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% STALIN'S ATOMIC EXPLOSION
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1. The Former “"Concession" Policy of the Bourgeoisie.

The ideological atmosphere surrounding the relation between the world
bourgeoisie and the Kremlin Dictutor has undergone many changes in recent his-
tory., At Yalta and Teheran the spokesmen of the imperialists agreed to turn
over Poland, half of Korea, Manchuria and other extremely important territories
to Stalin, in full knowledge from previous experience that he would incorporate
everything given him into his territorial, economic and political system. During
the American~-Stalin march into Germany, orders were issued by the top command
of the United States forces to allow the Russian troops to enter Berlin first.
For some "mysterious" reason the ‘lestern imperialists agreed to the expansion
of Stalin's domain in Europe and Asia.

Shortly after the liquidation of the war situation in Europe and the
Far East, a furious cry arose from official quarters in England and America and
on the pages of the bourgeois press charging Stalin with aggression, The demands
were launched for a get tough with Russia policy.

that, then, was the meaning of the previous extremely soft policy of
allowing Stalin to occupy half of Europe, Sakhalin, Kuriles Islands, half of
Korea and of opening to him the gates into China proper by agreeing to his oc-
cupation of Manchuria? Stalin's gargantuan land appetite and his tactics of
crushing oprositions and centralizing power in his hands could have been no sur-
prise to the Vlestern imperialists. They had seen Stalin divide Poland with
Hitler, attack Finland, seize and absorb Lithuania, Esthonia and Latvia, Stalin
had wiped out the capitalists and landlords of those countries and incorporated
them into his systeme This was a living history that illumined the nature of
Stalin's occupation of countries. What could they have expected Stalin to do
in the Balkans, in the Far East and Eastern Gernany once his troops were in
control? There can be no divided view on this question: they agreed to Stalin's
occupation keenly conscious of what the results vould be, Did Stalin, nerhaps,
blackmail them to follow this soft policy? Although Stalin held up his head
high after Stalingrad, his forces had been badly decimated by the Wazi power and
2 large part of Russian industry shattered; vhile on the other hand, the military
machine and economy of the Viestern immerialists was hardly dented, and besides,
they possessed the most terrible force in the history of ware the Atomic sccrete
During tpe Nazi onslaught, Stalin faced the main weight of the invading forces
anc was in pressing nced of military supnlics, He was in no position to black-
mail his "allies." If any side was, it was the Western immerialists. And yet
they, vwithout an official dissenting voice, followed an " appeasement! policy and
handed over enormous territories to Staline Why?

2+ Two Contradictory Forms in iJorld Economy,.

To unravel the policy of the "estern imperialists one must trace it back
to its truc roots.

On November 7, 1917 the Bolsheviks seized power in Russia and overthrew
private property in land, industry and commerce and established z patiern of
State ownership, control and direction of cconomic processcs, The bourgeoisie
of the world, resting on private methods of »production and distribution, at-
tempted to overthrow the Bolsheviks but failed,

The Bolshevik leadership dropped the pledge made to the masses before the
overthrow of the Russian capitalists of no negotiations vwith any tourgeois power
and adopted the policy of compromisc and "peace" with the world bourgeoisie
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The bourgcoisic reci rocated with a similar policy (ilgft—L%ﬁovzi’WFOCE?Eiirn;act)
t " teash against war, including the otalin-nitle

merous other pacts and ''guarantc25® ag ar, B ; rora
b;t the gulf En the basic forms of the two oconom}c_systomu could not be brldgcql
by paper pacts and the conflict inherent in the division could be only temporarily

postponed.

Yhile industry in Russia was cxpanding cven thouﬂh.under a vicious iip}ra-
1ism and at “he expensc of the material nceds of the Ru551an.passo?? caPlE? }im
particularly its Central Europcan scctor, oS passing frg@ one cyffqioch**s;o
into another, each more scvere than the preceding onc. ?fna}ly, Vne_G?{Tan four--
geoisic, backed by the financial assistance of other caplua}lsk cguntr}u:,ﬁcdf
fectod a political stabilization through the formation of the Nag} roging gn -
cantured the imagination of the backward'and oven some aavgnced norkir; an ngsyh
bourgcoisie on the basis of Hitler's anti-scmivlc Grogtoz—&ermagy plgtlgrm.p i e
successful shift of nover from the bourg001; domocrgtlc Lo thg lazl reglm? was
facilitated by the political nclicy of Stalin. Stalin's organlzgplons deliberately
blincod the Gorman workers to the Nazi dancen and cven tent to the extent of po-
litical collaboration with them. (Prussian Deferendum, August 1931) Stall?'s
licutcnants spocifically triced to dispel the groving uncasiness of the radical
Cerman woriers over the threcat posed by the Nazi tide:

"llothing would be smorc fatal than an opopriunist overestimetion of Hitlorist
Fascism." (Specch at the Plenum of the Communist Party of Germany by Zrnst
Thaclmann, Fcb. 19, 1932)

It might also be noted that vhen Hitler was put in power Stalin carried
out ncgotiations with the German banks for credits.

The establishment of the Nazi regime was also facilitated by German Social
Democracy vhich stood passively by, with some of its leaders (Severing, cte.)
even voicing allegiance to Hitler,

Gorman cconomy, though alleviated by influx of gold from the DBritish, French
and American bourgoeisic, itas not curcd by the change of political regime. The
German scctor of capitalism could be stabilized only by expansion of the German
snhere of economic power, and this involved the gencral task of world capitalism,
the necd to reestablish international unity of cconomy based on private, not on
State, ownership.of industry aond commerce, The political stabilization of the
German State afforded an opportunitv for a new attenpt to smash the State form
of economy in Russia. The muinich Accord was thoe first major nublic manifestation
of this policy of the intornational vourgeoisic, '

-r

3. The Dourgcoisic Prepares A ldphity Uar Engine

The immediate tochnical problem of capitalism was to cquip the Nazi regime
with a war machine strong cnough to achicve the desired ond. The world ruling
bourgeois powers recognized that the German resources alone imould have been ine
sufficient for so gigantic an undertskine, The Zuroncan Continent had to be
turned over to the Gorman industrialists who were building the Hazi war machine.
Frior to Bunich the turning over of various territories to their agent, Hitler,
("apncasement" tactic) met with mounting unrest among the masses in bourgcois-
democratic countries, The guise of Yapncasernent® had to be discarded and the
same policy had to be carricd out under o new cloalk which would sooth the anti-
Nazi temper of the massess Uhan Polend was noxt on the 1list, the British impori-
alists finally declared war“but saw to it that the Nazi attack on Poland was not
molesteds On the HWest border of Germany thiere ensued a long ncriod of "Sitgkricgh
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or "phoncy war" as it became knovn in history.

The next step in attaching the economy of Europc to the Germgn in@usprl-
alists, who rca'ly operatcd with capital borrowcd from the Vestern imperialists,
was earricd out in a spcctacular fashione The gates of France were opencd for
the Nazi troops who occupicd Verdun and other fortresses without moeting ceven a
token rosistance from the French gencrals. Through the same pctbo@ Norway and
the Balkans passed under the German conbrol, and when thc‘Na21 military might was
brought to the peak of strength the rcal war, that of Nazi Germany fga}nst Stalin-
ruled Russia, opencd with a terrific drive on an immensc {ront stretching from
th: Baltic to the Black Sca.

L, The Failurc of the Nazi Army

It was firmly belicved by many top bourgcois cxperts in military scicnce
that within a fow weeks the Stalin Govermment and the steate econormy upon which
it rested would be climinated by the Nazi avalanche. History proved that despite
the fact that the bourgeoisic had fusced all the technical means of capitalist Eue
rope to couip the Nazi war cngine, the cconomic and military preparations proved
jinsufficicnt to measurc up to the task., The first Nezi drive in 1941, which had
been counted on to be decisive, came to a lctdown and a partial retreat of the
Nazis. The sccond campaign in 1942 was oxccuted only on the southern part of the
long front, The attempt bogged dovm and then collapscd at Stalingrad.

Throughout the two ycars of this titanic struggle, Stalin's "allies" and
the Nazis marched sceveral times back and forth in the Libyan descrt in a scries
of stagoe-managed "battles." This sce-saw was arranged in the descert to give the
Nazis an absolutely froe hand in the momentous struggle in Russiae. Stalin was
not fooled and during this whole period kept up a ery for the "Sccond Front.*

Following the defecat of the Nazis at Stalingrad and the decisive turn of
the military tables in Russia, the imperialists realized that not only had their
plan of smashing Russia failed, but that the Nazis vwould be faced with the problem
of a rcbellious Turope. So the "allies" landed in Durope and there began a sham
war in rcversee rcoccupation by the "allied" troops of the mightiest fortresscs
of Francc and Belgiun without a battlc and wholesale surrender of cnormous Nazi
armics., The Nazi failurc in Rlussia was a scvere blow to international capital,
The solution of the problom crezted for the world bourgeoisic by the Bolshevik
Qevolution was pushed again into thc fuburce

5. The 01d Problem In A Now Sotting

The Nazi fiasco taught the westoern imperialists an important lesson. If
they had imagined that the 1918-21 capitalist intervention in Russia cnded in
failurc becausc of meagerness of military forces, thoy knew now that even an cox-
traordinarily powcrful war machine was inadequate without a spirited support of
the masses. The Nazi army was composcd of robots held together by torrgi, not of
men moved by an inner fceling of duty and positive purpose implanted in thoem before
marching. The very fact that Hitler, without any idcological changes in his Army,
abruptly broke his "fricndship" with the Kremlin and ordered his armorcd divisions
to dash across the Russian lincs, shows that the Nazi army was a merc soulloss
mechanism,

To create a possibility of success the bourgeoisic required not only a
mighty cngine of war but spirited troops imbucd-with the desirc to attack and dos—
troy "Communism" and the enthusiastic support of the masscs for this task, How
ever, at the time of the termination of the Nazi adventurc the masses cverywhore,
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and particularly in France and Italy, two key countries in the event of war be-
tween Stalin and his "allies," were not only enthused over the Stalin victory but
by the million flocked to join his political organizations, Under these circum-
stances immediate war asgainst Stalin was out of the question. However, if Stalin
could appear in a role of a new world aggressor, a change in the psychology of

the masses might be achieved, Hence the "concessions" at Yalta, Teheran and Pots-
dam and the tempestu-+s opening period of the "diplomatic" or "cold war."

6. The Setback In The Ideological Field

A1l signs in the early stage of the "diplomatic war' seemed to indicate
that it would move along at a roaring pace toward its logical culmination. In-
stead there developed a zigzag course with considerable intervals of relative calm,

Some anti-Stalin sentiment began to show here and there, but on the whole
it became clear that the masses in England and the United States had no desire
for war with Russia, while the masses in France and Italy drew closer to Staline
Whether or not the imperialists were conscious of the fact, Stalin's strength con~
sisted not merely in the fact that his Army broke the back of the Nazi machine in
Russia but in the magical deception that the Bolshevik Revolution launched a true
movement of liberation of the toiling masses, and that Stalin led the Russian
toilers to Socialism, It was this major deception that all opponents of Stalin,
the bourgeoisie and the various opportunist "anti-Stalin" currents within the
working class, were unable to cope with, The "cold war" did not heat the atmos-
phere to any high degree and the bourgeoisie developed the more even tactic of
following painfully the unfolding of the drama of Stalin!s tyranny behind the
"Iron Curtain" and on this basis endeavored to facilitate an anti-Stalin turn of
mind among the masses. At the same time the Western imperialists felt secure
militarily because of the possession of the atomic bomb and supposed lack of it
in Russia.

7. Stalin Produces An Atomic Explosion

When on September 23, 1949 President Truma n announced that "an atomic
exnlosion occurred in the USSR" a sickening fecling of insecurity must have
gripred the bourgeoisie as well as the masses, glthough outwardly no sign of
uneasiness could be detected. However, the realization that a tremendous
change in the military balance of strength has taken place was registered
in many bourgeois publications,

"when America exploded the first atomic bomb, the Soviet government
reacted in two conflicting ways. FPublicly it scoffed at such unimportant
news, Privately it launched a tremendous - and successful - effort to
match our achievement.

"Now the Soviet bemb has exploded, and we are reacting in precisely the
same way. Publicly we are shrugging our shoulders with feigned indif-
ference., Privately we are likely to undertake new actions, at home and
abroad, whose end results our government itself cannot calculate todayees
Our plan of holding Eurone by an all~out atomic bombardment of Russia
may be useless, once the Russians are able to carry out a counter bombard-
ment of Europe or America,® (Wew Renublic, Oct. 3, 19L9)

Everybody had known that Stalin's scientists worked on the atomic
energy project, but the experts did not expect he would set into the possession
of the secret of making thec bomb before 1952, And by then, it had been hoped,
matters would be settled with Stalin.

The possession of the bomb by Stalin has not eliminated the contra-
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diction in the two Torms of economy, nor the political state of the world as

it emerged out of the war situation. Stalin certainly will not chanse his
policy. He will go on absorbing the territories he had occupied with the
conscnt of his former "allies" and will strain the resources of :ussia and

of his satellites to increase his military strength. Nor can the ‘lestern
imperialists rcconcile themselves with 5talin's obvious intention to make his
control over Poland, sastern Germany, Hungary, Czcechoslovaitia, Rumania,

North Korea and almost half of China permanent., Their efforts must be eventu~
ally directed towards driving ths Stalin gang out of all these "bait" terri-
tories and finally out of Leningrad, ioscow, Caucasus and Siberia. Thus both
sides are hcading toward what might well be destruction of parts of “uronpe

and Asia, and considerable devastation of the United States, The military
men of the bourgcoisie no longer speak with confidence of the nrospect of a
cuick and casy victory, On October 7, 1949, a few days after the news about
Stalin's atomic explosion, Admiral A.V. Radford in testimony before Congress
stated that thore was "no cheap easy way to win a war," Atomic war would be
more costly to the masses than all the previous wars put together, The New York
Times commented editorially on October 9, 1949: "The A-bomb is not Just another
man-killer. It is a weapon of terrific implications which e devoutly hope will
never have to be useds Its use would be almost an act of desperation since the
effcct at best would be to in a victory whose results would themselves be hore
rible and of long duration,®

Was the destruction of the civilian population of Hiroshima "an act of
desperation? Tbuld the American immerialists hesitate to drop the bomb on
Hoscow or Leningrad? Hardly. And for that matter, neither would Stalin have
qualms of conscience in sending his planss to blow up New York or ‘ashington.

If the Vlestern imperialists nroved by destroying Hiroshima and Nagasaki
that they arc capable of killing dircctly thousands of school children, pat?ents
in hospitals, doctors, nurses, moThers vith their infants, helpless aged, with
one terrible blow, Stalin proved that he was equally capable of perpretrating
such "heroic* decds, albeit, thus far, through indircct, treachcrous methods.

8. Forces That Block The tay Out For The ‘lorld Toiling Masses

Since cvery existing political tendency today officially takes the stand
against war, ona would conclude that the danger of war is more imaginary than
real., Thinking people, however, as a result of obscrvation of previous wars,
know that most of the "opposition" to war is shecr humbug and a great deal of
this "opposition" is either sclf-dclusion or a conscious cover up for precparations
for war, The Stalin burocrats, protcsting thc war poliey of the bourgcoisie,
conceal the truth about "concessions" he had reccived from the rcprescntatives
of the bourgeois powersy Churchill and Roosevelt. Stalin knows that the bour-
geoisie will never, no matter how high the stack of his atomic bombs may grow,
allow him to keep the territorices which they had azrced he should occupye On
the other hand, he will nover relinquish these lands cven at the threat of a-
temic destruction of the worlds Conscguently, people who approve and defend
Stalin's grip on the territories "ceded" to him at Yalta, Tcheran and Potsdam,
.and people that back tihe bourgeoisie in its aim to press Stalin to give up the
"concessions" arc attaching themsclves to tho powers that are furthering the
march toward an appalling catastrophe.

The Communist Parfies recruit supporters to Stalin's war aims which are,
thus far, confined to retaining what he had reccived from Churchill and Roosc-
velt, and grab more of China while the grabbing is not apparently opposcd by
the Western imperialists; and the Socialist Partics and Labor Partics gather
the anti-Stalin masscs around the bourgeois governments., These political forces
within the working class, under the guisc of fighting for the nrescrvation of
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peace and for displacing capitalism with Socialism, in reality are misguiding
virtually the entire population of the planet toward the very catastrophe which
they say they are seeking to prevent,

Within the workers'camp there are political tendencies claiming opposition
to both Stalin and Social Democracy. The most influential of these tendencies is
represented by the Trotsky movement consisting in the main of the Cannon and the
Shachtman sectors. The Cannon Socialist Torkers Party, pretending independence,
is politically a branch of the Russian burocracy, and actually ties its followers
to Stalin. The central position which makes the SWP a Stalinesupnorting organi-
zation is "unconditional defense of the Soviet Union" disguised under the correct
phrases of strugele for the destruction of the Stalinist burocracy, In connection
with the atomic bomb thé Cannon leadership points only to one culprit, the ‘lestern
imrerialistss;

UControl of this new titanic force for good or evil is indeed the crucial
question for all humanity. But it is not a question of whether this force

is to be controlled through the imperialist~dominated United Nations., It

is whether the international working class can wrest control of atomic energy
away from the monopolists and profiteers.

"Humankind is faced with a choice of life and death, Only world socialism-
the international planned and cooperativeecommy of the free and equal- can
Snatch the atom bomb from the hands of the imperialist irarmakers and destroyers,
Truman's announcement of the atomic bxplosion in the USSR is an alarm signal
for the workers of America and the world- either international socialism or
atomic annihilation," (The Militant, October 3, 1949 p. 1)

The Cannon leadership glosses over the fact that in Stalin's hands the
A-bomb is just as deadly to mankind as it is in.the hands of the bourgeoisie.

Stalin is merely on the other side of the situation involving him and the
Western imperialists, but he is as much a warmaker and destroyer as they are, and
his demagogy among the international working class occupies a far more important
key position, There will be instead of world socialism, ruin and desolation if
the A-bomb remains in the hands of both the bourgeoisie and Stalin! By impli-
cation the Cannon leadership apnroves the Stalinist A~bomb, centering its obe
jection only on the bourgeois A-bomb,

The Shachtman policy of finding a way from the present terrible pass is to
build "an independent union of the countries of ‘lestern Europe," Such organization
presumably, would prevent the American and British imperialists and Stalin from
plunging the world into a war! And who is Shachtman's choice for building such
a "uniong" No less than the loyal supporter of British imperialism, lir. Bevinl
As Foreign HMinister of "His liajesty's Government, Bevin has proven a bitter and
effective campaigner against Stalin in the interests of world imperialisms

"Only if the European peoples find a way of expressing themselves independently
of these forces will they be able to avoid being swept into a war from which
they have nothing to gain and everything to lose,

"Such a way, Comrade Shachtman pointed out, would be the formation of an in-
dependent union of the countries of iestern Eurone., By combining their eco-
nomic, political and intellectual resources, he felt, they could represent a
force strong enough. to free themselves from both imperialisms, Such a union,
he added, must not allow outworn bourgeois nationalistic institutions to stand
in the way of the tremendous social progress it would make possible.

"In this connection it is a crime, the speaker said, that the leadership for
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ion 1 i i i i i d rot
h a union is being taken by representatives of reactlgn 1;ke.0hurch111 an
g;clegders of the 1a§or movement 1like Bevin, Shachtman cited this as only one of
the many opportunites for social leadership that have been missed by the official
. 1abor leadership in the Vestern European countries.® (Labor Action, Oct. 10, 19L9

p. 1)

The lines of diwvision of work between Cannon and Shachtman are opvious:
Cannon ties his followers to the Stalin burocracy; Shachtman attaches his to the

British and American bourgeoisie.

9. The.Key'Elements In Developing The Struggle Against The Forces of War.

There is no other social force that can prevent war than the working class
leading the peasantry and the urpan petty-bourgeoisie. This class together w;tp_
the rest of mankind is split up organizationally into numerous groups but politi-
cally it is divided between two camps, -one led by Stalin, the .other by the Westarn
imperialists. Under these circumstances to kecp repeating the old cliche that
Socialism will eliminate ills including war becomes an opiate because the Stalinist
and Social-Democratic burocracies use this very cliche to win the confidence of
the workers. Superficial "criticism" of the policies of Stalin and Social Demo-
cracy, as practised by the Trotsky leaders, is not only useless but, as the his-
tory of the last three decades teaches, is misleading and harmful because it
leaves the criminal character of Stalin and Social-Democracy unexposed.

Historically the Stalin movement is of decisive importance because it
corrals those workers who want to repeat the Bolshevik Revolution on a world
‘scale, not realizing that the Bolshevik Revolution set up a burocratic system
of power. This is the case in France and Italy, where millions of workers parted
from the Social-Democratic betrayers and fell into the trap of Stalinist betrayers.
Stalin has kept his burocrats from leading these masses to the overthrow of capi-
talims in those countries because he feared that the movement might get out of
his hands. Even in the Balkans, premature withdrawal of his Russian Army could
imperil his conirol, as the Tito development proved., Only when Stalin is sure
that the control of the movement will remain in his hands, does he order his fol-
lowers to take over power as in China,

‘To break away the Stalinist workers from their burocratic leaders, and
therefore forestall the danger of atomic suicide of mankind, it is necessary to
explode the lie that the October Revolution introduced workers democracy. There
-was never workers democracy in Bolshevilk Russia. Stalin was made dictator of the
entire South Russia as early as Spring 1918! Burocratic dictators do not arise
out of proletarian-democratic soil., There is an authentic decrce, signed by
Lenin, establishing the Stalin dictatorship. Since the regime at that time (1918)
was under -the guidance of the Lenin-Trotsky tcam, Trotsky's share of responsibility
is obvious, In January 1923 after Stalin had acquired enormous nersonal power,
Lenin wrote his famous letter, the popularly called Testament, in which he reversed
his previous policy on Stalin and urged his removal from nower, Trotsky and‘other
leaders conspired with Stalin to hide the Testament from the workers, and in 1925
Trotsky openly before the entire world, declared that all talk about Lenin's"Tes-
tament" was a lie. These incriminating facts, and a thousand more, are either
concealed and denied by the Trotsky leaders of all persuasions or are circumvented
w1th.“exp1anations." The Trotsky leaders thus cover up the roots and esscnce of
Stgl;gis)pcwer. (See our pamphlet, The Trotsky School of Falsification, Parts 1
an .

The workers .who follow Cannon and Shachtman represcnt the lever in the
task of wrenching the broader advanced stratum from the grip of the Stalin buro~
cracy. These workers, subjectively, have broken not only with capitalism but
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also with the Kremlin and the Socialist burocracy., To win them from the contin-
uous objective support to the Kremlin (Cannon) and to Social-Democracy (Shaghtman),
it is nccessary to unfold before their mind the political panorama gf thg dlstgnt
and the near past of the Trotsky leadership, to exposc the burocratic clique fights
within the American Communist Party between the Lovestonc-Wolfe gang and the Foster
Cannon alliance for control of the organization; to bring to their knowlodge the
horse-deals Cannon and Shachtman, after becoming Trotskyites, mace wiph shady
trade union burocrats, with Browder's stooges, with various "progressive" fakers,
with political adventurcers like luste; to exposc their conscious betrayal of the
massas in the Civil Tar in Spain, to make wmnistakeably clézr the trcacherous po-
litics of the Cannon and Shachtman lcadership twho, like a cancor that gozs down
into the grave with its victim, will srather perish in the ruins of atomic warfare
‘than permit their own ummasking and their consequent political exterminaiion.

10, The Vlorkers League For A Revolutionary Party.

The group which calls itsclf the WLRP originatcd through e subjcetive and
organizational brcak first with Stalin's and later with his Trotskyist sup-
porters. However, objectively the group, originally under its scicentifically
incorrect name (Lenimist Lcaguc), despite all the good intentions of its mome
bers, remained for a long time in the net of Stalin., It wes only throunh the
process of painstaking rescarch and sclf-cnlightenment in cumulative scquence
that the group was able to cxtricate itsclf also objectively from the Stalin
orbit. The steady progress 1twas achieved through open and fran's changes of vicws
from those proven falsc by thc investigation to those substantiated as correct
by material evidence. averything was subjected to criticism. Iero-worship was
cast off, the namc "Leninist" was discarded when it became clear that Lbenin's
policies were burocratic and Russian nationalist not only after Octobir but even
before 1917 (exammles: article defending burocratic centrelism in 1903, "Onc Step
Forward, Two Steps Back", Selected iorks Vol II p,L05; article #On The Hational
Pridc of the Great Russians, Collccted Works Vol XVIII p.99, ctc.) And even
larx and Znsels werce brought under scrutiny, and much that devéloped in the
Social Democratic and Bolshevik movement was traced to iwqrx' tactics., It became
abundantly plain that blind, religious attitude towards leaders is a millstme
around the neck of the proletariat, '

The VLRP accents only those idecas and theories the validity of which has
been tested in the crucible of history. It rejects the slogan of support to the
Stalin-ruled State vhether this supnort is conditionsl, unconditionai or so-called
revolutionary. It rejects entanglement vith or suprmort to any and every tendency
which in one way or another urholds the rule of thc bourgcoisic.

The WIRP rcjects such entrapping scheimes as Yan independent union of the
countris ¢ of Western Lurope" offcred by Shachtman or "United States of the World®
. delusion, for in a situation vhere therc is more than one State, social, cco=
nomic and political strifc and military contests are inevitable, whether the States
are "united" as was very recontly Tito's Yugoslavia and Stalin's USSR, or divided,
as most of them are and only can be, Instead of the rcactionary proposals of
maintaining a multi-State system of society, “he WLRP advancés the wosition of
establishing O¥: 0.LD STATE to renlace the Stalin and bourgcois statés. This
state will establish one system of cconomy, without burocrats and without private
owners of industry, under workers' control democratically administering all
economy and state. This state can materialize only if the prolctariat goes over
to this position and struggles against any multi-State progran vhethor the bour-
geois "United States of the World" or the Stalin-Trotsky so-called "Union of
Socialist Soviet Renublics.! :

. _In reply to the phys?cal Ab omic bomb posscssed by Stalin and the bourgoisic
- the WLRP advances a nolitical atomic bomb of exnosure to tdn the proletariat for
the program of a s:ugle Gorld Uemocratic .orkers State to build the long-overdue
Socialist Societ! :
Gecorge iarlen
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THE TITO TRAP

With the advent of the "Tito rebellion" the Trotsky leaders have ad’pted them-
gelves to this new element in the world situvation. Tito is the leader of a
"party" tremendously larger than the whole "Fourth Internationzl." But, still
more important, Tito is the leader of a state, an army, an economy, a police
force. Taught by Trotskyism, in its "French Turn," its trade union horse trades,
its "Labour to Power," its French "CP-SP-CGT to powsr® maneuvres to regard num-
bers, ratier than proletarian clarity, as the criterion of success, the advanced
anti-Stelin —orker, disgusted by the effects of Staiinism, seeks to clutch at
any stra” as a form of seeming "opposition" to Stalinism.

The Trotskyist leadership seeks to-condition the workers under its influence to
a Tito orientation.” On July 13, 1948 the International Secretariat of the
Fourth International addressed "An Open Letter to the Congress Central Com-
mittee and Membersof the Yugoslav Communist Party." (ily italics,Ed.). Thae very
first word of this letter is significant: "Comrades." However, on July 5,1948,
before the burocrat Tito was opealy attacked by the Cominform burocrats, the
Militant, USA organ of the Fourth International, wrote: hady
sha

"Tito knows no other echool of politics than Stalinism. The hands of this/
adventurer drip with the blood of hundreds of Yugoslav Trotskyists and other
pilitants whom he murdered during the civil war in Yugoslavis. He began his
service as a purger of Stalin's political opponents as far back as 1928....
Everywhere his specialty was purging Trotskyists.'! It was precigely in this
capacity as an unguestioning and willing tool of the GPU that Tito was permit-
ted to rise to the top.®

Yot Just eight days later the top flunkeys of this "ghady adventurer," tais
"murderer of Trotskyists," this "willing tool of the GPU," and the "willing
tool" hiwself (a member of the Congress and a member of tLe Central Committce)
become ~--- M“comrzdes.

But, it may be argued, the situation was changed by the "Tito rebellion" be-
coming known at large. There are several considerations with regard to this.
The first is that the correct statements with regard to the role of Tito did
not "suffer a sea change into something rich and sirange" by Trotskyist slogghé-
of-hand. But still more irrefutable proof exists that at least the American
Trotskyist leadership knew what they were doing. In the Militant of July 19,
1948, three weeks after the emergence into public of the "Tito rebellion,”

one week after the open letter to the "comrades," the following appears:

I7ito and Stalin went the workers to chooge between them----Regardlcss
of what Tito and Stalin want, the workers will surely reject this trap of
choosing between the type of gold braid worn in Belgrade as against the type
Stalin prefers in the Kremlin." (ily italics, Ed;). ~
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let us recapitulate at this point. Before the Cominform openly attacked Tito
s$he T rotsky leaders recognized publicly that he was a GPU murderer who"knows
no other school of politics than Stalinism." ' After the Cominform dlast, this
same leadership characterized the fight between Stalin and Tito as a scrap
between rival burocrats and warned the workers of the Tito trap. In the inter-
im they salute Tito and his stooges as "comrades."

But, again it may be argued, that we are making too much of the superscription
of the letter, that it is the content that is decisive. Apart from the fact
that it is somewhat "strange" to address "shady adventurers,®" "burocrats,"
“willing GPU tools" and Ymurderers of Trotskyists"™ as”comrades," we will not
further dwell on this point, but will examine this letter in more detail. 1In
this connection we wish to state that the whole letter is published in the
August 1248 number of the Fourth International, we urge all rcaders of this
article to read it in full. After stating the shock which was caused by the
public avout-face of the Stalinists the letter continues:

“The servility with which most of the leadership of the Communist parties
have carried out the orders handed down from above is suf>asscd only by their
evident dishonesty. Your party is accused of 'lack of democracy.'®

It is significant that the authors of this letter use quotes around "lack of
democracy.” The intention is obvious, to imply the absurdity and "dislionesty!
of such a charge, without saying s0 in so many words and thereby exposing the
authors to confrontation with ¢heir own previous words. Nowhere in this docu-
ment is the real lack of democracy in Tito's party brought out. Already fhe
Trotsky leadersiip begins to pull ite followers into what it characterized
later as the "trap." A little further down, after telling the Tito burocrats
in a"comradely" though somewhat patronizing tone.of the burocratic nature of
the Cominform and the Russian Communist Party (remember this is addressed to
the top flunkeys of the man who "began his service as a purger of Stalin's
political epponents as far back as 1928" according to The Militant of eight
days before) the Trotsky leaders note:

"The evil you have suddenly discovered, however, has existed for a
long time."

Now, just what was this "euddenly discovered evil"y We can do no better taan
refer to the already quoted ilitant of the very next weck. The "evil" was the
desire of the Russian burocrats to subordinate the Yugoslav burocrats!

Continuing, as if they were talking to misguided but subjectively revolutionary
workers instead of to hardened burocrats "knowing no other school than Stalin-
ism," the letter launches into a long explanation of the "degeneration" of the
Russian burocrats. We have exposed elsewhere this cxplanation which is nothing
else than a Trotsky concoction covering up his own role in the Stalinist de-
velopment. After several paragraphs of this naturec we come to the decisive,
the political scction of tie letter, under the subheading: "That Road Will You
Follow'. Thig section should be examined vory carefully for it is here that
the "Tito trap" is rcally sprung:
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“Comrades (sic-Ed,),your Congress which is abont to meet, the delegates
which will compose it, and the thousands of communist mewbers whom they will
represent, find themselves on this day following the Cominform regolution
against your party, confroating decisions of truly historical import. Three
roads are open to you and you must choose one of them." (Italics mine, Id.).

Let us dwell on tais g moment. The delegates to the Tito Congress, the bduro-
crats greeting Tito with the same Byzantine aduvlation that their Russian coéun-
terparts give to Stalin agre told that three roads are open to them. Whazt are
these roads?
"Me first road---to maintain a complete monolithic unity
with the policies and ideology of the Russian Communist Party.!

"A second road will certainly be suggested (si e Zd.), consisting essen~
tially of retiring into Yugoslavia, repelling the att.acks aad the eventual
violence and provocations of the Cominform and its agemts, and attempting to
build 'sociglism! in your own country, while conclvding trade relations with
the powers of Eastern Europe as well as with those of t..2 imperialist West. We
will not conceal from you,Comrades, that we consider this second road Just as
pernicious as the first."

This was and is the only road that national burocrats in a country where the
bourgeoisie has been expropriated and political power usurped from the prole-
letariat, could follow. We have already shown above that the Trotsky leader-
ship knew this. But there is oven more definite progf. The Trotsky leaders
were familiar with the reply of the Centrsl Committ8s the Yugoslav Communist
Party to the Cominform blast (June 22, 1948). They wrere familiar with the
fact that the whole leit-motiv of Tito's reply was his demand for a partner-
ship in the Stalinist bloc and not mercly a puppet's rols. They were famil-
iar 7ith the words of Tito's Central Committee vhich were as follows:

"The Central Committee of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia considsrcd
and still considers tliat Yugoslav relationships towards the Soviet Union must
be exclusively founded on a basis of confidence and sincerity----

"The Central- Committee of the Communist Party asscrts that not one
of its leaders considers that Yugoslavia in its struggle for construction of
socialism and safeguarding of indcpendence does not need help of countries of
peoples democracy and the Soviet Union and only men who have lost all touch of
reality could assert anvtling like it." (Italics mino-Did.).

So,knowing the nature of the burocrats to whom thiey were talking, knoving not
only that it was impossible for them to follow any but thc second road but
also that they had already indiecgted in terms that even an avowed capitalist
organ could understand that they had chosen the sccond road (New York Times
editorial of June 30, 1948 on page 24), their only alternative to submission
to Stalin, the Trotsky authors of the letter presented the fictitious alter-
native of a third ruad:

“The third road---socialist revolution---class
struggle~--Soviet democracy-~-workers and pceasants militia
--~complete soverecignity of the factory committecs——-
genuine workers! control of production."



Now the "Tito trap" is spruns. (Throughout Ve have pot Tito trap in ouotes

to constantlv recsll the reader's attention to the fact that it is quoted
from the *1litant ,rtic1e. of June 19 ,1948). By stating that svch a "third
road"ls possible for the Tugoslav burocrats, despite the fact that the Trotskv
leaders are bound to know that such a possibilltv is excluded by historical
materialism ("being determines consciousness '), the Trotsky leaders directly
pull the vnwary workers into the “trap" for whlch they had conditioned them
by their previous betra¥als. This is on a par with the soreading of the il-
lusion that the Labour Farty of Britain can bring .abouvt Socialism that the
colonial bourgeoisle wages some sort of anti-imperiaslist struggle, etc. In a
word, it is like telling the armament manufacturers that they ought to stop
turning ouvt bombs and cannon or exhorting the proprietors of bawdy houses on
the advantages of chastity.

“hy? It is notignorance, as we hove already shom from their om statements.
What, then, was the purpose of the "Opsn Letter to the Comrades of the Congrees
and the Central Committee"? The authors of the letter themselves let the cat
out of the bag:

ik

“illions of <workers throughout the world are today profoundly disgusted
with the policies and methods used by the present leaders of the Cominform. Un-
7illing to pass over into the imverialist camp in any gvife =hatever, they
vainly seek a nev pole of attraction, 2 nev political leadershiv. Only the
vanguard of this ma SA@x this time found ths road tomard our organization, the

Fourth International. You can begome the monil;zatign point for thig mass of

revolutiongry workers and thp

ent condition of para sgig ~ithin &he "orli vgrkigg glgs movement te strangle-

hold of the agents of Pashington and of the degenerated Russian bursauvcracy

And What mill "we" do?

“Today it (the "Fourth International® Ed,) has sections in 35 different
countries on all continents"--chant the salesmen of Trotekyism to mgke the
deal attractive, "----Today.it is launching in all countries a vast campaign
protesting a%alnst the bureaucratic measures vhich the Cominform has taken
against you." £&nd then the promise "e.--Tomorom it ~ill make your documents
knom in 20 different languages."

Lot us translate the above into ordinary political language: Dear Comrade
Tito. Ve knov that you are a nationalist buroerat with 2 family quarrel —ith
Btalin, We know that you have murdered our party comrades and that you are as
afraild of proletarian revolution as 1s Stalln. Ve knO" that your only choice
is eit:er submission to Sta11n or the "second road." 4&e & matter of fact we
kno that the "second road" is your only practical choice because the Comin
form is out for your blood. 4nd you understand that quite well. Ve know
that you represent a trap for the revolutionary-minded srorkers. But we are
in a fix. ¢ neod a mobilization point and you are it. You need an inter-
national machine. %e have thirty five parties and we are already lining the
boys up for you and, tomorom, —ill print your stuff in twenty languages. But,
what is most important, continue the hucksters, here is the glant Jackpot. To
ghow you what good fellows we are, in advance, and without your paying a
cent, 7o have already instilled in the heads of our followers the illusion
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that you could take a third road, a r-r-revolutionarv road.

Tito, of course, can not consider any overtures from the Trotskrites. Ee had
already gained from the Upen Letter all that e could possibly gain politiecally
and could only lose by an Open Letter of his omn. In addition he was astute

enouﬁh to know that organizationally he had nothing to look forward to in

the "Fourth International." Instead he counted on the centripetal tendencies
of the nationalist burocrats in the Russian sattelite countries and the tendency
of workers rcvolting against Bussianism to gravitate in his direction.
symptomatic indication of t-e latter was sho™n early this year when a split-off
from the SED (German Stalinist Party), the "Free Communist FParty of Germany"
initiated its life by sending greetings to Tito. In addition Tito, compelled
to scek imperialist aid due to a co~bination of hLis non-revolutionary base and
the Stalinist blockade, refrained from forming an open Tito centre in order not
to onenly give a handle to those elements in the imperialist countries who op-
pose economic aid to Yugoslavia.

But the silence of Tito did not deter t:e Trotsky burocrats from continued
support. 4s late as September 12, 1949, the Militent Treported a specch of
Michael Bartell, Socialist Workers Party candidate for Mayor of New York, in
which he said:

"The banner of revolt has beon raised in Belgrade by Tito, a man who
supported Stalin against Trotsky---Tito is no Trotskyist, but we are not ncu-
tral in this fight, for regsrdless of Tito's personal motives, the pomer behind
his revolt serings from the desire of the Jugoslav masses for genuine social-
ist freedom." (Specch of August 24, 1949).

-The line of the Schachtman Trotskyites, the Independent Socialist League,is a
more svbtle line of support to the bloody butcher of Belgrade. They commenced

in September 1948, in thoir magazinc The Mew International with an exposure
of the contradictions and fakery of the offiecial Fourt: International, the

organ of the Cannon Trotskyites. But the oricntation of Schacht~an on Anglo-
American i—perialism as the lesser evil to Russia forced him as in the case of
Gormany, Tricste, and Poland, to some support of Yugoslavia inasmuch as Tito
was boeing forced objJectively into a position of unwilling rcliance on imperial-
i1gm. Eaving exposed the Stalin-orientcd Fourth Internatignal for its incon-
sistencies and dommright dishonestv, Schachtman was precluded from following
the same line. But in labor Action of September 12, 1949, the ISL leadership
squared the circle by an intercsting tour de force in an article entitled
"Mree Lines on Tito; Footnotes on Politics":

"To support Tito as against foscow's drive to crush Yugoslav national
independence is one thing. To vhitewash him is another. Independent Social-
ists were quite willing to give military support even to a hangman liko Chiang
Kai.-shek as against Japan's pre-Torld-Tar II assaults on China's national in-
dopendence. But we are not preparcd to gild totalitarian dictators merely bYe-
cause of a new line up in the imperialiet cold war."

It 1s difficult to say which is more repulsive to an honest proletarian revolu-
tionary, the attempt of the official Trotskyists to paint Tito as a potential
revolutiénist as a Jjustification for support, or the cynical implication of
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the ISL leadership that they will support Tito's national burocratic oppression
and exploitation of the Yugoslav toilers without benefit of gilt.

What should be the position of a real revolutionist with regard to the Tito
trap? Ve submif that the only political tendency presenting a correct re-
volutionary line on this question has boen our own. ¥From the very beginning
we pointed out that the "Tito rebellion" was the rebellion of a burocrat
pushed into a corner and fighting for his burocratic life, for the "right"

of the Tito burocratic usurpers to cxploit and oppress the Yugoslav- pocces
without sharing with the Russian burocracr. We pointed out that any supvort
to Tito mas support to counter-revolution and this has been confirmed by

history.
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SRITISE TROTSKYITES ENTER THE LABOUR PARTY!

The Revolutionary Communist Party (British Section of the 4th Inter-
national) no longer exists. At their Whitsun Conference it was decided by a
majority vote of 18 to 8 to dissolve the British Trotsky organisation and in-
struct thg.members to enter the Labour Party individnally. Both factions, the
pro-entry/anti-vatry faction are dissclved, with no voice yet raised by the
minority against this dissolution. As advanced workers are aware, this Trotsky-
ite tactic of dissolving, and entering the Soci-1l Democracy is no new phenomen-
on. The Dbest knomm example of this is "The French Turn" when Leon Trotsky led
his followers back into the ranks of the Second International in the period
1934-6.Irotsky's own prejudgement of such a course can be seen from the folloming:

"Is it possible to reform or renew the Second International, prevaded
by crimes and treacheries? The War and all post-war events answer:'lo!'...Social
Democracy is devoted body and soul to t:e bourgeois. regime." (The filitant,
larch 31, 1934.) )

In spite of this knowledge Trotsky had no hesitation twelve months later
in liguidating what he claimed to be the independent working class force into
a tail of the Social Democracy.

Trotskyism being a branch of Stzlinism marks its course within the —ork-
ing class movement with a pattern of vltra-right and ultra-left zig-zags,
similar to those of Stalinis—.

In the case of the present entry of the British Trotskyites there is not
the same direct relationship as set forth above. Over a long period Haston and
he other leaders of the British Trotskyites have advanced the policy of “Labour
to power." Sinee the election of 1945 they have given support to the Ladour
Government at every stage of its programme., Practically every issue of the
Socialist Appeal proves this contention but we gkve below some characteristic
exgmples:

"Every Labour worker knows 7vhat would have been the disastrour con-
secuences had the Tories come to nower...They (the Labour Government - &.P.,
T.F.Z.) have carried out the progrsmme of natigga%%fgtioh of coal, railways,
gas, electricity and the nationalisstion of steel/progected for the coming
sessions of Parliament. All these have been opposed by the Tories." (Social-
ist Appeal, #arch  1948).

To measure the 'progress" of "these progressive steps’ #e can read the
Liberal News Chronicle for June 23rd, 1949,~here it is reported that the
National Coal Board in 1948, sccond year of nationalisastion made a profit of
Ll?O0,000. Actual operating profit made by the col ieries last year was

16.2 million but the board had to pay out % 125 million in interim income
payments to former owners and a further ¥ 3,135,835 in interest payments. A
very ‘progressive step" -- for the coal owners.Yet, the Trotsky leaders told
the workers:”On January lst the Rail—ay industry became nationalised. This
event is welcomed by the railway ~rorkers and the entire trade union movement
.+..The Nationalisation of transport undoubtedly constitutes a progressive

step.” (Socialist Appeal, Januvary 1948).




-16-

The constant repetition in the pages of the Socialist Appeal of their
line of support to the Labour Government by the Trotsky leaders had the effect
of confusing many of the Trotsky workers into belief of the myth that the labor
Government Was beginning a social revolution. Haston's Political Bureau
majority developed this in the form that the workers were tightly anchored to
the Labour Party and that therefore the R.C.P. should be dissolved and its
merbers individually enter the L.P.

This met mith considerable opposition among the more advanced Trotsky
workers. Zven the vote at the conference shows that a considergole vortion of
the membarship was opposed to entry desnite the fact thet the majority had
control of their press and organisation, and also despite the fact that little
time or opportunity <ras given for pre-conference discussion of the d.cision
to enter.

The. reaction to the Conference decision is strikingly shown in Glasgow
where severzl Trotskyite —orkers have not only declared their opposition to
entry but have also stated that t:ey intended to re-examine the whole guestion
as a tendency. That it is not only a question of entry but still more a
question of the basically opportunist line of the British Trotskyite leader-
ship is sho™m by the latters ecually vigorous support of the Stalinist rape of
Czechoslovakia.

The oritish members of the W.L.R.P. are tontacting rank and file Trotsky-
ists and are trying to help them clarify their position. In tils struggle of
a section of the Trotsky workers to break with their leadership and seek the
road to the building of a genuine world revolutionary party wve are convinced
that thev will find their main weapon in the line of the "+L.R.P. lAdvanced
Trotsky workers in Bri‘tain have arrived at similar political conclusions to
ours. This shows the R.C.P, members and members of the W.L.R.P. Those
comrades in Britain desiring either material for this discussion or furtier
contact 7ith a representative of the TLRP should address themselves to C.7.
Stanton, 10 Raeberry Street, Glasgow, Scotland.

Arthur Priest
Thomas Harden

(England)
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SRYTISZ TROTSEYITES GRuiT STALINIST I SLAVE 20T OF
CZECEOSILOVAKIA

Under front page headlines of "CapitalistgRouted in Czaclhoslov:zkia"
the .arch 1948 Socialist Appeal (official organ of tie Revolutionary Com-
munist Party; British Trotskyites) greeted the Stzalinist coup in {zecheslo-

vskia. The irticle which was written by Jock Zaston, General Secretary of
the R.C.P., stated:

"As e 50 to press, the crisis in Czechoslovzizia is coming to a close.
senes aas cavitulated 224 accepied tine full demends of Gottvald, the laader
of the Commnist Party. This completes the nationalisation of tle means of
production of tie country, witih the exception of Hettv enterprise, and con-
stitutss an important victory for the working class." (y emphasis, a. Z.).

Tae article goes on to describe tihe "shottered hoves of the imperislists”
resulting from tie Czechoslovzic events. Zaston draws attentiorn to the Stalia-
ist tactics which preceeded the coup; the appointment by the Stalinist “Haister
of the Interior of Stalinists to key ncsitions in the police force and all tae
otasr familiar infiltration met.ods evploved dy ithe Russian dburezucracy. Tae
article continues:

#3ut, according to all reports; other taan from Stzlinist sources, it
seemed thzat at tae forthconing elections scheduled to take place in April
(1948,A.P.), tze Staliniste would not have gained support sad, in fact, =igh
nave losi. Faced wita tis possivility, wiaich would .iave undoubtedly strenzti-
ened tie hands of cavitalist reaction, the Stalinists discoverad a 'plot'and
went on tae offensive.’ (Ibid., My emphasis, A.T.)

Tae object of tie British Trotskyite leaders to ropresent the rade oftae
Czechoslovak workers Dy tie Stalinist forces as a victory for the working clsss
over tie capitalist rezction is obvious from the above quotations. Haston greets
the victory of the Stalinists over capitsliict reaction dub Zas nothing to say of

ne victory of the counter revolutionzry Stzalinist bDureszucracy waich how ties thae
Czech worzers uander its vicious bonds. Ze coantinues:

7ien 1t sez~ed taat Preside.t Zenes —was hasitating about signing the
demands of Gottwald, and when this hesitation gave courage to the middle clazss
and gave rise to- tiie possibility of sirest fighting, t-e Stalinists orgasnized
strike action, called the vorkers onto the streets, a:d armed the woriers militia.
A hundred thousand woriers marched tarough the sirests of Frague, brusliing aside

.

the much smaller demonstration of students.! (Ibid., v e~phasis, A.Fs).

he scarcely veiled admiration of the Trotsky leaders towards Stalin's
successful Czechoslovak rigneuvres is ooviouvs. The fact tazt the Czech workers
have Deen handed over to the most vicious, counter revolutionary ruling clique
in all aistory is welcomed in tais article by Jock Easton as "an important vie-
tory for tie working class.” Hastonls line is an attempt to tie tze subjectively
honest Trotsky workers into support of tre Sizlinist bureaucracy's rape of tze
Czechoslov-k workers. To add color, Easton paints a picture of "revolutionary"
events brovght about by the counter revolutionary Stalinists.
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“Although the movement as engineered from above, and vhile the Stalin-
ists had complete control from beginning to end, it is apwarent that the masses
were dra™n into the movement and enthusiastically followed tiae lead given. Any
resistance on the part of tie supporters of caritalism, would not only have
been crusned by the army and tae police but would have met the full weight of
the organised mass of tue working class." (Ibid.).

By high-lighting the support gained by the Stalinists from the workers
Haston secks to reoresent the Czechoslovak St:linist buresvcrats as the lezders
of a popular mass movement. INomaere does nhe draw attention to the Stalinist
tactic of using the class conciousness of the workers for the counter revolu-
tion zry aims of the bureaucracy. 3y represeating Gottwald =s the leader of
a nopulsr uprising of the Czech workers, Haston seeks to tie the subjectively
anti-Stalin workers back to support of Stalin. It is significant that IZaston
adornes his article, —hich is in essence but a eulogy of tae Stzlinist Czecho-
slovak coup, with a vhotograpih of the Stalinist murderer Gottwald. Easton
continues: -

"To complete the movement, Committ2es of Action were brought into being
in the factories zud were called on to prevent any sebotzge by the canitalist
manzgenent and to assist tlhie carrying out of te process of nation:liz~tion.*(Ibid.;

Haston sneaks of Stzlinist controlled “Councils of Action" as owerating
in the interests of the workers. by deliber-tely failing to point out the
anti-vorking class role of Stalinist-dominated "Councils of Action," Easton
seeks to ~hiterash their role in the enslavement of the Czechoslovzk workers
under Stalin's yoke.

"As an aftermath of the movement in the cities, it is reported thst
'1C0,000 Communist peasants are to meet to demand land reform.?' Thus, the
movenent in the cities to complete the abolition of private enterprise was
followed by a movement among the poor peasantry to covplete t¢ revolution
on the land." (ibdid.).

An honest advanced worker might expect some ouvtline of the role of
Stalin's bearocracy in the subjection of the peasantry but no -- and in case
the British Trotskyite workere should tiaink that Easton's support of Stalin's
tactics only apwnlies to Czechoslovgkia ~- he hastens to assure trem:

"Faced with a si—ilar situation in Britsin, class conscious workers
would obviously tarow themselves —hole-he=rtedly behind the nationalising of
the new sections of industry. They would participate in the Comrittees of
Action to purge the industries of managers and directors hostile to purge the
indvstries of mansgers and directors hostile to socialisation® (Ibid.)

Fote the subtle introduction of the word ''socialisation" as distinct
from ngtionglisstion."

In case t:is poisonous line should tsste unpalatable to the zdvanced
workers .0 &re hostile to Stalinisy, HBaston rusihes to sugsr the bitter pilil.

“"At the same time, they (the class coascious workers referred to inth e
above quote,A.P:) would fight against any attempt to limit the democracy of
the workers from above; fight every attempt to eliminate working class op-
position to Stalinist policies znd intimidation." (Ibid.)
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WAfter greeting the advance of Stzlinist slavery over t:e Cgech and
Slovzk workers, Haston goes on to st-te that the Britisk workers should support
such a Stalinist meneuver should it take place in Britzin. ZHaston knows that the
victory of svcn Stalinisgt tactics whether in Czecioslovzkia or in Britein means
the stifling of the clasc conscious workers, inea.s t-e literzl murder of the ad-
vanced guard, Tmeaas the introduction of {ihie most vic.ous form of tyrannv knowm to
history. Waile declaring his solidsritw witlh the introduction of Stalinist con-
trol Zaston Zaston hypoeritiezlly calls for a fight against the destructioa of
democracy vuder the very svstem he calls on the workers to sunport.

I3IVARE OF TEE G.P.U.Y
"To prevent a similar d°veloom nt in Czechoslovakia to that which las

taken place i Russia, whers the 3.7.U. is t-e supreme rulsr, with the monstrous
frare~up frials of old Communists as part of the nrocsss of destroying 211 op-
vosition, the Czecn worlers mast ezercise tremendouvs vigllance to guard an P
theilr traditions and practices of workers' democrszew. The abol:ition of th § §‘
ting up of worzers! courts and a putlic security force under direct wggfe“s'
control, will,be an essential tas¥. ghe officers' corps and the existing police
force will have to be dastroyeds Winless tie woriers texasciousiy Ilégt azainst 211

encroncients from goove it is i1neviiable t--t the fuiure activities of the Stalin-
ists will cruss politicel life in Czechoslov-kia im the s=7e totzlitar.an vice as
in Russir. In the fizal snalvsis, this —ill devend upon the regigtance of the
Czech orkers thémselves an d. the assistance shey get Fem workers from the
rest of tze Torld. Tne revolutionary Co-munist Parir urszes the British vwrorkers to
weep no tears over the rout of the romants of Czech czpit-listm. Oa the coatrary,
hey must push forward the expropriation of tie cezpitalists at hove. 3Butbt whilst
rejoicing at the victory over the eapivalists, they must Zave no illusions as to
their future undar Stz inis~. Tasy must vigilantlw intervene at evarv ~threat-
against the Czech Social Denocrats, Trotskyists and other sections of the working
class movement." (Ibid., Zmphasis in original, A.P.)

After ks éi'g over te Czech worlizers to-StalingZaston states toat they mvust
"exercise tre-endous vi "1lonc3” to guard their "devoecrazer.% To call for tae abol-
ition of t.e G.P.U.; the formation of workers courts undcr workers! coatrol is
blatant hypocricv. EHaston knovs that once the Czoch workers are in Stalinls grip
nothing short of a political overtirow of Stalinfs rule and its replscemeat by a
revolutionary democratic proletariazn rule can vring avout tieir liberty. Zastom
knew what would hapoen to the Czech workers wien St-lin wovsd to tigzten his grip
in Czecroslovakia. The problem was to mgize this Ditter pill palztabdle to the
revolutionary workers whom Haston is addressing. Clearly playing on their anti-
capitalist sentinents, Haston focuses attention on the fzet that the Czech. cap-
italist forces have been routed. Iizturally, this f:mct is bound to strike a re-
sponsive chord among the Trotsky workers.

e

Tiile Staliats murdering hirelings hound the workers of Cgzechoslovakig,build
taeir slave camps and aestroy every vestige of persowmal and politiczl frcedam —-
Haston says that the "Revolutionary Communist Party"® "urges the British workers
to shed no tears over the rout of the remnanis of Jzech capitalism.® 3But whilst
rejoicing at the victory over the capitalists" they must Y"vigilantly intervene"
at every tihreat against the Czech Social Democrats,etc.

Haston's glib promisss are intended to ccunteract any misgiviangs theTrotsky-
ite workers might have about the terrible consequences th:2t will inevitsbly ensuve
from Stalin's rule. 3y spesking of solidsrity and “working clase intervention'



to protect Czech. liberty, Haston spreads the myth t-at the Czech. workers czsn
be saved by such empty abstractions without being preceded by an overthrow of
Stalinism a 4 capitalis™. 1In this way Haston seeks to cover up his open support
of Stalinism and by tzlking of protecting Czech workers liberty by "interven-
tion ¥ (this so-called intervention ag=inst Stslinism is celiberntely left with-
out context),Haston pushes the poison that Stalinism can be stopped without the
revolutionary action against all phases of Stalinist rule. Haston's rezl line
of open support to Stzlin's rule stands exposed.

Ted Grant, leading British Trotskyite, in thie April 1948 issue of the
Socialist Appe=zl, returned to the t:eme of support to the Stalinists in Czecho-
slovakia.

"For weeks the capitalist class of tle world has been wihimpering
about the meazsures tsken against the capitalists in Czechoslovakiz. The methods
used by the Stzlinists have been compared to the technicue of EHitler, Taeir
propaganda is s-turated through and through with capitalist hypocrisy.":

Grant, like Haston, drew attention to the ~ass support gained by the
Stalinists. 3asing his line on the nationalisation® of Czech industry Grant
says:

"The workers could not but supvort the measuvres." "The peasants were
solidly belhind the raforns." "These are the progressive features supported by
the Trotskyists." "They are tihe necessary economic foundation for a workers
state." (Ibid.)

Grant admi¥s that:

"Having used the pressure of the workers aghinst the capitalict class,
the Stalinists will dispense with all the elements of workers conirol."(Ivid.)

When Jock Haston in the iarch 1948 Socialist Appezl greeted the Stalin-
ist coup in Czechoslovakia as "an important victory for the working class" he
made rmuch of the so-called Councils of Action which were to assist in the proe
cess of nationalisation. Triting one monta later Ted Grant changes the tune:

"The Czech authorities (i.e. the Stalinists,A.P.) have made a funda-
mental distinction between the Action Comittees set up by the workers and
peasants and those appointed by the political parties from above. Although
they are called by the same name there is a vast difference between tie two.
The Action Comiittees of the National Front appoints all the officials of the
different parties, —hich is a caricature of democracy. They have made it
clear that the Action Comittees will not play the role which the Soviets or
Vorkers Cormittees played in the Russian Revolution in 1917.%(Ibid.).

Grant, Haston and all the other Trotsky leaders know full well, as
they kmew BEFORPZ the Czech events, that under Stalinism the role of workers
and peasants Actior Committees wovuld be f-rcical. This fact did not, and
does not prevent the Trotsky leaders greeting the Stalinist grip on the
Czechoslovak workers 2s "an important victory for the working class.®
After drawing attention to some of the abominatioms of the Russian state -
apparatus and comparing tiiem with the more democratic ideszls of tue ad-
vanced workers,Grant says:
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"Czechoslovakia under Stalinist lsadership —will develop in the same
direction. There will not be a process of the withering avay of the st=ate,
but a strengthening of the state appzratus and the +.7.U. All the rights which
the workers still possess will be strangled and an uncoantrolled bureaucracy
7ill ride roughshod over the musses as in Russiag.’ (Ibid.)

So much for the "important victory for the working clzss.? Grant
hurries to end on a note of optimism: "In the long run, the Czech workers —ill
not tolerate a tyrainous offici:ldom. Ixperience will teach them that Stzlin-
ism is not Coomunism. They will recognize tle need to overtarow the burcau-
crocy with its police spparatus and estazblish their owm direct control of in-
dustry and the state in a workers' democrncy as ovtlined by Karl farxz."(Ibid.)

arznt and haston and t e othier Trotsky leaders serve their —master
Stalin =z1ll. 3y defending and avnplauding the rape of the Czech workers zs "an
importang victory for the working class' =..d covering up the burezucratic
stranglehold of the Hltalinst:te By talk of "In the long run" some-tine-never
the Stalinists will be overtirovm by the Czech workers, the Irotsky lezders
seek to lead the advanced workers brezking with Stalinism back to support of
the rotten Russia:n Fationalistic durcaucracy.

The iay 1948 Socizlist Appeal contzined a news item on the Stalinist
"elections" in Czechoslov ki=., After vointing out the crooked charscter of
these "elections® the S.4. Bt-ted: "Thus the election becovwes z farce, a total-
itarian plebiscite." Surely by zny libertari:n st ndards a crooked election is
a violation of democrzcy? A violation of liverty? Haston promiscd in the
iarch 1942 Socialist Appeal "vigilant intervention" from the Sritish workers
at say attempt to violate the demacracy of tie Czech workers. "e c=n sc-rch the
uay 1948 S.A. in vain for any cz2ll to the Zritish workers from the R.C.P. to
intervene in tae violation of democracy rcprosented by false elections in Cze-
coslovagkia. ifo further comment on Czechoslovzk affairs appears in the pages
of the Socialist Appeal until the mid-October 1948 issve when 3ill Hunter
wrote on the introduction of the St-linist legal svstem into Czechoslovakisz:

WCZACE LAW C7IHi TO TiILL TEE TRUTZ. A now law for the 'defence of
the People's Republic' has been unanimously approved by the Czech Parliament.
It makes any form of opposition to the government z crime and provides for the
establishment of Labour Camps, that is, Concentration Camps. For asgitating
sgalnst tie Republic or its 'People's democratic system,! or allowing such
agitation, sentences can be given from three zonths to threce years.® (Ibid.
emphasis in original, A.P.)

In the above quoted article »ill Hunter leaves in cold storage the
formey greeting of Haston to the Stalinist coup in Czechoslovakia. Criticising
the Stzlinist Daily Jorker's lack of cowment on this issue, Eunter gives
absolutely no comment himself but is content —ith a factual account of the
destruction of democracy caused by the iatroduction of the Stalinist legal
system into Czechoslovakiaz. There is Zaston's promised "intervention® szt the
violation of Czech democracy represented by the introductionr of tae totalita-
rian Stalinist legal system? This, like all the "revolutionary words of the
Trotsky leaders is but a cover up for their real policy of support to Stalinism,
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Continuving thae sorry story, the iarch 1849 S.i. draz—s attention
to the f=1lling living stondards in Czechoslovzkis, and savs:

"The an-.iversary of Czech coup shows a stealy tendency to develov
on lines made familisr by the regime in loscow. %hile the repressive
machinery has become tighter and tighter, the rights of tle moriers have
been curtailed. Doncentration cavps and forced labor loom in the brnck-
ground for the refractory.?

Tais is the stzte abouvt vhich Haston urged the 3British vorkers o
"weep no tears over the rout of tihe remnants of Czech capitalis— " "Faced
with a similar situation in =sritain® ZHaston wouvld vrge thée Sritish workers

to support Staiinist introduction of the slave ca=mp and forced lzbor.

An honest revolutionary tells the workers taat the only solution
to Czeczoslovaskia is iinked uvn a2d is part of the strugzle to prevent the
oncoming War. An hoanest revolutionary says "eitiasr Stalin nor th I
perialists dut 7orld Revolution is the only aznswer to the protlems confront-

ing the worid working class.”

The handing over of Czeciaoslovekia to Stalin at the glose of world
war 2 was part of the I—perialiets scheme to represent St-olin as 2 new
gitler" over-runiing Harope. znd s0 prepare the ground for the coning
war agaiast Russia. Every political tendency in the world today supporis
one or t.s8 other of the tvo main contending cavps -- either Stalinis™ or
Imperiglis=. The 3ritish Trotsizyite lezders -have a foot in Both camps.
Their supvors of "ilsoour to Fower' in the 12435 General Zlection and thsir
subsequent support of the Labour Farty nationzlisation fraud -~ drand then
as supporters of the Sritish Lamoour Goverament —hlch 1s g capitalist govern-
ment —ith all the imperialist trim-ings. The 'Socialist Appezl! reguvlarly
shors the strong links —~hicl: zlso tie tie Trotsky leaders to tie Stalinis?
syste-. The "rsvolutionary" phraseclogy of tlie 3Sritish Troteiky leaders
seeks only to tie tihe sdvanced —oriers Sack into suuport of St=liniss and
Imperialism and the Taird “orld "ar.

The only tendency in the world today 7}1CH st=nds solid sgainst
Stalinism, and agaionst Imperialisn, ﬂgainnt Tar, agzinst opportvaism and
ciavvinis in gll its for~s -~ is t°e " oriers Lcaake for a2 Revolutionsry
Partr. Advazced workers of gll lands join wita vs forwlng the "orld Farty

of *orzsrs Revolution.

Artiour Priest
sngland
Hay 1949
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UOTES FRQOW BSRITAIN ON T:ZE DOuKS? STRILE
AUD TEE FOR'[ZR RCP ( 0TS YIIES)

On yonday, July 11, 1949, at the regquest of the Labour Government a
8tate of emergency was proclaimed oy the King of Zngland in connection —ith
the strike of tlhe London doecxers. The seriousness of this can oe understood
when it is revembered that tie last time a similar move was resorted to in
"negeetine was in 1923, tae year of the British General Strike. Under the
declsration of .emergency extraordinary powers are vested in tihe government.
It may sieze and 20ld persons and documents witlovt warrent and witiout tiwe

- 1limit., "It —ay proceed to act as it pleasés to break the strike without having
to pay any attention to the la7s usvally hampering it. Tiese "ewergenc:
powers" rere set up Dy the ‘Tory goverament during the receat war cituation
of 193243 and are now'used vy tae Labor government. Zven before tais t e
Labouvr sovernment aad sent troops oa to tle docks to unload the struck slips.

In the streets of London oa tie dsy of the proclamation of emergeicy
. many observers noted and pointed out the alwost vaysical impression of tan-
sion. Tie lines were tightly drawn. On the one haand the strikers mere sup-
ported oy the Smitiafield meat porters ~hc resolved not to handle any oroducts
waich had been unloaded by blacklbg latvor or by the forces. Thae Frezch and
Italian docikers declared treir support and willingness to engage in sy a-
taetic action. On the other hand, all the forces of the ruling class from
tae legal watchdog of thie Sritish capitdists, Sir Hartley Shavcross, 7510 3m-
pazsized the fact that e vas not spesking as a memoer of tie Labour Farty
but as the spokesnzn of tae sritish State, to the Arcabishop of Chnte“pvvy
Jjoinsd in tae der-and that the strikers go back to work.
That is behind tlis sudden crisis in the affairs of Srita in,for it is
a crisis? Taking advantsge of 7what little is left for them in the situation
the Lebour Party odresucrats Liave, ons znd =11, Joined in tie cry that the
strike coincides witih the Stalinist endeavor to breazk the Marshall Flagn and
there is = coasiderable probsbility tiat the allegation in Farlizment tiat
a Staliinist azent come over from Conada to help the strike spread is corrcet.
Ievertheless ti:e fact revwains that the OP has very little strength zmonz the
dockers, and all indicetions are to the effsct thst the strike wag morc of 2
spontaiicous character.

Yhat is most signifident tiat the strike could have been avertsd
settlcd by the Labour Goverawent on the basis of not insisting on the docikars
vnlozding the two struck ships. - 3ut Atlee and Co. preferred not to do this;
thicy preferred to openly line up with toe dockomacers, 0 use tac dockormers!
om szrgumcnts adbout sacredncss of contracts, and o gel'tke King to proclaim
an evergsacy. Taus, as the strikers pointed out, tos sprlke was_trangfo?ﬂed
into a lockout. The Labour Government and trade union aureaacratst 7;0 aowl
about the shortage of food, ia Farliament, in the trade unipns, and in every
issve of tlec infamovs Daily Zerald, are temselves responsicla. It is inter-
esting to note in the parllemg“tary'debatcs tiat tle Consayvatizes, commei-
cing with Anthony ‘Eden, endorse the dlacilegging of the Lavour Goverament
and only complain about things coming ‘to such a pass.



o ljm

Faced with the fact fhat the use of troops for bdlackleg:ing only epread
the strike the ILabour Government aad a state of emergency proclaimed in which
any striker or any person uriing strike or aiding it may be arrested witlout
warraat a.d imprisonsd without trial. This from the Social Democratic biack-

v

legzing pot ~hio only t0 wecks ago was c¢2lling the Stalinist kettle black for
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equally loatisome scabuing vwerformed by o2 lackeys of the XLremlin in berlin.

dardly a dar passed witlout Atlse or some of or Labour stooge of the
bosses saying over the mireless that the strikers were meddiing —ith some-
thing thzt vas none of tacir sffair. Fationalism of the worst sort -zs use
as an argument against the strike. And alwavs the litany tn-%1 the Cowuais
were ovelind it all.e This had two results, oné intended, tie othwer prodaaly
not. Tac first was tie wiipping up of war syirit against Fussia. ~The vain-
tendad resuvlt was that the Stalinists have gsined a certain amount of sy=patiy
and prestize botl at the docks aml elsewhere.

That is t:e role of tihe Stalinists in the strike? Significantly eiough,
hey deny that they are responsible waen it wovld scem logical that tizer -rould
claim credit if tisy could. 3Sut it can ot be denisd o2t they have accuired
prastize as a result of the attack of tie Lacour Gorerament, as a further
resvlt of -~"hich they will De put in a s%ill more strategic position to lhwad
the movement in order to behzad it. The whole history of ti:e British Lebout
movement from tiae times of tie Anglo-Russi-n Trade Union Committee to t:c pras-
ent confirme tac tlhesis that zny reliasnce on Stslinist trade vaion lesdcrship

is reliance on a bzlcklegging force.

sut the British orkeres do not 2zve to make a lengthy survey of Listory
in order to find out the blackleg role of Stalinism. It is only two weclks
ago tiat the Berlin tram strike —as licuidated oy a vnited front of tie four
military commanders of 3erlin after the members of the Stalinist varty -ad deen
formed into vlackleg and murder gangs against the strikers, as narrated clse-
waere in this issve of tie Sulletin.

In this situvation in which, only thrse wecks ago a memser of tie Torzers
Leazve for a Revolutionary ZParty could coneretely exposc the German Stalinists
as strikebreakers from tle platform of the Glasgo™ Workers! Ooen Forum —itaout
any of the memoers of the CPG3 +ho werc preseat daring to resent this epitlet
of blacklcg; in this situstion in =:ich the Socizl Democratic members of the
Laoour Governwment join the =zerlin Stalinists in the rogues! gallery lineup
ofof scablierders; in tiis sitvation in ~ick tae two principal agents of re-
action in the —orkers! racks are capsvle of deing cxposed in all tlheir crim-
inality, *hab are tae leaders of tae Revolutionary Cownunist Party (Sritich
Trotskyists) doingr Thy, one could almost delieve in the old Greck Ananlkc.
For with the iroay of a Sopaoclean fate, tlwe "swan gong" of Faston aud Co.
appeared almost on the very day of tie proclamation of ewergeucy by tle Laoour
Government. In tike last, a'speciszl" aurber of tle Socialist Appeal dated July
184S, »nd issved two or tiree days vefore tie Labour Government :roclaimed
emerge..cy, tue Trotskyist leader, Jock Zaston ennounced thc dissolution of the
RCP, its decision to enter the Labour Party on tle basis of individval loader-
ship, and the licuidation of its orgsn, On the eve of the extension of the

o

dock strike outside of and against the Labour Governments, ouvutside of znd
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against the lLabour Govefnment, outside of and ageinst the Labour Party (even
hough unfortunztely with utter lack of political clarity), the Trotsky
leaders write:

"There 1s dissatisfaction among wide sections of the working class with
the policy of the Labour Jovern-ent. They reflect this, however, not by seek-
ing for - newv and more revolution:ry org-nisation, but by striving to exert
pressure through their established —ass political organisation —-- the Labour
Party. They see no glternstive in s~all Left-wing groupings outside that Zarty.
The perspective for Socialists must therefors be to join the ranks of the
politically conscious orkers inside the Igbour Party and try to orientate its
policy along truly Socislist lines."

A little later on we are treated'to another gem in the form of:

"An offensive against cspitalis™ is above all necessary to secure a de-
cisive victory for Labour at the fortiicoming General Election and to effective-
ly combat Tory reaction."

Hardly was the printer’s ink dry on thig effusion when the tramp of the
troops at the docks was suceeeded by the voice of 'lLabour's" Atlee reading
the proclamation of emergency to tlie applause of the Tory reaction. Nor is
his all. ot content with ligquidating their o "revolutionary party,”
folding up their paper, and slinking into the Party of the Lavour strikebreak-
ers, Haston uses this document also in an effort to tie the workers to Stalin-
ism. After the usual "eriticism," without vhich the Trotsky leadership ecould
not play its role, the usual support in action to Stalinism is given in the
followiag wordss

"The Communist Party offers no alternative to Socialist workers. Its
policy is not determined by the needs and interests of the working class, but
by the recuirements of Russian foreign policy. In Russia there has come into
being a nationalist bureaucracy which utilises its ovn position, not in the
interests of Sociazlism, but to defend its own privileges. To this end it
manipulates tie policies of the various Communist Parties, including the Brit-
isn Communist Party, which change their policies to suit tne needs of Russian
foreign policy. . Wagrever Stalinism is in poyer it introduces a police state,
deprives the workers of the right to strike, the right to free speech and
press, the right ta vote for candidates of their own choosing; eliminating
political opposition from the working class by means of the firing squad and
concentration camp.' (I-phasis ours, AP-TFH).

So far the criticism.  “ith the exception of the very important fact
that the policies of the Com-unist Parties are determined not only by the nec-
essities of Russian foreign policy today, but are always determined by the
necessity of preventing revolution anyvhere, with this exception, the in-
dictment is correct. But what foollows immediately?
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Ilabour workers must nevertiaeless never forget that the Russian Revolu-
tion.was a working class revolution, It abolished landlordism, financial and
industrial capitalism. It created the pre-conditions for a planned economy.
Despite the depradations of Stalinism these fundamental economic conditions
still remain. The economic base of Russia is historically progressive, and
therefore should be defended by Socialist workers. from the attacks of capitalism
as well as from the plunder of the Russian buryaucraCJ, which has: tattened on
this nationalized economy." (First underscoring Haston's, other ours,AP-TFEH).

Hers is once more the old familxar support. The indictment charges
that "wherever" Stalinism rules it is a regime of suppression and oppression .
of the workers, of complete deprivation of rights.. of "firing squad and con-
centration camps.“ Conclusion? Defend this regime of opprossion and exploi-
tation because it rests on a substitution of workers burcaucrats for capitale
ists and that is "aistorically vprogressive.i

By such ignorant or knavish support to Stalinism on a world scale, tae
Trotskyist leadership lulls the dock workers into betrayal by thac Stalinlsts,
to whom they have already been turnod by Bie attacks of the. bureaucrats of the
Labour Party, into whose ranks the Trotskylites have just dissolved themselves
at the very time that the dock workers want to bregk with tie Atlees and tue
Bevins and have not yet completely come under the leadership of the Pollits
and the Gallachers.

At such a time it is obvious waat the honest Trotskyite worker ghould do.
Fortunate 1n no longer being subject to the "discipline of Haston and Co., he
should join hands wit us of the WIRP in building a party that will stand a
corpletely clear and independent of capitalism with its Labour Party and Stalin-
ism and its Communist Party, that will rally the workers today and every day
for tae struggle against both these monsters, and for world socialism w7ith
democratic rule by the toilers. To do this the Trotskyite workers must re-
evaluate their wiole polltical pasts If this is done now tne Trotskyite work-
ers can form an honorable and important section of the really revolutionary
working class, can help in preventing the betrayal of such struggles as tie
‘dockers! strike., If they do not, then they must each individually accept re-
sponsibility for such a document as the July 1949 Socialist Appeal. 1In
either case, tliere is now palpably no other polltical home in Britain for
the revolutionary worker than the WIRP. All desiring furtier political or
organizational information along this line should contact CeP. Stanton, 10
Raeberry St. 3lasgow.

Arthur Priest
Thomas F. Harden

Ingland
July 14, 1949
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THE TROTSKY SCHOOL OF FALSIFICATION
CAITTQ. CARRIE® ON

4very revolutionary-minded worker is aware of the sffective use of deception
made by the class enemy as an integral aspect of class rule. Within the ranks
of the working class the use of falsehood serves as a method of politics by
all sorts of movements pursuing reactionary purposes. Strangely enough,many
political minded workers attached to reactionary organizations areable to de-
tect deceptions in opponent organizations but not in their own. The Trotsky-
minded workers are frequently able to show up lies of the Stalin and Social
Democratic leaders. Yet these workers are unavare of the fact that their om
leaders distort the truth in many wgys. Ome such method involves the use of
portraits or obitmaries of various Stalinist leaders penned on appropriate o-
ccasions by the Trotsky writers.

A good illustration was. Trotsky's description of the motivations prompting
Zinoviev and Kamenev, the 11l-fated henchmen of Stalin. Here were two treacher~
ous self-secking burocrats who together with Stalin organized a eriminal con-
spiracy to gather power in their o2n hands against the interests of the Russian
and world masses. Trotsky knew of their criminal machinations from first and
experience while he was one of the top leaders in Russia and so testified many
times. As a matter of fact, vhen Stalin moved to push Zinoviev and Kamenev out
of the ruling eirecle in 1925.26;, the latter approached Trotgky and freely
admitted their participation in the criminal Stalinist machinations:

"Comrade Zinoviev said: 'Ye must acknorledge what happened. It was a
struggle for power. The trick was to combine old differcnce of opinion with
new questions. For this"Trotskyism® was invented...'" (Leon Trotsky, The
Suppressed Testament of lenin, p. 44-dy emp.-A.B.)

This admission of criminality did not stop Trotsky from writing the following
about the political bandite Zinoviev and Kamenev shortly after Stalin applied
stronger measurcs against them:

"Zinoviev and Kamenev tried to play tricks
vith history. Gf( course, they were motivated, first of all, by solicitude
for the Soviet Union. for the unity of the party, and not at all for their
personal welfare.” (L. Trotsky, _The .gxpulsion of Z;nov;ev, P- .61 62,y emp.4.B.)

Another of Stalin's contemptible servants, Karl Radek, eagerly dispensed Stalin-
ist poison as a Staliniet journalist and did his Job effectively. So putrid
did Radek become that he even turned informer for the G.P.U.(See "The Case of
Leon Trotsky, pp.l05.5). Yet after Radok's dormfall in the macabre {oscow
Trials, Trotsky saw fit to vwhitcwash his past as well, as other Stalinist buro-
~ crats involved:

"o matter what one's attitude towards the defendants at the Moscow
trials, no matter how one Judges their conduct in the clutches of the G.P.U.
all of them -~ Zinovieév, Kamenev, Smirnov, Piatakov, Badek, Rykov, Bukharin,
and many oters -~ have by the vhole course of their lives proved their dis-
intercstedi devotion to the Russian peggle_gnd.thgluhr_uggm_lm
(L. Trotsky, Socialist Appeal, March 28, 1938,y emp.-4.B.).
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Trotsky
This practise of shielding Stalinist burocrats 7as part of the/political system.

Shortly beforec Trotsky was murdercd by a G.P.U. agent, the American Trotskyists
split. Two of the original Americasn Trotsiyite lcaders, Shachtman and Aborn
organized their own group and separatcd from Cannon. At the discussion around
the time of the division,Aborn, in particular, came in for a lot of attention
from Cannon. Cannon lashed out at what :e called "Avernism" as an incurable
diseasc which he claimed poisoned the Americsn Trotsky movement from its
foundations:

, . "Almost since the beginning of the Trotskyist movemont in
this country, morc than claven years ago, its normal development and function-
ing has Dbcen impeded by an internal disease waich poisoned the blood strcam of
the party organism. The name of this discase is Abernism. Thc charactcristics
of Abernisi, as theoy have been consistently and wninterruptedly manifested for
more than ten years, ars! cliquec politics; ceaselecss disscmination of gossip
and complaints about the party regime; svoordination of principled gquestions to
organizational and personsgl considerations; unprinciplced combinationism in every
faction fight; and idecological treachery." (James P. Canron, The Strugglc For
a Proletarian Party, p. 35).

In this section of his attack, Cannon goes on to show up Shachtman and Burnham,
who were tlicn allied with Abern in the struggle against Cannon's leadership.
Citing offectively from previous documents by Shachtman and Srrnham ih .the
persod #hen theéy woerenfighting Abern, Cannon makes the point that the whitewash
of Abern in 1940 by Shachtman-Buenha™ was patently dishonest.

Some nine years passed, and on April 28, 1949 Abern died. The Cannon Trotsky-
ites gaw fit to run a femorial article on Abern which contained a eulogy of
his "work" and ended on the following note:

"The .ay Day meeting of the Socialist Workers Party of ifew York,held
on the same day as his funeral, rose and stood in silence in honor of his
memory." ("iiartin Abern Dead. Heart Attack Victim, The :iilitant,May 9,1949,p.2).

The Trotsky workers were asked to "honor" the memory of one of their leaders
indicted as an unprincipled combinationist, one guilty of "ideological
treachery," of wihom Cannon noted among other things: "The indefensible record
of Abern is written in the history of our party."(op.cit.,p.33,My emp.A.5).

The hypocrisy of Cannon and Co. in giving a clean bill of hezlth to Abern in
1949 is a continuation of tae methods Trotsky used in shislding former Stalin-
ist partners of his. The truth about Abern is that he had been knee-deep in
Stalinist politics along with Cannon and Shachtman in the American Communist -
Party until 1928, a past never repudiated but defended, and continued along
the same road until his death.

A proletarian revolutionist will alwavs honor a sinegr:s fighter against
capitalist oppression and opnortunist reaction, b $%the leaders ~ho misled
the proletariat, a revolutionary —orker c¢can have nothing but contempt.

Arthur Burke
July 1949



