lowis, it wos observed vnt so far in his unasham~d support to capitalist
logislation that he over assisted in o Congr-ssiornnl consriracy to raise the
prince of food. This wns raported in the scme issue of tho abova-=guoted Labor
Action. T

A11 thes~ Mmoves by Lowis, such s nxhorting a go®rrnmont subsidy to the
profit~nad conl CWH“PD, support to coritalish plohs to raiss the pric~ of food,
propos~l for o« nnw LB that would more offcctively serve the bosses needs, all.
crmy during theo pérlod of th» minz crisis. owis, as this shows, wns ronsis-
tont Ir his Strik-oro-king in o211 sphoros. Yot Labor Action ~vnluated Lowis!
rolz in the sp=cific min> crisis as follows:

th- 1*"dhr of a unicn thnt is waging o battle for all labore and

"Lewis is
it pron=rly." (Lobor Action, May 17, 1843 p 4)

weeing

Shrchtman will t211 the worlars on rnopsr svar dﬁy in tha weok thot a
"proper battla for 5ll lobor” mnanns a militant str i ¢, democratically con-
ductod and governnd by a rovolubicnnry rolicsy which r113“s the class cons-
scicusn:ss of th: work~rs, But Shachtman's ronl, not paper, line was rovealed



to be supnort to crocked backdoor deals, burocratic syporession of the rank-
and-file, and a policy based on class collaboration. Thils is what Shachtman
pictured to his readers as a model and inspiration for work in the unions,

The Worlters Party support to Lewis necessarily entailed a distortion of
Lewis! actual function in the mine crisis, This can easily be seen in the
Shachtmanite press even after the mine crisis of 1943 when the betrayal had
alraady been consummiited, A year later, Shachtman, in his ballyhoo of Lewis,
went to the extent of preotending that Lewis did not endeavor to break up the
strilke movement as the labeor liquterants of capitalism always do:

"T‘Hn Roosevelt government attempted to break up the UMW because this union
by, its actions was upsetting the wage-frocze applecart and in fact repudia-
ing the no-strive pledge. 179 LIADIR, LATIS, UNLIKY MURRAY, GRSSN ARD
TOHAT, DD FOT RUSH FROW WITWE 70 WITT “XHORTING THI MEN 70 RETURN TO WORK."
{Tabor Action, Oct, 2, 1944, Edphasis in Oricinal, My capitals-A.B.)

The fact is that the miners' walkouts were in protest against the Lewis
"truces" and stalling. The mine strikers were in opposition to Lewis' policy
and he acted on the basis of that undsrstanding. For example, in the large
scale walkouts in June 1943, evsn the caritalist press reported on the en-
cavors of the Lewis henchmen to break up the strike, The bourgeoisie for
the moment let its suard dovm and evidenced a sympathetic concern for Lewis!
attempts to guell the urrising of the minors., Under the headline "Lewis Facing
Crxsws as Kebellious Men Return to Mines," The Now York Post observed:

f‘
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"With fow cxceptiens, coal mircrs in this araa went back to work today-

but they returned reoluchantly ard only afteor UMW officials crushed a bud-
ding rank-ard-filc rovolt.

"It was the most serious erisis faeced by the United Mine Workers Union since
the wame controversy started, John L. Lewis, himself, obviously concerned
with th~ trend, wns in constant coraurication by telephone with local
officials- whille mombasrs of the p011VV'oomm1tto rushed from meetirg to
mceting s-oking to stam th~ rebellion." (Juns 7, 1943)

The New York Daily News which didn't attempt to conceal its hostility to
the miners headlinod the ovontss: "Lowis Fighting To Get Miners Back to Work",
and stated:

"John L. Lowis swuns into action this morning and spent the entirc day on
the long-distrnece teleophone sanprnqsnnf a widc-spread rank-and-file robellion
ageinst his order directing 533,000 miners to raturn to work tomorrow,"

(Junz 7, 1943)

Any objﬁctivn obsorver urdsrstanding the issuscs involved and knowing
Lowis!' trade uvnion bioeraphy could have preodicted this ronk-and-file explosion
against tho strike=-braaking from the +op. But while one can plead ignorance
of th#s foets when they werc ¢eccurring, what can we say of the W,P,'s brazen
distortions whon tho facts were alraady ZWmown and rocorded? That over a yecar
lator after thas mine cerisis, tho woall~intormnd leaders of the Shachtman ton-
deney had to lic nbout Lowis'! line shows n premeditnted whitewashing of the
Lewis leadership. A frir-mindnd Shochtmunits worker would have te allow that
was ‘the W.P. load-rship simply nisirformed in 1943 when it olsimed that Lewis
was the standard bonreor in the fight for the Amnrican workers it easily could
have come out with an admission of' error when Lewls stebbed the miners in the
back. PBut Shachtman cortinued with his deecptions and even added the lie that
Lowis,; unlik2 cthor labor fakers, did not try to break the strike movement.
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This fabrication was disseminated b Labor Action when ignorance of Lewis!

work in the mine crisis eould no longer bz an cxcuse. As in the case of Can-
non and Co. it was not ignorance which guided the pro-Lewis linc of the Shacht-
man louadership.

* ¥k %k * k% %%k %k & ok k & %k

The Workers Party lendership went to grent lengths to deseribe a conven=-
tion of the Lewis-ridden mine union in the Fall of 1944, It is instructive %o
san whnt Labor Action designated for specinl praise nt this corvention:

"The hizhlight of the Convention was the exchange of telegrams between the
InterIcr Departaont and the UIMYA. We only have space for some of tho bost
paragraphs from these r plies of the convention." (Ibid. My emphasis<AB.)
“lhat were some of the "bast paragrophs” which Labor Action quoted for the
aducoticn of i%ts rondsrs? One excarpt from the first Telogram of the Lewis
teadership reands:

"tYou know, Mr. Sceretary of tho Interior, the coal miners are doing a job
producing coal to win the war; thoy are buying bonds, too, We hope you
will study th> rccord on thas» facts, With nearly 300,000 less men em~
rleyad in the anthracits and the bitumirous industriss, we will produce
this yoeor nesrly 45,000,000 tons mers than was produced in the wer year

of 1918.'" (Ibid.)

The WeP. lcadorship sirgled out for praisc the boasts of the Lowis buroe
crncy about the inerinsed sprad-up of ths ninsrs (which means intensificd ex-
ploitation) and the misguided pro-sapitalist illusiens of tho miners instilled
by ncr=2 othor thon th: Lewis laadcrshin,

tho othar tolngram, th~ Shachtman papnar exhibitocd as one of the
2 pices of demagogy which all labor fakers try to scll to
that thay are not burocrats at all but simply servants

"t This ¢envintion is th» suprame ~uthority of the union., We arc the em-
rloysrs of John L. Lewis and he is responsive to our orders.” (Ibid.)

If these oxeorpts, according to Labor Action raprassnted only the "best
paragraphs” ons con urdarstand what was contrined in the parts which were
cmititnd. And, it rust bo roamomborad, it wns theasse tolograms, which high-
light~d th» comvontion, acccording to Labor Action,

In tho July 15, 1944 issuc of the bourgrcis magazine, Colliers, Lowis
wrote an article provecativaly ontitlsad "Not Guilty." The objoct of the
Loewis article wos to prove that ha vwes absolut~sly davoted ta the capitalist
syston, patriotic to thes bossaes govoarnment, and opposed to strikes. Labq£
Actinn ¢ited this articls of Lewis nnd ncted his oporn admission of strike-
Brocving ideolenys

"o don't eare for the vory roactionary John L. Lewis who assumes such a
pious =2ir of shock and patriotic forvor over strikes that have taken placs.’
(July 31, 1944 p.2)

t

The Shachtusnite peper had to ackrowlrdgo that Lewis sounded off like a
bip brurgeois and not ot all like tho lober lacd=zr hn is played up to be:
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"Lawis here sounds 1liks the New York Times, Henry Ford or a Republican
congrassmon,” (Ibid,)

wowis did not try to palm himsclf off as a militant labor lecder. The
capitalist ond Trotsky pross did that job for him., Indsed, in the very same
issue of Labor Action in which th» Shachtmanitss discussed Lawis' "Not Guilty"
en editorial comment on another page stated:

"In Lowis! casc, you havo a laohor leader with grent imagination and courage
on mursly trndo union quastions, who despite that, 1s a hopcless renctionary
po]“thQl]V. {Ibid, Original Imphasis)

Ths W,P. finds o symbol of courage in Lewis' trade union policiess—-Ande -
wht arc thoss policies according to Lewis himself? A line for incrensed speed-
up of th: workers, oop081t10r to strike struecgles, and a desire to jnil militant
worksrs who are for strikss "agninst the govormment." To the Shachtmanites
this is presumably a source of inspiration for trade union workers! Since
Sh~chtman's reonders are composed of workers who alrendy know that Lewis is
d=vetad to capitalism, Shachtman adds that Lewis is a hopeless reactionary
politiecnlly. This is simply a stalc repotition of the old Social-Democratic-
Stalinist pretonse about a Chingsc Wall supposedly dividing the pc-
litical and trode union spheres, Tharc is only onc Lewis, a bribed tool of
Wall Strast who®serves the bankers and bosses in all fields., In the class
struggle thore is no duality; a"hopeless renctionnry politically" can be no
other -than a hovelass renctionary in avery othser phase of the class struggle.

Even in oxplaining awar Lewis as n "hopsless reactionary politically™ who
is prasented ns somehow progressive in the trads unions, the Shachtmanites pile
Oas~. on Pclion. Onc would believo from Lebor JAction that Lewis is simply naive
in politics and that is why he inncc-ntly falls into support to the bosses in
this decisive srhero:

"Lowis ovidently bzlicvas what the Ropublicnn platform says about its op-
position to the froezing of wages and its protastations on Labor front
tronds of thc Rooszvelt goverrment. This is cortainly a very naive and
wo might soy non-politicnl manner for the leadsr of a great organization
like the Miners Union to renﬁpr or withhold rolitical support to either
of the two cnpitalist parties." (Scpt. 11, 1944 p, 3)

Shachtm~n himself, some y2nrs ago, dissaminated the knowledge that Lowis
grow rich out of swindling the trade union workors and that he organized one
of the outstouding skull eracking machines in the entire union movement. Yet
Shochtman attempts to whitewnsh this criminnl asent of the bourgeoisie eos
politically naived

Xk k % %k % * %k %k % %k %k

In Lewis' crookoed nagotintions with the bosses in 1945, the Shachtmanite
W,Ps came to wisw again as lickspittlas of Lewis., Thoy quoted Lewis' proposal
for a "royalty" on tonnag-s mined and could hardly contain their enthusiasm:

"Lovwis sayss

"1Such royalty shall be deemed partial compensation in cquity to the .mine
worksr for tha nstablishmnt ~nd maint-nance of his ready-to-serve status,
so vital to theo profit motive of tho cnplOV“P and so cssential to public
weifarc.' - -
TIT 1S o grond sontence leading far. It doos not go far enough, but it
makss o sarious attempt to 1ift labor theoratically to the status of




capital, And it does so, not in gzencral, not in the abstract, not in a
convention address, but in wage - demands and negotiations. It is aimed at
disturbing the pockets of capital ~nd not at soothing the ears of ths wor-
kors." (Lubor Action, March 12, 1945 p.3 liy emphasis-A.B.)

This nausenting grovelling before the utterly putrid Lewis is what
Shrchtman passes on to his followers as revolutionary "mass work." Reading
Shachtman's organ, one would think that the strikebronker Lewis has struck
a bleow in the interests of the worling class. The W,P. leaders did not lose
the oprovtunity to sprend the most poisonous clnss collaborationist illusions
in this cormaction:

"Lewis plrces the capitalist and the laborer in a category apart, both as
humen baings with human aims, human responsibilitics and human privileges.
He says: 'You ge? your royalty to encourage you. We must get our royalty
to cneourage . us.'"” (Ibid,)

Labor in cqual partnsrship with eapitel} This is a snare and delusion
spread by 2ll the direcet and indircet agents of capitalism to deaden the class
consciousness of ths workers.

Ween Lewis ceme out for a "welfare fund" he noturally pretended a sincere
intarest in amsliorating the terrible conditions of the miners. The W,P, load-
crship did not contont itsslf with just possing on the Lewis hypoerisy cs
actual concern with th: miners but cven smuggled in o meaning which Lewis
never had in mind:

"Note what the fund is to be used for. Modern medieal and surgical service,
hospitnlization, ctec.; but the last two items are f'rehabilitation and cco-
nemic proteetion.' That can me~n anything, from establishing workers!' re-
crention clubs to building a university for training workers to master

tho process of managing the conl industry." (Ibid.)

What is this talk about Lewls wnnting a betterment of the welfare of
the miners? It is bunk and Shachtman knows it, %Whsn it was in Shachtmen's
factional interest to tecll scms bits of truth about Lewis he showed the real
Lewis to bes nothing but a labor crook and thiof:

"His ceresor of 'industrial statesmanship' began many years ago as a petty
officicl systematically looting the treasury of the Pancma, Illinois local
union. Through that he learned the first lessons in the shady art of buying
henchmen, In the highest office of the union he made it into a system. He
reinforcnd this with the methods of delibor-te vote stenling, frame-ups,

and slugzing of opponents.” (The Militant, Feb, 10, 1934)

The Cannon-Shachtman suprort to Lewis from 1943 to the crisis in 1945
in the mins fislds was no nccident, It was an outgrowth of the Cannon-Shacht-
man policy in the trade unions. It show»d that were Cannon-Shachtmon in leed=-
srship of the unions thoy would hnve earried cut the betrayal of the miners
ot first hand. Boing rostricted in foress ond temporarily limited in influence,
the cxtent of their participation wns consecrated to the defense of the Lewis
sagll=-cuts and the whitewnsh of his striksbraaking line,

TO B3 CONTIMITED
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Editorial Note:

Following their capitulatory Declaration of October 16, 1926, Trotsky,
Zinceviev, and Kamenev made every conciliatory effort to live in peace with
Stalin. Howevar, Stalin's relentless drive to wipe out all the big figures
of the former days continucd,

In the summar of 1927 the pressure against the leaders of the Opposition
Bloc procreded along the lines of securing a public declaration of uncondi-
tional supvort to Stalin and a statement condemning all whispers about the
Thermidorsan nature of Stalin's Central Committee. At that time the Sapra-
nov group, formerly in the Opposition Bloc, having broken with Trotsky be-
causc of the capitulatory October 16, 1926 Declaration, stood on the position
thet the Thermidor was an accomplished fact. Also in Germany a tendency
devaloped to break with the Stalinist counter-revolution and the call was
raised for the building of & revolutionary party, thereby creating a threat
te the hold of the Stalin clique on the advanced workers in that highly im-
portant country. Stalin required a shield against that danger. No one could
rrovide him with a more effective protection against the revolutionary workers
of the Gorman Communist Party than the leader of the Opposition Bloc, Trotsky.

Below we print in full the August 1927 Daclaration of the Opposition.
The line in this Trotsky document, as in all the other documents of the Op-
position, clearly ostablishes the corrcctness of our charge that the Cannon-
Shachtmen~Oshler story of Trotsky nghtlng against tho Stalin bandits ‘is
nothing but a fraud, We call the reader's attention to the "Clemenceau" point
in this Doclarntion. Bshind the walls of the Central Committee, Trotsky,
in the discussion on the danger of impoerialist attack, had recalled that
during the ilorld War, Clemencenu urged the charnge of the French bourgeois
loadership to cnable o successful prosccution of the military struggle against
Kaiser Gormany. Trotsky's romark was immediatcly scized upon by the Stalin
clique and twisted into a threet to romove it from powsr in the ovent of war.

In 1940, during tho fuctionsl fight with Shachtman, Trotsky wrote him a
lettor giving the "Clomoncesu thesis" the very intorpretation which the Stalin
clique used in 1927

"Then you soom to forget the so-called 'thesis on Clemencenu' which sig-
nifisd that in tho intarests of the genuine defense of the USSR, tha pro=-
letarian vonguard can be obliged to sliminrte the Stalin government and
roplace it with its own. This was proclaimed in 1927¢ Five years later
we explaircd to the workers that this change of govermment can bo effec-
tuated only bo political revolution. Thus we separated fundamentally our
defense of ths USSK as o workers!' state from the burcaucracy's defense

of the Ussk. Wharcupon you interprot our pest policy as unconditional
support of the diplomatic and military activities of Stalinl" (In Dofanse
of Marxism, p. 39. Original Emphasis)

The August 1927 Deelaration, howsver, osteblishes beyond a shadow of
doubt that what Trotsky wrot: to Shachtman in 1940 was e lies, Trotsky in
1927 protasted hotly against the 1nt“rprntat10n that he would attempt to
romove the Stalin Central Committee.
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. Reprinted From:
International Press Correspondence- (Imprecorr) August 18, 1927, PP, 1078-9,

Declaration of ths Opposition at the Joint Pl num of the C.C, and C,8,C. of
the ClPaS.U.-
Moscow, 1lth August 1927

The declaraticn of the Opposition at the jolmt plenary session of the
Central Committee and the Central Control Commisaion of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union signed by comrades Avdeyev, P'akayev, Yevdokimov, Zinoviev,
Komenev, Lisdin, Muralov, Peterson, Fyatekov, .{ak:vski, Smilga and Trotzky
contains the following:

Ignoring the polemical form of the questicns ;ut to us, we answer them
according to their significance as follows:

- The first question: We are absolutsly and unr3servedly for the defence
of our socirlist Fatherland against the imperialists. We are naturally ab-
solutely and unreservedly for the defence of the Soviet Union also under the
preosont Central Committee of the Party and the present leadership of the Exe-
cutive Committee of the Communist International., If the passage concerning
Clemenceau in the letter of Trotzky has led to an obviously false interpre-

ation of this comparison in the sense of a strugglc for power and the utili-
sation of the wer difficulties, then we rejact deccisively all such interpre-
tations. At the same time we maintain our conviction that the Party should
not rejoct all criticism even during ths war, or refuse to improve the policy
of the Central Committse should it b2 incorrcct.

In our d&raft resolution upon the international situation, we put forward
the following slogans: tha defeat of all bourgeois States fighting against the
Sovizt Union - Every honecst proletarinon in the capitalist countries must work
actively for the defeat of "his" government - Every foreign soldier should

asart to the Red Army if he is not prepared to assist the slave holders of
"his" country - The Sovict Unicon is ths Fatherland of all toilers, since the
7th Novembar 1917 we are for its defence, our war for the defence of the Fao-
therland (Lenin) will be 2 war "for the Soviet Republic as the troop of the
world army of Sccialism, our "War for the dafence of tha Fatherland will not
be the way to the bourgseis State, but the way to the international socialist
revolution" (Lenin) - Whoever is not a defender of the Soviet Union is a traie-
tor to the internationscl proletariat.

With regnrd to the qu-stion of the Thermidor, we say, in this country
therce arce Thermidorian elements grewing which have a sufficiantly serious
social basis, We do not doubt that the Party and the proleteriat of the
Soviet Union will overcome thesc dangers with a correct leninist and inner-
‘Party democracy. What we demand is that the Party leadership fight these
phenomona and their influence upon certain parts of the Party, more systcma-
tically. We do not say that our bolshevist Party, its C.C. and its C.C.C.
is Thormidorian.

With regard to the second question: We admit that the communist move-
ment in Gormany is threatened with a dircet split and the formation of a
second Party. Subordinating oursclves to the decisions of the Camintern
concerning the imparmissibility of maintaining organisatory connections with
the cxpelled groups Urbahns, Haeslov, we demand expressly and we will work
for this inside the Comintern, a revision of the decisions for cxpulsion,
having regard to ths fact that amongst those expelled are hundreds of old
raovolutionary workers who are clossly connected with the working masses,
who are deoveit-d to the work of Lenin and who are honestly prepared to defend
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the Soviet Union to the last. The formation of & second Party in Germany
would ocvoke a tremsndous danger. ™We propose that tho C.C. of the C.P. of
the Seviet Union through the Z.C.2.I. carry out the following measures to
avoid this darger.

Upon condition that the organ of th: Urbahns group ceases publication
and that the group subordinates itself to all decisions of Comintern Congrese
scs, the re-admission of all thos2 who accept this condition into the Party
tegothor with a guarantee that these comradss may be permitted to express
their opinions in the press and in thz ranks of the Party and the Comintern.

With regard to th» third question: We emphatically condemn all attempts
tc form o sccond party in thes Soviet Union. We consider the way to a second
Porty in the Soviet Union to be absolutely false and dangerous for the re-
volution. W2 will uso 2ll our power and all our forces to fight against any
such tond-mey for the formation of a second Party., We condemn the disruptive
pelicy just as encrgetically. YWe will carry out all decisions of the Com-
munist Party and of its Central Committec. e arc prepared to do everything
pcessible to dostroy all froctionnl elements which have formed thomselves as
a consequancs of the fact that on account of the innor-Party regime we were
compellod to inform the Party of our opinions which were falsely reported
in the whole press of ths o untry.
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