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IN 1914 the big imperialist pow-
ers fought a desperate battle
for markets, colonies, and for greater
shares in the exploitation of the
world toiling masses. The pseudo-
Marxists of those days, the leadership

of the Second Internmational, alded the

imperialists by hiding the truth about
the robber nature of thet war. There
was only a small group of people led
by Lenin who gave the correct evalu-
ation of the war and 1laid dowmn a
correct policy for fighting it.

Much blood has run under the
bridge of history since the treachery
of the Socialist parties in Augus t
1814. An entirely new opportunist
force has arigen within the inter-
national proletariat. The first pro-
letarian State Vvecame dissased, and
this diseagse ~ Stalinism - has poison-
ed the international workers vanguard
concentrated in and around the "Comin-
tern." Since the %birth of this new
opportunist plague the revolutionary
workers have been miseducated and
blinded by the Stalinist perverters of
truth.

Today, England and various small
governments are officially at war with
Germany and Italy. Officially the
American imperialists are supposedly
aiding England and other "democracies"
against Germany and Italy. What is
the appraisal of the situation given
by the usurpers of the first prolet.

arian State, by the utterly corrupt,
treacherous and deceitful Stalinist
burocrats who disguise themselves as
Leninists? Their evaluation is that
today the big imperialist powers are
engaged in a war of the same nature as
the war of 1914. "The war that has
broken out in Europe is the Second Im~
perialist War," ghout the Stalinist
burocrats (Declaration of the National
Corrittee, C.P.U.S.A.). They speak of
"...the scramble of the rivals, German
and Anglo-American imperialism.eesees”
(Daily Worker, May 20, 1941).

We reject thig "thesis" as a
Stalinist swindle. We discern in the
present situation not a war of the
nature of 1914-1918 but a gham war
under the cover of which all the ime
perialist powers are closely collabor-
ating in rapidly exterminating the
class-conscious workers and in plante
ing the fascist form of capitalist
rule in one country after another as a
preliminary phase to the partivioning
of the Soviet Union.

Let us examine a few points to
ascertain the reality of this "war."
No one possessing at least an average
knowledge of war stirategy will deny
the importance of the weapon of tae
blockade. In a number of wars this
weapon proved among the most formide
able ones. In the war of 1914-19218 it
was a powerful factor in the hands of
England and her Allies. Owing to the
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blockade, Kaiser Germany, despite many
military victories, became a camp of
organized hunger. German imperialism
finally yielded to the Allies because
it faced a revolutionary explosion of
the hungry masses at home. Since the
beginning of this "Second Imperialist
War," as it ie called by the Stalinist
burocrats,we have given many instances
of cooperation between the Axis and
the "democracies." Here are osome
worthwhile additions.

Not long ago an item appeared in
the New York Times (May 3, p.4) which
ghowed that a certain Americen firm,
the Pioneer Import Corporation, is en-
gaged in  importing merchandise from
Nazi Germany. That the German mam-
{acturers must sell their wares in
order to continue running their capite
alist industry and State, is objvious.
An industrial crisis at this time
would bring the Nazis to a crash. Yet,
with British "democracy" ostensibly
determined to stifle the Nazis, and
with American "democracy" seemingly
aiding to destroy the "totalitarian
states,” it 1is quite astounding that
this business goes on with the knowe
ledgo of the United Stateg and of the
British governments:

"The Pionser Import Corporation
declared that its activities were
carried on withk the knowledge of
the State and Treagury Departments
and of the Britigh Ministry of
Economic Warfare...." (New York
Times, May 3, 194l.)

But far more sensational is the
amazing fact, incauticusly revealed by
the president of +this firm, that the
3ritish Government, in appearance
fighting for its very oexistence
against the apparently victorious Ger-
man imperialists, actually dssued a
permit to this firm to trade with Nazi
Geormany!

"This corporation has in the
course of the last year been re-
peatedly in communication with the
British Ministry of Economic Wel-
fare througa a well-known firm of
British lawyers and sucgeeded in
gocuring from this Minigtry one of

the largeet permits for the sghip-
ment of German merchandige ever jg-
sued by the Britigh Government

whaile ed in warfere with Ger-
many." iI‘aid. My emphasis - G.M.

Note that the report speaks of "one of
the largest permits" ever issued by
the British government for shipment of
German merchandis e. This indicates
plainly that other such permits have
beoen issued.

That is how "serious" the "democ~
ratic states" are in their much-adver-
tised intentions to crush the brutal
Nazis! ’

t is a well-lmown fact that &n
the present disturbed capitalist con-
ditions, British and Americar imperi-
alists view Spain under Franco as a
"neutral® with whom it is permissible
for the "democracies" to carry on
business transactions. The tradirng is
very successful, especially with res-
pect to nullifying any British bloci-
ade efforts, that is if there were any
gemine efforts. The goods sent o
"noutral" Spain are of such kind ac
the Nazis need. An Associated Press
dispatch from Hendays, France, dis-
cloged that the Nazis are doing cons -
derable business with the  Spanish
landlords and capitalists:

"A steady stream of goods is be-
ing exchanged between Germany and
Spain through this small DYorder
city on the German-occupied Freach
coast." (The New York  Herall
Tribune, April 11, 1941,)

The interesting fact is that the banke-
rupt Spanish rulers,who are acting as
middlemen between the British and the
Nazis, are aided in this function by
being financed by the 3Britisa. On
the 9th of April an announcement was
made in Madrid that the Briti sh
"democracy" was lending the Fascist
butchers two million pounds sterling,
that is about ten million dollars!
Next day this was admitted in London.
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The hypocritical British 1labor lead-
ers and other false criticy whe pre-
tend that there is a real war betwe:en
the ‘"democracies" and the Axis made a
show of pressing Churchill for an ex-
planation. Churchill covered up the
fact that Franco is acting as an er-
rand boy between the British imperi-
alists and the Nazis by pretending
that he was very much concerned about
the starving workers and peasants of
Spain:

"Parliament reflected today the
feeling of many persons that this
is not the time for extending cre-
dits of two million sterling to
Spain, as contemplated by a loan
agreement, or for feeding and
helping Spain. There were demands
today that the 1loan should be de-
bated before it was completed, but
Mr. Churchill refused such debate
and said that the agreement would
be pablished when it had been mede.
There were statements in the House
that all this money would go
straight to Germany, and thers
were severe criticisms of Sir
Samael Hoare, Britain's Ambassador
to Spain, but Mr. Churchill re-
mained unmoved, paid tribute to
Sir Samuel, saying that he had im-
proved Anglo-Spanish relations,
and added: 'We consider that the
starving position of ©Spain fully
justifies +this assistance being
givern by ZBritain and the United
States, if they choose s0 to act,
irrespective of whether any expres-
sion of gratitude is forthcoming or
not /" (Robert P. Post, New York
T’imes,)April 23, 1941. My emphasis
- G.M.

Not only do the British imperial-
igts, and probably also the American
imperialists, support the Spanish Fas-
cists with capital, thus facilitating
the flow of trade bYetween Spaln and
Nazi Germany, but they go much further
They directly furnish the Nazis with
iron ore from the British-owned and
controlled Bilbao mines in Spain. The
fravdulent and utterly irrelevant ex-
planation for the shipment of ore from
Bilbvao to tne Nagis, is that the Brit-
jgh "successfully bombed the Ruhr"!}

"British bombing attacks on the
Ruhr have bYeen so0 successful that
Germany is now importing consider-
able quantities of iron ore from
Bilbao and in addition is drawing
heavily on ©Swedish ore, it was
learned today." (T. J. Hamilton,
New York Times, January 15, 194l.)

It is quite striking that in the same
dispatch Hamilton 1lets slip the fact
that "the most important mines in Bil-
bao are British owned or controlled.”

L I

he farce of the so-called block~
ade 1is further illuminated by the
amazing news that the British govern-
ment is sending cash - not "merely" to
the dictator Franco,- bdbut also, and
whet is mcs t revealing, to the Hitler-
ites, into Germany direct! The dis-
patch inadvertantly revealing this re-
markable proof of the fraud of the
"war" between the British and German
imperialists is worth citing in fulls

"The startling revelation that
British money,after ninetesn months
of war, 1is 8till being sent into
Germany by British government de-
partmenteg 1is made today by the
newspaper 'Financial News.'

"In a special article, the news-
paper's political correspondent
states that Eritisk concerns pay to
custodians of ensmy property for
the right to use German patents but
that vhen the patent rights expire
the renewal fees are actually re-
mitted ¢to the owners in enemy ter-
ritory. The procedure is sanction-
ed wunder a general license under
the Trading with the Enemy Act.

"3ritish owners of patent rights
argue that it is cheaper in many
instances to maintain existing
rights by means of renewals than %o
take out new patents, the corres-
pondent said. They do not consider
it is their  ©business to know
whether the money directly assists
the war effort of an enemy engaged
in a life-and-death struggle [sicl
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with Britain, as 1long as they are
legally obligated to pay for renew-
al cf patentse

"The gquestion will be raised in
the House of Commons, the corres-
pondéent reported. '

"It is pointed out by the cor-
respondent fhat in the World War
German patents and mamufacturing
secrots were seized outright as
enony property. 'The Financial
News! for months has been trying
tnsuccessfully to oring about a
tightening of exchange control re-
gulations, charging that private
individuals and firms are still
sending funds abroad which this
government wurgently needs to pur-
chase war materials in the United
States." (New York Herald Tribune,
March 26, 1941l. My emphasis - G.M.)

Lest tae reader imagine that
"Financial News" is some inconsequen-
tial, two-by-féur sheet, the above-
quoted dispatca is followed by the
remarki-

" |'The Financial News!,London's
most influential financial paper,
is published by 3Brendan Bracken,
Parliamentary Privats Secret £0
Prime Minister Winston Churchill.i "

The marderous German imperialists
have been doing %bYusiness colleciing
American dollars and even shipping the
currency to  the United States
"running" the so-called blockade, with
the permission of the American govern-
ment, obviously. This has been re-
vealed by the Federal Reserve Bank of
Yew York:

"For the fourth consecutive
month Germany has shipped United
States currency to New York — cur-
rency that 1t had gathered in
Burope and shipped here to swell
its dollar balances. This was ro-
vealed yesterday by the Federal Re-
gserve Bank of ©New York in 11;3
monthly report on exports

5zm orts of Unlted States currenc
air&es Mar, 8, 1941, }y emp.

Blockade is a siege tactic. Its

eim is to shut up the enemy territory
80 as to obstruct the reception and
shipment of supnlies. It is a cordon
drawm around the enpry, and is a pow=
erful means or breaking dowm  the
sinews of war of ths opponsnt. The
present  "blockade" has no*hing in
common with that formidable war
weapon, except the name.

* Xk ¥

Few facts throw a more glaring
light on the myth of the "blockade"
than the one of the development of the
Nazi automobile market in Latin Ameri-
ca. It has now leaked out, gquite acw
cidentally of course, -that big Ameri-
can manufacturers of amtomovils parts
have been shipping their products to
the Nazis thus breaking the'bloctade."
These parts have Yeen asserbled in

Gormany and the complete cars shipped
agairn across the Atlantic through the

"clockade" +to Latin America. Here
with the aid of the Amesrican financial
oligarchy the Nazis have not only done
good business but have actually boen
on the way to securing cortrol of the
automobile trade in ths Latin American
countries:

"NAZI GRAB CONTROL OF LATIN
CAR SALES

®USE OF AMERICAN-MADE PARTS
TO COMPLETE CHEAP AUTO
TO UNDERSELL OURS

"With the help of some of the
biggest corporations in the United
States, Germans have made a
good start toward control of the
automobile trade in Latin Americae

"The Germans have been deliver -
ing a 1ight automobile in Santo
Domingo for $350 in competition
with the lowest American pricse of
$650. But inquiry disclosed that
the Nazi automobile was largely op-
oerated by parts mamufactured in the
United States, sent to Germany for
assembly and then shipped back hero
to knock American low priced cars
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virtually out of the market."
York Times, May 20, 1941.)

(New

American sales agents, obviously not
of the same company shipping
parts to Germany, were probably amazed
at the unexpected competition from
vwhat seems t© be a blockaded dictator-
ship. They addressed an inguiry to
tie Detroit manufacturer of the Ameri~
can parts of which these Nazi cars are
built, but received no answer. The
only reply to thelr wonderment and re-
gentment was the arrival of anothe:
er German ship with more Nazicas,
again breaking the "blockade."

"They wrote to the American
manufacturer of the Detroit parts
they found in the car, to ask about
1t.

"The inguiry brought no response
and the next German ship brought
more of the Nazi cars." (Ibid.)

The salesmen then wrote to the Ameri-
can Department of Commerce, which,as
many people imagine, 1s very -mukth
"concerned" about balking the Nazis.
They are still waiting for a reply:

"Sales agents of American care
in Santo Domingo then wrote to the
United States Department of Com-
merce. They have not received a
reply to thmt letter, either."

(Ivid.)

The reader might wonder how it
‘happens that Amsrican manufacturers
apparently have been following 80
seemingly suicidal a policy as actual-
ly helping the Nazis "drive out"
American cars from the Latin American
market. There 4is really no mystery
involved. It is a known fact that
American mamufacturers have factories
in Germany where they can assemble
cars at far lower cost than in America
due to the availability of cheap Ger-
man labor. Hence, more profits can be
made by the American manufacturers on
the lower-priced cars shipped from
Germany than on the higher—.cost
American products. The American
capitalists watch out for their inter-
ests no matter what complex machin-
ations are required. The Nazis have
been making only part of the profits

dn this
trade.

Latin American automobile

® ® X

] ’

In our article 'Mysteries! of the
Second World War,"(THE BULLET I N,
January 1241), 4n the section  "The
British ’BIOukada' the Axis" we cited
reports to the effect that on Italian
omned and opsrated air line has been
one of the standing links between the
Axis powers and the Western Hemisphere.
Since that report appsared, nothing
has been done by the British "blocke
aders" to cut the 1line. In March it
was disclosed that in addition to the
Italian there aY¥® a German and also a
British air line, all criss-crossing
the supposed blockade. We read in the
New York Post a dispatch by Allen
Haden that the Italian line is oper-
ating regularly across the Atlantic:

"A three-motored Savoia~Marchet-
tl plane loaded with a crew of five,
a few passengers and a ton of mail
and an expensive cargo, takes off

once a week from Natal, Brazil.
Ten hours later 1t is due at the
Cape Vorde Islands." (New York

Pos%, March 24, 1941.)

Naturally people who know of
this, and who sincerely bYelieve that
there is a war bYetween the British
Empire and the Axis cannot understand
how it 1s possible that the British
navy and air force permit the oper-
ation of this line:

"Many people wonder why the
British allow this line to operate
without interference. British war-
ships dot the Atlantic. A careful
watch could be kept and the occaw
sional airplane bdrought down as it
tries to land. Two interceptions
and the 1line would be broken."
(Ibig.)

It ie interesting that the gasoline
supply,without which the operation »sf
this Axis 1line would be immossidle,
is supplied by the American capitale
iste with the permission of the

British Government:

"Furthermore, how does U. S.
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gasoline get to the Cape Verde

Islande? British navicerts (per-
mission to go through the block-
ads) could bve refused when ro-
quested to export this gasoline
from the U.S. But the navicerts
are not refused."” (Ibid.)

This Axis airline is of tremen-
dous importance to tha Nazis. Not
only does it function as a link be-
tween the Axis and the Westorn Hemi-
sphere, conveying mail and currency,
but it brings to the Nazis very os-
sential materials, such as diamonds,
quartz and platinum which play a part
in keeping alive the Nazi war machine.

"Every time a Lati plane takes
off from Natal, it ~carries an
average of 300 pounds of mail,
nearly $17,000 in precious foreign
exchange to buy diamonds, platinum,
mica and quartz. Nearly 1,500
pounds in these precious minerals
is carried."” (Ibid.)

This Italian 1line works in coop-
eration with the German Condor line in
Brazil. The Nazis thus receive these
valuable war supplies with the full
inowledge and permission of the Brit-
ish and tho American imperialists. The
gteady transportation of these pre-
cioue materials to the Nazis consti-
tutes a tremendous aid in their carry-
ing on the work of occupation of dif-
ferent countries and of policing them.
These materials arc used in airplanes
and in oil production, and therefore
ars of utmost significance:

"The superimportant points of
hard-wearing gears in airplane en-
" gines can be coated with platinum.
Diamonds and quartz are bought in
Minas Geraes, Brazil. All drilling
equipment whereby the oil fields of
Rumania and Silesia can be made to
produce precious fuel must be
pointed with commercial diamonds."
(Ivid.)

* % %k

Something extremely illuminating
can be observed from another angle.
Everybody mows that the life-nerve of

a modern army is oil. Without o0il the
Nazi air force and Panzer divisions
would have been 80 much dead metal.
One of the principal sources of oil
for Hitler's war machine 1s Rumania.
This is acknowledged by all who are
fariliar with the question of German
0il supply. The Nazi war machine uses
up a tremendous quantity of oil ship-
ped from Rumania. Since last year the
British were reported to have estab-
lished their air bases in Greece with-
in striking distance of the Rumanian
0il fields, Hitler's chief source of
fuel. And with Jugoslavia drawn into
the orbit of the situation, the Brit-
ish, if they really meant to fight the
German imperialists, had an unusual
opportunity to deliver a telling blow
to the German war machine by bombing
Rumanian o0il fields. Dr. Walter Levy,
director of the Intelligence Division
of the British Petroleun Institute, on
a visit to the United States, declared
shortly before the Nazi occupation of
Greece and Jugoslavia:

"'Thers is not the slightest
doubt that ¢the Jugoslav campaign
offers a unique opportunity to the
British to upset the whols careful-
ly planned o0il program of the
Nazis, Dr. Levy said. 'If the
Rumanian oil fields, refineries and
the rail and port installations in
Southeastern Europe could bYe des-
troyed and disorganized, Germany
would have to supply ¢the whole
continent from hsr own domestic
production and from her rapidly
decreasing stocks. Available sup-
plies would be 1less than 15 to 20
per cent of total peacetime ro-
quirements and in such a case the
day when the Axis would be immobil-
ized by an o0il shortage might not
be too far distant.!'" (New York
Times, April 13, 1941.)

Why, then, did not the British imperi-
alists order their RAF to pour tons of
incendiary bombs upon this life-nerve
of the German war machine? We have
been unable t6 find a singlc word re-
porting even an attempt of the British
air force to cripple the Rumanian
fuel supply which flows steadily &nd
in enormous quantities to the Nazis.
This ies but another 'mystery" of this
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"gtrange" war The 4imperialists and

their diplomats know exactly the mean-
ing of all these "mysteries," although
their ideological flunkeys, the news-
paper correspondents, ¢try to convey
tho 1impression +that no one seems to
have the key to these "mysteries":

"There have been many mysteries
in this war -~ many riddles to which
even the most astute diplomat does
not possess the solution." (Ben
Iucien Herman, The World-Telegram,
May 2, 1941.)

Are wo to believe that the :editor of
the Turkish newspaper, Yeni Sabah,
does not understand these "mysteries,"
among whici are the British refraining
from bombing Rwnanian o0il fields and
the Nazi transportation of Panzer di-
visions into Africat

"tPoints we do not wnderstand,’
complained an editorial in Yeni
Sabah, ‘'are why the Britieh do not
bomb Rumanian oil fields, why re-
poated attacks on the German
cruisers Gmeisenau and Scharnhorst
apparently are unsuccessful, and
how a large German army was trans-
ported saiely to Africa when the
British are masters of the sea?!

" There had been some points in
the course of the war that had made
Britain's allies 'doudt if the war
is following an altogether wise
leadersaip,! said the Yeni Sabah."
(New York Times, May 1, 1941.)

The imperialists have plenty of
agents who very ably conceal the mors-
trous fascisation scheme which is
being palimed off upon the masses as a
"war against the totalitarian aggres-

sors." Hanson W. Baldwin, the Now
York Times "war expert," could not
help discussing the peaceable attitude
of the British imperialist alr force
with respect to the Hazi's fuel
sources, the Rumaenian oil fields. He,
of course, offered an excuse for that
"gtrange" behavior - not a very plaus-
iblo excuse, it is true, but in a
situation when the Marxists' voice
does not reach the ears of the masses
it is easy for the capitalist and op-~
portunist writers to cover up the most

©obvious crimes with the most illogical
excuses. Baldwin said:

"The Rumanian o0il fields have
been, and still are, one »f ihe
principal German sources of supvo .Lyo
The British have had air bases in
Greece since last Fall, yet the
Rumanian fields have uninterrupted-
ly pumped their !'black gold! into
refineries, whence it has Ydeen
shipped by rail and river to Ger-
many. . Tais failure to bomb the
German 0il supply has puzzled many
persons; yet there are definite
reasons for the British restraint.”
(New York Times, April 14, 1941.
My empaasis - G.M.)

A sample of the reasons given by
Baldwin is the following:

"A primary reason has been lack
of enough bombers adequate for the
job." (Ibig.)

Thus Baldwin is trying to convince his
readers that the British empire is
lacking bambers to carry out S0
important a military task - that is, a
task vitally important in a rgal war
tut not in the sham which the Staline
ist burocrats and their aides paim off
as the "Second Imperialist War." Yot
there were numerocus reports in the
press that England possesses a major
sized air fleet composed not only of
British but also of American-made
planes. Only about three weeks earlior
one could read in the Now York Post
that the British could even spare in-
creasing numbers of bombing planes for
the Singapore area:

"Neutral observers are amazed by
Britain's mbility to spare increasge
ing numbers of fighting and bombing
planes for this area, desnits the
great demands of the African cam-
paign and home defense — a tribuie
to the growing productive power of
British and American factories."
(A. T. Steele, New York Post, Apr11
22, 1941.)

No, there was no lack of bambers,
as Baldwin would make his roaders
bellieve, but something else, and about
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this other matter Baldwin says nothing.

The truth bexind the '"mystery" of hu-
manian 0il fields is that the British
ruling class and the Nazis are not
really fighting each other. They con-
duct a sham war wunder the cover of
which they are ‘bringing Hitler into
virtually every country of Burope and
very probably are plaming to bring
him into countries outside Europse.
The Nazis are a universal police force
used by the imperialists to destroy
the trade unions, do away in a bloody
fashion with the workingclass vanguard,
and prepare the attack upon and the
partitioning of the vast territories
of the Soviet Union. To maks it
appear that they are really fighting
each other the imperialists must make
sacrifices in life and property, while
refraining from incapacitating the
actual nerve centers of their military
machines.

* ok ok

'Without gquestion Stalin and his
burocrats understand the picture
bofore thelr eyes. But they cannot
admit the truth because they opportun-
istically grabbed what the imperial-
ists temporarily permit them to hold
to make it 1look to the masses as if
Stalin and Hitler are partners. Lest
the workers become electrified and at-
tempt to0 escape falling into the ter-
rible trap set for them by the imperi-
alists, Stalin and his crew, dreading
a proletarian revolution, d is tort

elsewhere. Just as there 1is not a
word of truth in the flimsy explane
ation of the imperialists for the so0-
called "mysteries" c¢f the "Second
World War," g0 is there not a word of
truth in the Stalinist thesis that the
bourgeoisie are engaged in an imperi-
alist war of the type of 1914. The
imperialists and Stalin have their
"oppositional" supporters. The Social
Democrats and the trade union fakers
vho feed the masses with the fable
that the "democracies" are fighting
Hitler, are but lackeys of the imperi-
alists. Cannon, Shachtman, Oehler, and
Stamm,who are duping the most advanced
workers with the same criminal fakery
spread by Stalin's Comintern, that
this is an imperialist world war, are
but political props of the treacherous
Stalinist burocracy and are objective
alds to world imperialism.

The first condition for stopping
the imperialists, for the awakening of
the pdlitically paralyzed masses, is
the destruction of the pernicious
influence of Stalinism in all its
political ramifications. The Xkey
section of the proletariat that has
already broken away from Stalin sub-
jectively is the section which is misw
led by the pseudo—anti-Stalinists,
Cannon, Shachtman, Oshler, and Stamm.
The workers who follow these mislead- .
ers must unite in a truly Marxist
party and start the fight against
Stalinism to clear the road for an
attack upon world imperialism.

George Marlen

reality, as they did in Spain and May 22, 1941
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THE SHACHTMANITES "EXPLAIN®
- THE IMPERIALISTS' POLICY

HE present period, possibly more

taan any previous one, is a welt-
er of confusion for the masses. Con-
fronted since September 1939 by an
international situation having so many
fantastic features that periodically
it evoked denials that it is a "phoney
war," the masses have had surprize
after surprize hurled at them to an
unprecedented degree. For the first
eight montZis an unexpected "Sitzkrieg"
in the Weat filled the air with myst-
ery which all the '"explanations" in
the papers and on the radio could not
dispel. This "Sitzkrieg" resolved
itself in the whirlwind occupation of
France, during which the huge French
army was withdrawn Jintact. Cries of
"Betrayal" and a torrent of “explana~-
tions" followed. Miraclas and myster-
jes on a legser scale ensued in Africa
and the Balkans. One moment the Brit-
jeh in Africa were advancing at break-
neck speed and the numerically superi-
or Italian forces were melting awaye.
The next moment Nazi Panzer divisions
appearsd in Africa as if by magic -
this alone rogquired a world of
ngxplanations” — and the British were
retreating even faster than they had
advanced. One moment the insignifi-
cant Gresk army appeared to be shat—-
tering Mussolini's streamlined divi-
sions, the next moment the Groeks were
gurrendering, the British were exocut-~
ing a "second Dunkerque," and Church-
111 was again leading the chorus of
loxplanations." All of a sudden, the
deputy 1leader of the Nazi Party le
reported to have turned up on a farm
jn Scotland "looking for a Duke," all
under the most mysterious circum-

stances, followed by a deluge of cone
flieting "explanations."

Indeed, the so0-called "“Second

World War" has been one of the most
"explained" affairs in history. A
clue to the trus character of the

"Second World War" can be found in the
fact that all these "explanations"
have had as their purpose not to
explain, bdut to in away  the
phoniey features which have so persist-
ently appeared.

In the camp which passes amongst
most of the class conscious workers as
the camp of Bolghevism,the fundamental
thesis on the "Second World War" is
that it is an imperialist war for
world markets, colonies and economic
domination similar in character to
that of the war of 1914-1918. Thus,
Dimitroff, the StalintornGeneral Sec-

retary, trumpets:-

"In 4ts character and essence,
the present war 1is, on the part of
both warring sides, an immerialist,

unjust war, despite the fraudulent
gslogans beaing used by the rling
classes of the warring capitalist

in thoir endeavor to hide
their real aims from the masses of
the poople." (Daily Vorker, Nove
4, 1930. FEmphasis in original.)

gtates

Echoing his master, Browder proclaims:

"The 'family! of capitalist
nations are again locked in the
fierce emkraces of a new war, a new
tfamily quarrel' to decide a% the



price’ of misery and death for their
peoples, how to redivide the world

among themgelves." (Daily Worker,
November 14, 1939.)

For many years in the past, the Stal-
inist burocrats were shouting that the
imperialists were plotting to attack
and carve up the ©Soviet Union. But
now, the Stalinist renegades are say-
ing that it was something else which
the imperialists were plotting. What
ig 1it? "Both eides plotted this im-
perialist war for years Commnist In-
ternational says, urging end of con~
flict." (Headline, Daily Worker, Nov.
5, 1939. My emphasis - J.C.H,) How
did such an alleged transformation in
the imperialists?! policy from plotting
to attack the Soviet Union to plotting
to have a "family quarrel"™ amongst
thomselves, take place, according to
Stalin and his flunkeys? It was Stal-
in's "“wise foreign policy" which is
gaid to have brought about +this al-
leged alterationi-

"While engaged in negotiations
with the U.SeSeB., they were sur-
reptitiously trying to incite Ger-
many against the U,S5.S.R. By con-
cluding a non-aggression pact with
Germany, the Soviet Union foiled
the insidious plans of the provok-
ers of an anti-Soviet war." (Ibid.)

Thus, Stalin signse a "pact," and
Presto! the years! long and fundament-

al policy of world imperialism changes. .

Such is the story of the "Second Im-
perialist World War® which the Stalin-
ist counter-revolutionaries would have
the masses believe. As for the phoney
features of the so-called "Second Im-
erialist War" which so persistently
appear and which point to a policy not
of war but of collaboration on the
part of the imperialists, the Stalin-
igt burocrats simply cover them up by
intensifying their cry that the im-

perialicts are engaged in a life-and-
death struggle amongst thomselves as
in 1914-1918.

The thesis of the Stalinis ¢
burocrats 1is echoed in the various
gections of what passes for the Bol-
shevik camp. Among those who in the
courge of their Mexplanations" heap

8corn on the pdsition that the "Second
Imperialist War” is a phoney war is
the Shachtmanite Workers Party:-

"After the swift German blitz-
krieg in Poland, the imperialists
had settled dowm to what was
thought to be a 'sitzkrieg.! There
wore those who thought the war a
‘phoney.' How foolish these people
were has been made amply clear."
(Labor Action, April 28, 1941.)

According to the Workers Party, which
proclaims itself a Marxist tendency,
the "Second World War" ig of the same
character as the war of 1914-1918 and
the imperialists are said to be fight-
ing "for the same reasons they fought
in 1914":

"The Second Imperialist War is a
contimation of the Firast which
lasted from 1914 to 1918, The
great powers had divided the world
before 1914 bYetween them, and when
there was no more new territory to
divide,they fought for each other's
possessions. In 1929 came the
groat econamic crisis, and, unable
to recover from it, they prepared
for war and are fighting again for
the same reasons they fought in
1914." (Labor Action, July 1,1940.)

In the 4imperialist war of 1914-1918,
as those familiar with 1its history
know, the two camps, the Allies and
the Central Powers, fought ruthlessly,
unhesitatingly, limitlessly, each for
its owmn gupremacy. In those years,
contrary to the present situation, the
bourgeoisie and their opportunist sup-
porters did not have to '"explain" the
war, for there was nothing phoney
about 4t, they had eimply to try to
Justify it in the oyes of the masses.

In the "Second World War," there-
fore, the Workers Party, which 1like
Stalin's "Comintern" equates it to the
war of 1914-1918, would have the work-
ers believe the imperialists are con-
ducting a war amongst themselves for
marksts, colonial empiree and world
soonomic domination. Obviously, the
Gorman imperialists, according to thils
line, are the driving force, with the
"jemocracies," particularly England
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and France, (the latter formerly a
"democracy"), striving to hang on to
their booty of the war of 1914-1918.
With this as the Shachtmanite thesis,
it did not take 1long for reality to
compel the Shachtmanites to issue "ex-
planations"” of certain mysterious
events.

On June 10, 1940, the Shachtman-
ite paper, Labor Action, stated in an
editorial:-

"Yes, it is possidble for England
and France to defeat Hitler's
armies."

With this as the Shachtmanite progno-
sis, the occupation of France was a
situation which required a vast amount
of "explaining," especially in view of
the fact that during the occupation
both the French and the British armies
remained intact. Since an actual
military defeat of the French and
British armies had not occurred, the
Shachtmanites had to place their "ex-
planation" on a political footing.
Here is the Workers Party's story
given through a feature article full
of "inside information" which Labor
Action says was deliberately suppres-
ged by the bourgeols press:

"France's capitulation was plan-
ned and engineered by a powerful
group of politico-industri al ists
whose leaders and spoOkesmen were
such notables as Plerre Laval,
Etienne TFlandin, George Bonnet,
Jean Prouvest, Paul Baudein and a
host of bigwigs from France's 200
families." (Labor Action, July 15,
1940.)

That the deal leading to the Nazi oc-
cupation of France was the policy of
the French imperialists, and of their
"Allies' it is very mecessary to add,
But right at this point
there are facts indicating that the
gituation which passes as the "Second
World War" is something quite differ-
ent from that of 1914-1918.

In 1914, the Germans at the out-

got came very near smashing the French
army. The advance of the German army
to Paris represented a genuine mili-

%ary victory. But the policy of the
French imperialists and of *heir then
Allies at that time was altogether
different from what it has been in the
"Second World War." TFacing the danger
of actual defeat in 1914, they rallied
every ounce of their forces and stope-
ped the German advance. In the "Sec~
ond World War," on the other hand,
though not defeated, with their armed
forces on land, in the air and on the
sea intact, the French bourgeoisie and
their "Allies" opened the door for the
entrance of the Nazi forces. The
Shachtmanites "explain" that the
French imperialists feared Cormmunism
and preferred - the fascists:

"Why did the Politico-indugtri-
alists of France sell out to Hitler
and Mussolini? The rsason, above
all others, was their passionate
hatred and fear of commmisMecss
they feared the immediate danger of
Communism in France and extended
control over their interests 1if
France contined to fight." (Ibid.
My emphasis - J.C.H.)

Wo have underscored the wor 4
"econtinued" in the phrase "if France
contimied to fight" for this word

"continusd" is a subtle distortion.
Something can be continued only if it
has been begun. The phrase "if France
continued to fight" is a fraud because
“"France" never beggan to fight. Thore
mag no actual war as far as the French
imperialists' policy was concerned.
For eight months, the notorious "Sitz-
kriet" took place. Then the path for
the Nazis was opened by the withdramal
of the intact French and British forces
firet in the Lowlands and then in
France. The two armies never met
in anything that even remotely re-
sembled a germiine, decisive struggle.
At no time did the "Allies" wage war
against the German imperialist's forces.
The newspaper headlines about some al-
leged "Battle of France" were out-and-
out fabrications, for no such Battle
ever took place. Indeed, not even the
foremost imperialist spokesmen could
entirely conceal this. Less than two
months after the mythical "Battle of
France" was "fought" in the newspaper

headlines, the Wall Street organ, The
New York Herald Tribune, declared:



-12-—

"It now geems quite clear that

there never was a Battle of France, ,

a battle for Paris, or whatever it
was called in the days before the
country's collapse." (July 23,B40.)

The Shachtmanite story about theFrench
imporialists? fear of "continuing" the
alleged fight because of the danger of

Comavnism makes it lodk as if the

Fronch imperialists had a policy of
fighting the German imperialists. This

is sheer invention, for theres is no
evidence of such a policy, unless the
pre:enses of the imperialists be taken
as eovidence. Reality and objective
facts point to only one policy of the
imperialists, the policy of bringing
the liazis into France to crush quickly
the vanguard of the workers through
the establishment of a fascist regime
with the Nazis as the military-police
instrument.

It will be recalled that the July
15, 1940 issue of Labor Action gave
political reasons for the occupation
of France. The above-quoted feature
article of that 1esue states that the
French imperialists "“capitulated" for
fear of the danger of Communism. In
the same issue, however, there will be
found an entirely different "“explan-
ation." Dwight Macdonald borrows his
"explanation" from the maga zine
Fortune and sets it forth in an
article called, "Why is Hitler Win-
ning?" According to the Macdonald
"explanation," the Nazi occup-
ation of France was due to somo al-
leged superiority of the Hitler wa r
machine:-

"Why, then, did the Allies fail?

Fortune answers quite frankly
{sicD): Dbvecamse they did not have
totalitarian regimes which  kept

down wages, smashed unions, organ-
ized natiomal production without
paying too much attention to pri-
vate pronerty interests, and gener-
ally converted the nation into a

barrack camp. The Nazis built this

sort of war machine, and won the
war." (Labor Action, July 15,
1940.)*

* The implication of this "frank" ex-

dn Macdonald's "explanation" there isg
no word about the French imperialists!?
"capitulation" based on fear of "the
immediate danger of Communism.¥ Mac-
donald has a magic formula,the
"totalitarian regime,” which, it would
seam, can invariably twist the tail of
the "democratic regime." But how does
Macdonald know that the Nazi war mach-
ine was superior to that of the
"democratic" French dimperialiste?
Neither war machine was tested, for
there was no actual war, no battle in
which such a test could occur. The
"war" was a continuation of politics,
of the policy of g¢ollabnration which
the imperialists camouflaged with a
pretonge of war. - All talk about the
military superiority of the "totalita-
rian regime" is wunadnlterated decep-
tion, for no proof whatever has been
prasented. The policy of collabor-
ation of the international imperial-
ists in the preosent situation makes
impossible a genuine, decisive test.

Thus do  the Shachtmanitie s
Ygxplain" the mysterious course of the
"Sacond World War® in its most crucial
phase to date, the Nazi occupation of
France. Two utterly contradictory
storios are presented by the Workers
Party;- one, that France Ucapitulated”
because of fear of Communismj the
other, that Hitler '"won" because of
"totalitarian"  swporiority. Both
gtories can serve only to confuse_the
workers and help the capitalists
camouflage their collaboratio.

planation is, obviously, that the
"democratic" regime of France did not
keep down wages and smash unions, and
that the Nazis are not particularly
concerned about private properiy in-
terests. Macdonald has already "“for-
gotten" the vast noise made by the
Trotskyites for years that the "democ-
ratic" French imperialists were crushe
ing the workers in evoery respect and
converting France into a barrack campe
As for the Nagzis being relatively un-
concerned about private properiy in-
terests, this is an out-and-out fanta-
8y . In reality, the wheole purnoss of
the Nazi regime, and of every cther
bourgeois regima, 1is to safeguard ard
preserve the atructure of tourgeois
private property.
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In July and August 1940, the oc-
cupation of France was still in the
limelight and, pressed by the demands
of reality, the Shachtmanites were
"gxplaining" with might and main. At
that time, it was obviously impossible
for the Shachtmanites to press their
story that the "Second World War" was
en epoch-making, titanic struggle
amongst the imperialists fought "for
the same reasons they fought in 1914."
"Diplomacy" compelled the Shachtman-
ites to devote their efforts chiefly
to '"explaining" why the imperialists
are not fighting. In fact, in thie
period, the Shachtmanites wrote a
virtual Finis to the "Second World
War." Labor Action stated:

"The war abroad is almost over,
but the real war has not yet begun,
the war of the masses against their
oppressors."”  (August 5, 1940, My
emphasis - J.C.H.)

By September 1940, the French situ~
ation had subsided somewhat. Hence,
the Shachtmanites began to press the
thesis of the "Second Wrld War" which
was alleged to0 be fought by the im-
perialists "for the same reasons they
fought in 1914," While in August 1940,
Labor Action gtated that "the war
abroad is almost over," in September
1940 it reversed the sense of that
statement:

"Despite the blows that Hitler
has desalt his imperialist rivals
the end of the war is nowhere in
sight." (September 9, 1 9 4 1,
My emphasis - J.C.H.)

Observleizgn opportunist defends his thesis.

Whon Teality tears that thesis +to
shreds, A%ives gxplanations" which for
the moment conceal the more obvious
fakery contained in the thesis. When
things have subsided enough,’¥Feturnsto
harping on the original thesis,
contradicts today without repudiating
what was said yesterday, and truststo
the inability of bhie victims to see
through the whole fraud.

The Workers Party proclalms that
the "Second World War" is being fought
for colonial empires and world econo-

mic domination in the manner of the
war of 1914-1918. On this line, the
German imperialists are supposed to be
struggling for the conquest of the
British Empire. Yet the Shachtmanites
declare that Hitler fears the demoli-
tion of the British Empire! During
the period when the Shachtmanites were
crying "the war abroad is almost
over," in faect in the very same
article in which this declaration oc-
curs, they stated:

"Hitler not only fears !trouble!
in his rear, in France, 1if he in-
vades England. He also fears what
may happen if his armies shatter
the British Empire too suddenly and
too completely....Sa we have Hitler
hesitating to demolish the British
Empire for fear, once that mighty
prison Bastille were destroyed, the
millions of African and Asiatic and
Near Eastern peoples who are now
safely wunder British lock and key
will blow the 1id off the whole
imperialist structure. And Hitler
is just as anxious as Churchill is
to keep that 1lid firmly on."
(Labor Action, August 5, 1940,)

But, again, when the French situ-
ation had cooled down sufficiently and
the need was no longer to cry Y“the war
abroad is almost over," the Shachtman-
ites, contradicting their previous
statements, "forgot" all about their
story of Hitler fearing ‘"brouble" in
France and hesitating to demolish the
British Empire, and  :in November
1940, stated:-

"This time the Axis powers are
directing their efforts against the
British Empire proper."” (Labor
Action, November 14, 1940.)

Once more, Labor Action roared the
thesie of the imporialists battling
"for the same reasons they fought in
1314," 1In the pages of Labor Actionm,
the "“hesitating" Hitler was now slash-
ing unrestrainedly at the British
Empire. Why had Hitler apparently
given up so rapidly his "hesitating to
demolish the Britigh Empire"? Dig~
creetly, Labor Action refrained from
going into this ticklish matter. 3By
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carefully avoiding an accounting of
their contradictory '"explanations, "
the Shachtmanites pulled themselves
out of a tight spot and cams out with
tz3 thesis on the "Second World War"
saved for further use.
B b %k % B

Contrary to the opportunists®
"explanations" the line of the imperi-
alists today is the Munjch 1line in
amplified forms The "democratic" im-
perialists could not openly continue
placing the masses of Europe under the
Nazl boot as a preparation for an as-
sault on the Soviet Union as was done
inasthe Munich days. The. Munich policy
had to be contimied wunder a different
form ~ the "war" form - 80 as to pre-
vent an explosion amongst the class-
conscious workers throughout the world
and especially in such a revolutionary
conter as France, The '"democratic"
demagogy of the Anglo-French-American
imperialists required sooner or later
a pretense of war against Hitler. In
September 1939, this pretense was of-
ficially placed on the pages of his-
tory in the form of a declaration of
war by the Anglo-French imperialists.
But from the ‘"democratic" camp, no
real war against Nazi Germany Wwas
forthcoming. While Poland was being
demolishdd by the Nazi forces, the
Anglo-French imperialists, hol ding
their huge military forces in idle-
ness, reported that their aviators were
dropping leaflets on German cities.

These colossal swindlers were actually
pretending to be arousing the German
magses against Hitler!
Anglo-French ‘war" against Germany
during the actual Blitzkrieg against
Poland! Then came the "Sitzkrieg," a
period of preparation for the next
major step. The Nazi occupation of
France, followed immediately by the
crushing and decimation of the French
proletarian vanguard, was not a defeat
for the "democratic" imperialists. It
was an enormous yictory for them,
forming the materialization of one of
their fondest dreams and the realiz-
ation of their most pressing immediate
need. The fascization of France with
the Nazis as the spearhead was a major
purpose of the pretense of war which
since September 1939 has received the
false label of the "Second World War."

This was the

Since May-June 1940,
murderers have folled over vast areas
of Burope. In every instance and all
along the 1line, the ‘"demecratic" im-
rerimlists have delibsrately opened
the path for the llazis under a pre-
tense of war. In other articlés in
THE BULLETIJ, much material has been
presented demonsirating the methods
used by the British imperialists to
facilitate the advance of the Nazi

forces. We have analyzed and exposed
the fakery of the various "campaigns"

which served ags a cover for bringing

the Nagzi

in Hitler's troops. ©Some of ¢this
fakery has been s0 obvious that even
in the imperialist opress Qquestions
about ¢the situation were raise d,

naturally to "explain" it away. It is
a significant fact that the Shachtman-
ite press has maintained a tot al
sllence on all this imperialist fakery.
Yo cite an outstanding instance. Out
of a clear cky, Nazi Panzer divisions
wore reported to be in Africa and to
be driving the Britieh back. They had
to pass over avout 270 miles of
Britigh-controlled Mediterranean to
get from 8icily to Tripoli. Numerous
transports were required for this
feat. . This was an event which in a
real war would have resulted in naval
action in the Mediterranean so gigant-
ic that it would have rocked the rhole
world, Yet to the world at large, the
appearance of Panzer divisions in Af-
rica was a sharp surprise. Nothing had
been previously reported, and t h e
first questions that came to mind
were:- How in the name of Black Magic
did the Nazis manage to get a large
mechanized army to Africa? Had they
been . simply allowed to go there? As
usual, Churchill ‘"explained" ¢t h e
affair. In a previous article in THE
BULLETIN (May 1941, pp. 4-6), the ut-
ter incredibility of Churchillls "ex-
planation™ wés shown. Indeed, a week
after Churchill "explained," the edi t -

ors of the New York Times deelared:-
"How they i.e., the Nazie- J.C.ﬁ:{

transported to Africa the armored
divisions and supplies for the expedi-
tion against Egypt is still a muzzle
seseo” Did the Shachtmanite press have
anything to say abont this puzzle?
Not a word! This highly significant
event which, 1like so many others,
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clearly indicated the collaboration of
the Britisn and German imperialists,
was passed over in complete silence by
the "Marxist" leaders of the Workers
Party. And naturally! To meddle with
the numerous instances of military
fakery perpstrated by the imperialists
in their pretense of war would go
against Shachtman's thesis of the
"Second Imperialist War."

Such is the . character of the
Shachtmanite "explanations." Distort-
ing reality, evading troubl e gome
facts, contradicting itself to conceal
its opportunism, the Workers Party
leadership functions to mislead and
connfuse tha workesrs who follow it.

Opportunists never give a correct
explanation of reality, for a funda-
mental means of betraying the workers
is to confuss them as to the character
of the world ir which they 1live. In
the war of 1914-1918, when the imperi-
alists were engaged in a rsal war for
world markets and sconomic domination,
the opportunists of those days, pri-
marily the social-chauvinist leaders
of ithe Second International, decaived
the workers with fables about a "war
to defend tha fatherland" and a "war
for democracy." Only Lenin and a
handful of genuine Marxists oxposed
the actual character of that criminal,
predatory, imperialist war. Tod ay
when the imperialists are pursuing a
policy of collaboration under a
pratense of war, the Social-Democratic
traitors simply repeat with the neces-
.sary modifications tholr deceptions of
1914-19113. Their stories about a war
of "democracy against Hitlerism" are
the old tune with a few new words.
The Stalinist burocrats, posing as
Bolshaviks and Leninists, on the other
hand, feed the workers poisonous fan-
tasiss which sound very revolutionary.
The Stalinists shout about the "Sscond
Imperiallst War.," They pretend that
"Stalin's wise foreign policy" pushed
in the Dbackground the basic need of
the imperialists to organize an attack
on the Soviet; Union and gave rise to

ot

s«anl inter-imperialist conflict 1like
that of 1914-1918. By this deception,
they conceal the fact that the so-
called "Second Vorld War" is a dis-
guised preparation for tho fortiacoming
imperialist assault on the Soviet
Union, that the pretense of war camou-
flages the preliminary stages of this
agssault, the fascization of ths major
capitalist countries and ths crushing
of the world proletarian vanguarde.

Obviously, by this trickery, the
Stalinist ‘burocrats ars playing the
gams of the imperialists and helping

them - objectively speaking - to pre-
pare the attack on the Soviet Unkone.
Is this a suicidal policy for Stalin
and his henchmen? Yes, wundoubtedly.
But opportunists always play a suicid-
al game. The Social-Democrats, with
their support of bourgeois-democracy,
open the path to fascism and their own
destruction. Stalin, the rencgade and
opportunist, has to pretend that his
policies are immensce successes for the
masses. Hence, Stalin proclaims that
his foreign policy has embroiled the
imperialists in a struggle amongst
themselves and 80 has warded off an
attack on the Soviet Union.

The sham anti-.Stalinists, 1like
the Shachtmanites, fundamentally re=-
peating Stalin's fakery, play Stalin's
game, and like Stalin, objectively aid
the imperialists in putting over the
fraud of the "Second World War." Tie
workers who follow Shachtman are in
the main class conscious and desire a
revolutionary way out of the prosent
nightmars of reaction in which the
masses live. They will never find
thic way if they continue to follow
the Shachtmanite leadership. An un-
derstanding of Shachtman's opportun-
ism, of his sham anti-Stalinist char -
acter and the break with Shachtman on
tho basis of this wunderstanding are
the first steps toward concretizing
the revolutionary desires and in-
torests of the workers who are in the
toils of the so-callsd Workers Partye

J. C. Hunter
May 22, L%4l.
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OEHLER PRESENTS A SLOGAN

HERE are very few opportunist
traps that have been used to be-
tray the proletariat which have worked
as successfully as the treacherous as-

surance that the "democratic" bourg-
eoisie fight Fascism. Social-democra-

cy has been peddling this deadly lie
for many years. The central idea in
the Stalinist "Seventh Congress"
(Popular Frontism) was precisely this
deception that the "democratic" bourg-
coisie put up a struggle against Fas-
cism, politically, or militarily, or
both. A classic example of a betrayal
of tba workers by means of this trap
ig found in the OSpanish Civil War of
1936-39. In OSpain, every political
tondency operating within the prolet-
ariat misled +the working class by
means of one variety or another of
this deception. Some peddled  this
swindle even under the guise of
ngondeming" it.

One tendency, which seemingly op-
posed the line of the Stalinist "Se-
venth ‘Gongress" and in appearance even
opposed Trotsky!s policy of ‘"critical
gupport" to the Stalinist line, while
jn reality peddling a version of the
Stalinist "Seventh Congress" deception,
was the group headed by Hugo Oehler,
the Revolutionary Workers League. A
concrete example of the form in which
Ochler's organization advanced the de-
coptive notion that the "democratic"
capitalists fight Fasclism is the fol-
lowing which was applied by the
Ochlerite R.W.L. to the Spanish Civil

War:-
"When the c¢lass war reaches the

OEELER'S "MARCH SEPARATELY AND STRIKE TOGETHER"

stage of open armed conflict
against Fascism 1t 1is correct in
our line of march towards the Dic~
tatorship of the Prolotariat to use
a two-fold strategy of marching
separately (from the 'democratic!
capitalistes) and striking together
with them againgt the Fascists."
(Fignting ybrkbr, Mar. 1, 1939. Our
empnasis.
It should be noted in the above state-
meht that the R.W.L. speaks of strik-
ing together with the "democratic"
capitalists against the Fagcists, thus
clearly giving the impression that the
"democratic" capitalists actually
fight the Fasecists.

The Oehlerite R. W.L, considers
this such a basic position that it has
incorporated it into the Fourteen
Points of its International Contact
Commission. The R.W,I, feels that in
order to make this position look cor-
rect, it muast place it on a "Leninisgt"
foundation. Hence, it attributes this
position to Lenin and the Bolsheviks
of 1917. The R.W.L. states that:-

"Under certain conditions whare
the Dbreakdown of the economy cre-
ates an armed strvggle on the part

of ceoertain sections of the bourg-
eoisie to crush the rising prolet-
arian threat, certain other sec-
tions of the bourgeoisie for their
om economic and political inter-
ests, may be forced into an armed
opposition to the decisive section
of the bourgeoimie. Thse working
class may vse parallel action with
such 'democratic! sections of the
bourgeoisie ag 4did the Bolsheviks
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in 1917 in the struggle against
Kornilov." (The Marxist, August
1939, p. 2. Our emphasis.)

Let ws 1ist the chief points that are
made in this formulation:- 1) that in
a critical situation during an effort
by the bourgeoisie to ocrush the pro-
letariat, the bourgeoisie itself may
become divided and a part of the
bourgeois class, with whom the prolet-
ariat may act in parallsel, may enter
into an armed opposition to a decisive
section of the bYourgeoisie; 2) the
R.W.L.'s formulation holds that such a
situation obtained in 1917 during the
Kornilov attempt and that the Bolshe-
viks wused parallel action with the
"democratic sections of the bourgeoi-
sie" against the decisive section; 3)
proceeding frox. the proposition that
the above two points are correct, the
R,W.L. formulates them into a general
poligy for the workers to follow today.
What is necessary, therefore, in order
to determine winetner the R.W.L. offers
the workers a Marxist policy, is to
examine the nistorical facts both of
ths Kornilov situation and of the
present.

The Oehlerite position implies
that there was a "democratia" section
of the Russian bourgeoisis in 1917
with which the Bolsheviks struck to-
gether against Kornilov. It is a fact
that clagses and sections of classes
are led’ or represented by political
parties. Everyone familiar with the
history of +the Kussian Revolution
knows the divieion of classes ad
parties in Russia in 1817. The bourg-
eolsie was "divided" into two main
sections, the Conservative Octobrigts
and the Libveral Constitutioral Democ-
rats (Cadets) lmown in 1917 as  the
Psoplss Freedom Party. The Cadets
passed for the "democratic" bourgei-
gie during the Kornilev situation. The

"democratic" ourgeoisie struck
&ﬁjaingé;aéﬂle“;t prgeotalf{lae‘ jl é’u}rfng%e
Kornilov gsituation. "riting in Octob-
er, not long after the Kornilov at-
tempt, Lenin clearly and definitely
stated that the Xornilov insurrection
was supported by the entire capitalist
classi- - ,

"The uprising of Kornilov and

" against Kornilov.

Kaledin was supported by the INTIRE
LANDLORD ANT CAPITALIST CLASS,hgud-
ed by the Partyv of the Cadets (ths
'"Poople's Froeedom' Partv). This
has been fully proved by the facts
published in the TIzvestia of the
Central Executive Commi %t too."
(V. I. Lenin, Selected ™orks, Vol.
VI, p. 247. Our capitals.)

We see, therefore, that Oehler's pre-
gsentation of history, insofar as his
story of the Bolsheviks striking to-
gether with some “"democratic" sections
of the bourgeoisie 1is concerned, is
not true to facts.

Let us establish with whom the
Bolsheviks struck together at Kornilov.

There were 1) the petty-bourgeoi-
gie in Russia, primarily + the peas-
antry 1ed4 at that time by the Social -
ist Revolutionaries,and 2) the Russian
aristocracy of labor 1led by tho Men-
sheviks. What role did these soctions
and partise play in the Kornilov situ~
ation? They entored into a bloc with
tho Bolsheviks ostensibly to  fight
That bloc lasted
five days, Soptomber 8-13, during the
time of the Kornilov affair. Although
formally the Mensheviks and S.R.1s
presented a united front with the
Bolsheviks against Kornilov tho situ-
ation within the Menshevik and S.R.
parties was not what one would gather
from the formal aspects of this united
front. History establishes that these
parties thomselves werse divided on the
Kornilov question. The right wing of
the S.R.'s, ropresented chiefly by
Yerensky and Savinkov who were members
of the S. R. Party at that time, not
only 4id not strike at Kornilov, but
actively and concretaly formed a con-
gpiratory alliance with Kornilov. The
Centro of the S.R.'s, represonted by
Chernov, vacillated in supporting
Kerensky and Xornilov. The Right Men-
gheviks, rapresented by Tseretelld, in
reality sided with Korensky and the
bourgeoisis who backed Kernilov. How-
ever, it must be noted that those
people gave GVOry appearance of put-
ting up a fight against Kornilov. The
game holds true for some of the “domb-
cratic" bourgeoisie, as for example
the Lideral, Filonenko, assistant
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governor-general of Petrograd, wh o
made a pretense of fighting Kornilov
by issuing an order in which he called
upon the workers to strengthsn the
defenses of Petrograd. Marxists, how
ever, do not take pretenses at their
face value, but base themselves on the
concrete class character and deeds :of
the political parties and leadors.

Thers remain the Left S.k.'s and
Left llensheviks who in Septeber 1917
actually followed the Bolshevilk lead
in fighting Kornilov.

Let us establish several other
pistorical facts in connection with
the Kornilov-Kerensky plot. Ths For-
nilov insurrection petered out almost
jmmediiately after it Ybegan. It 1is
cloar from Lenin's writings that at
that moment he was not informed of the
fact that the 8.R.Kerensky was one cof
the nlotters and that the Menshevils
and S.R.'s were in reality pro-Korni-
1ovists. In his letter to the Bolshe-
vik Ceniral Committee during the Kor-
nilov insurrection, Lonin did not
gneak about - exposing Kerensky 's
h;sachaxx and duplicity, but spoke
about axposing merely Kerensky's ®
nasst- :

"But we 4o not support Keroensky,
on the contrary, we expose his
weakness."  (Selected Works, Vol.
VI., p. 201.)

1f Lenin at that time had mown the
full story, hec certainly would haYe
insisted on  exposing Keransky's
treachery. Indeed, later Lenin fre-
quently referred to Kerensky as "the
FKornilovist, Kercnsky." It was only
after the Kornilov affair that Lenin
E;}initely and conclusively recognized
that thess petty-bourgeois opnortunist
parties were friends of the Kornilov-

ists:i~

"Down with the Mensheviks and
S.R.'s! Struggle agdinst them
ruthlessly. Expel them ruthlessly
from all revolutionary organiz-
ations. No negotiations, no com-
minications with those friends of
the Kishkins, the friends of the
Kornilovist 1landlords and capital-

ists." (Collected Works, Vol. XXI,

Book 1, p. 254, Articlse dated
Octover 5, 1817.)

A careful analysis of the Korni.-
lov situatiorn ypresesnts a ricture al-
togather diffsrent from thrat painted
by those who, lixe Oeshler, do not pro-
vide a precise view of partiss and

classes. Ochlor says that a tactic of
"marching separately and striking
together" with the "democratic" sec-

tions of the capitalists against Kor-
nilov was the line pursued by the Bol-
shevilzs in 1917. As a matter of fact,
not "democratic" canitalists, as Oehl-
er says, Tt only the extreme Left ol-
erents of the patty-bourgeois parties
actually lined up against Yornilov and
struck tcgether with th:s rovolutionary
workers and soldiers under the guid-
ance and laadarship of the Bolshovikse

Since in capitalism the intormediate
classes, the petty-bourgeois sections,
cannot have an independent policv, but
mast support sither ths bourgeoisie or
the proletariat, the meaning of the
five~day Dbloc of the proleotariat with
the petty-bourgeoisie was that for the

moment the latter larched toward the
prolotariat. For the moment, the pro-

letarian policy dominated.
sections of the petty-bourgeoisie, as
well as their political narties, fell
in with the Bolshevik 1line against
Kornilov. If <the Bolshevik 1line
agairst FKornilov had not dominated in
the "five-day union," the whole affair
would have been a piece of rank oppor-
tunisr from top to bottom and would
have opened the way for the victory of
Kornilov. This rising Bolshowik tide
continued its force amd swept the pro-
letariat into power onlv a few wecks
later.

The Left

The cleavage of class interests
in tke Civil War which followed the
Bolshevik seizure of power was a con-
timation in enlarged and intensified
form of what had occurred in the Xor-
nilov sitnation. All masks dronped
and tho trus political facs apreared
in full view. The whole landlord and
capitalist class sided with the ™hito
Guards; the tissue paper scparation
"dividing" the "democratic" from tho
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"fagcist" sections of the capitalist

class disappeared at the first deci-
sive impact of the class struggle. In
the course of the struggle the petiy-
bourgeois parties solidly lined them-
selves up with the bdourgeoisie and
their "hite generals. The poorest
peasantry cast off its former politi-
cal leadership, the treacherous Left
S.R.'s and accepted the Bolshevik
leadership,.

Oshler poses his slogan for situ-
ations which might arise in the pre-
sent. The political lessons which the
petty-bourgeois parties have learned
gince the October Revolution is com-
pletely omitted from Oehler's line.
Yet those 1lessons must be taken into
consideration by Marxists. The petty-
bourgeois parties, even the "Leftest™
of them, have come clearly to under-
stand their mistake (from the bourg-
eois standpoint) of following the Bol-
shovik 1lead for even a moment in the
Kornilov situation. Having never seen
the proletariat seize power prior to
October, the petty-bourgeois parties
did not believe that such a thing
could ever tale place. The evolution
of these parties throughout the Civil
War -in Russia, when they became the
direct agents of the White Guards,
proves that never again will they even
for a moment aid the proletariat in a
gtruggle against a Xornilov. There
has been proof galore that even the
most Left sections of the petty-bour-
geols parties are agencies of imperi-
alism, always selling the interests of
the most oppressed petty-bourgeo is
masses to the imperialist rulers. To
point out the most crucial cases. The
Left Social-Democrats in Germany in

1923 and in 1932-33, and the Left
Social Democrats in Austria, Spain,

France, Italy, Dbetrayed the masses to
the Kornilovs. This is due to the
class lessons which the Left petty-
bourgeois parties learned from the
October Revolution «— to work consist.
“ently and invariably on the side of
the bourgeoisie.

OEHLER'S SLOGAN IN THE LIGHT OF
HISTORY

A s every student of Marxism nows,

slogans may be correct for one period
of history and utterly incorrect and
even counter-revolutionary for other
periods. The proletarian strategy and
tactics must of -necessity differ in
the period of decaying capitalism from
those of the epoch of ascendant capit«
alism. Unguestionably, it was correct
and a tremendous step forward on
Marx's part to organize the First In-
ternational and to include petty-
bourgeois and national revolutionary
elements such as the followers of
Mazzini, Blanqui and Proudhon. But
today it would be utterly incorrect
and downright counter-revolutionary to
include petty-bourgeois nationalists
in the paw international, which has
yet to be created by the Marxistse.
Today, moreover,not even tendencies
which style themselves Marxist and
Leninist can always be regarded as re-
volutionary on the strength - of their
mere say-so, as for example the Sta-
linist and Social-Democratic organiz-
ations. Similarly, what was correct
for 1848 or even for 1905 Ybecame
incorrect in 1917 and thereafter.

During the wunification of the
Bolsheviks and Mensheviks in 1906, the
question of '"marching separately and
etriking together™ with the "democrat-
ic" Dbourgeoisie was taken upe. The
Mensheviks presented a vague positionm,
definitely 1leaning, however, towards
the Cadets. The Bolsheviks, on the
other hand, 1led by Lenin, argued that
to "march separately and s t r ike
together" was permissible at that time
only with the peasant democracy, or as
Lenin called it, the revolutionary
democracy. In his report on the Uni-
fication Congress in May 1906, Lenin
made this clear:

"Thirdly, said I, the resolution
of the Mensheviks does not give a
clear division of the bourgeois
democracy from the point of view of
the tactic of the proletariat. The
proletariat must go to a certain
degree together with tke bourgeois
democracy or — 'march separately
and strike together.! But with
what particular section of the
bourgeois democracy must it !strike
together! at the present time in
the epoch of the Duma? You, your-
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selypg, comrades Mensheviks, under-
atand that the Duma puts this ques~
tion on the agenda, but you are
trying to wriggle out of it. 3But
we sald setraight and clear: with
the peasant or revolutionary democ-
racy, neutralizing by our agreement
with it the vacillation and incon-
sistency of the Cadets." (v.I,
Lenin, Collected Works, Russian
Edition, Vol. VII, p. 213.)

Later, as we know, theras occurred a
complete separation betwsen the Bol~
sheviks and Mensheviks, with the lat~
ter evolving to their present position
of an outright agency of imperialism.
The petty-bourgeois organizations
leading the peasantry (the S.R.'s) be-
trayed their own program. The leader-
ship of the peasantry was assumed by
the Bolsheviks. In consequence, there
was no longer a situation of "marching
separately" while striking togsther.
The proletariat and the peasantry
marched together and struck together
under -the 1leadership of the revolu-
tionary Marxists (Bolshesiks). It may
be gtated as an established general
historical principle that in the pre-
sent epoch of +the intensification of
the decay of capitalism, the slogan
"marck separately and strike together"
represents an impossible relation of
forces. Waile the masses are under
the leadership of non-Marxist organiz-
ations and therefore must “march se-
parately" from the Marxists, they can
not strike at the bourgeoisie. It is
only when the masses are under the
leadership of the Marxist Party that
they can strike at the bourgeoisie. In
that case, they march together with
tae Marxists and strike together with
them at the bourgeoisie.

The opportunists, of course, ob-
scure this historical developmen t¢.
They do their utmost to prevent the
proletariat from seeing that t h e
ancient slogan of "march separately
and strike together," 4issued when the
Marxists could etill find themselves
in one Party with petty-bourgeois op-

portunists, has become not merely ob-
solete, but actually a dangerous
snare.

As we have seen, Oehler supports

this slogan with a falsified analogy
to Lenin's tactics 4n the Kornilov
situation. What is the real source of
Oechler's falsified application of this
slogan to the present situation?

Oehler inherited it from Trotsky.

Trotsky used this slogan as a
cover for hls peddling the deadly
potion that a wunited front Dbetween
Stalinism and Social-Democracy could
prevent the victory of Fascism. Dur-
ing the Stalinist "Third Period,"
Trotsky and his lieutenants declared
they were "a faction of the Comin
tern." He pretended to believe that
the Comintern could ©bYe reformed.
Hence, he igsued "advice" to the
Comintern. Omne such piece of "advice"
was that the Stalinists should form a
united front with the Social-Democratse
Trotsky cancsaled the fact that both
the Stalinist and Social-Democratic
Internationals had as their purpose to
bring about the defeat of the workers
before the Fascist onslaught. He did
this by 1ssuing as the slogan of this
proposed united front the one used by
Lenin many years bYefore in the "Bol.-
shevik-Menghevik" Party, when Social-
Demécracy had not yet conclusively
demonstrated its utter treachery, and
Stalinism had not yet appeared on the

scene. In December 1931, Trotsky
wrote under the guise of giving
Yadvice" to the Stalinist

"Comintern":-

"No common platform with the
social democracy, or with the lead-
eras of the German trade unions, no
comnon publications, banners, plac-
ards! March geparately, btut strike
unitedly!" (Germany, the Key to
the International Situation,"p.37.)

At the time Lenin issued this slogan,
l.e., in the period of 1905, what went
under the name of Bolshevism was a
genuinely revolutionary current. But
in 1931, vhen Trotsky wrote the above
Yadvice," what generally passed for
Bolshevism was the renegade Stalinist
burocracy and its international organé
izations whose interests were -- and
are — diametrically opposed to those
of the workers and which had to its
"eredit" a whole series of bloody be-
trayals. Poisoning the workers! mind
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with the fraudulent idea that this
renegade tendency could be reformed,
Trotsky dangled Lenin's old slogan of
the united front before the worksrs.

Similarly, during the ultra-
Rightist zigzag of the Stalintern,
known as the Popular Front, Trotsky
again used Lenin’s old and now obso-
lete sleogan to deceive the workers.
During the ultra-Leftist zigzag (Thirad
Period) vhen the Stalinist burocrats
refused to have any negotiations with
the Social-Democratic burocrats, Trot-
sky stood a 1little to the Right and
"yrged" a united front. During the
ultra~-Rightist, Popular Front zigzag
when the Stalinist renegades talked
about organic unity with the Social
Democratic traitors, Trotsky stod a
1ittle to the Left and in March 1936
again shouted to the Stalintern, pre-
tending to "advise" it:~

"The rule of Bolshevism on the
question of blocs reads: march
geparately, s trike together."
(Waither France, p. 134. Emphasis
in the original.)

In both cases, Troteky palmed off the
Stalinized "Comintern" as an organiz-
ation which could possibly function in
the interests of the masses.

Protsky used this slogan as a
"left" cover of his peddling the Sta~
linist Popular Fromt fakery of "democ-
racy versus fascism.” The Stalinist
burocrats, stupefying the workers with
ultra-Kightism, were shouting that in
Spain, in France, in England, every-
where, the issue confronting the wrk-
ors was "Democracy Versus Fascism. "
The Stalinist renegades used this slo~
gan to divert the worlkers from ths

path of proletarian revolution by ty-
ing the workers to bourgeois-democracy
("democracy™). Trotsky gave his fol-
lowers the same deceptive policy,
tricking it out with "eriticism." For
exampls, during the Spanishk Civil War,
Trotsky wrote:

"In the Spanish Civil War the
question involves democracy or fas-
cism." (Internal Bulletin of the
S.W.P., October 1 9 3 7.)

Trotsky supported the Stalinist-
Socialist-Anarchist-bourgeois "Popular
Front" bloc with "eriticism." Using
the phrase, "march separately, strike

together," Trotsky deceived his fol~
lowers into imagining that he was
"exposing" the Stalinists, ¢ hat

the Trotskyist line was basically dif-
ferent from the Stalinist Rightis t
snare. Unfortunately, the Trotsky ist
workers by and large were trapped by
Trotsky's "critical"™ phrases and so &-
cepted what was essentially the Stalin-
ist line of "Democracy Versus Fasciem."

Oehler, who pretends he h a s
broken with Trotsky politically as
well as organizationally, ©bhas in
reality carried with him the funda-
mental forms of Trotsky's opportunism.
In certain cases, Oehler even took
with him Trotsky's deceptive use of
parases from Lenin, as in the case of
the slogan "march separately, strike
together." Ag the S.W,P. pretends to
be something basically different from
the "Comintern" outfit, so Oehler pre-
tends to be something different from
the Trotsky tendency. Facts show that
Cannon's S.W.P., Shachtman's W.P, and
Oehler's R.W,L. are all organic parts,
politically speaking, of the Stalinist
degeneration of the October Revolution.

George Marlen
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WHY DID STALIN BETRAY
THE SPANISH WORKERS?

HE leaders of the S.W.P. seek to

1 instill the impression that they
pursue a policy of exposing and com-
batting the Stalinist reaction as an
integral appect of their program.

Therefore, the Trotskyite leaders are
constrained to explain, from time to
time, what Stalinism is and how it

operates. As a touchstone for testirg
the valldity of the Trotskyite explan-
ations. of Stalinigm, let ' us view their
explanation for the gigantic Stalinigdt
bbrayal of the Spanish Revolution in
1936-39. '

It is well kxmown that the Stalin-
ists pursued a .counter-revolutionay
Rightist 1line in betraying the Spanish
workers. Support to bourgeois democ-
racy, crystallized in the capitalist
Popular - Front govermnment, served as
the medium for paralyzing the forward
movement of the Spanish workers and
handing them over %o Franco. Now what,
according to the S.W.P. leaden,
prompted the Stalinist leaders to pur-
sue the counter-revolutionary Rightist
course In Ybetraying the Spanish
workers?

The October 1938 issue of the New
International explained that Stalin
sabotaged Spein for the sake of an

alliance with the “"democratic"
imperialists:?
"he keystone of the entire

Kremlin policy - the Franco-Sovie ¢t
Pact, for the sake of which Stalih
stopped the French revolution,
sabotaged Spain, and handed C zecho-
slovakia to Hitler: digsolved by a
three hour conversation in  the
Bavarian Alps." (The New Interna~

tional, Oct. 1938, p. 292. My empha~
sis - A.B. '

Thus, according to the Trotskyite
leaders, it was Stalin's orientation
to "democratic" imperialism which de-
termined nis counter-revolution ary
RIGHTIST course in Spain.

After the Hitler-Stalin pact, the
Trotskyite 1leaders, without a word of
repudiation of their earlier explan-
ations, promptly about-faced and hinte-
ed that it was Stalin's desire to come
to terms with the Hitler immerialists
that induced him to sell out the cause
of the Spanish workers:

""Was it a coincidence that, as
Stalin was coming to terms with
Hitler, ©Stalin's hirelings were
abandoning the figat against
fascism in Spain? We did not then
know the facts about the secret
agreement with Hitler, although we
then predicted a pact Dbetween
them." (Editorial, "Why Catalonia
Foll," Socialist Appeal, Octe
31, 1939, My emphasis - A.B.)

It should be noted that a year
previously,in October 1938, the S.W.P.
leoaders were telling the workers that
Stalin was sabotaging Spain for the
sake of his alliance with the "democ-
ratic®imperialists. That Stalin sabo-
taged Spain is true. However, a year
later the Trotskyite leaders "forgot"
all about the Stalinist sabotags and
implied that Stalinism had been fight-
ing against fascism bYut was later
“"abandoning" this fight against
fascism in Spain. It was only by in-
troducing this contradiction in their
line that the Trotskyite leaders could
switch from their original story that
Stalin was sabotaging Spain for the
sake of his alliance with the "democ-
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ratic" imperialists to the new story
that he sold out in Spain for the sake

of an alliance with the fascist
imperialists.
Both the 0ld and the new explan~

ations of the Trotskyite leaders are
false to the core. Stalin's Comintern
policy 1s not organically connected
. with his foreign policy. The Comintern
policy, irrespective of any and all
‘diplamatic pacts which may ve signed
or in the offing between Stalin and
the imperialists, is explicitly
designed to prevent revolution at. all
times. To prevent genuine revolution-
ary development amongst the toilers,
Stalin's Comintern wuses the ultra-
Rightist and ultra-Leftist zigs ag
meneuvers as its mode of operation.
The Comintern zigzags at times coin-
cide, but as a Tule are at variance
with the turms of Stalin's foreign
policy. One has but to recall thd
Stalin's foreign policy from 1923 to
1933 was consistently oriented towards
Germany as against the "Allies" - ye%
during this period, the Stalinist
party in Germany carried out Yoth the
Rightist and Leftist zigzags.

If it was necessary for Stalin,
according to the 1line of the Trotsky-
jte leaders, to sell out the Spanish
toilers oy a Rightist zigzag in order
to placate the “democratic" Anglo-
French imperialists with whorn he
sought an alliance (Trotskyite ex-
planation October 1938), and to pursue
exactly the same line  when he sought
an alliance with the fascist imperial-
jets (Trotskyite explanation October
31, 1939), then obviously the Trotslgy-
jte identification of the Rightist
Stalintern zigzag with the orientation
of Stalin's foreign policy toward
wdemocratic" imperialism is seen to be
a fantasy.

ln order to forestall any disil-
Jusioment which might arise amongs?d
the workers as a Tresult of the inevit-
able consequences of the Rightist
zigzag, the Stalinist leaders, as far
vack as November 1938, cleverly began

to cover their tracks and prepare for
a new zigzage

. sent Leftist swing.

In late August 1939, Stalin
turned from the "democratic" imperial-
ists to Hitler —~ that is, some nine
months after the beginning of the pre-
Immediately, the
Trotslyite leaders performed another
180 degree turn and now stated that
Stalin's pact with Hitler caused the
present Leftist swing:

"The revolutionary p h r ase-
mongering of the Stalinist buresu~
crats is only a new deception, a
transitional mechanism designed to
‘bridge the abrupt change from a
pro-democratic to a pro-axis policy
and carry the workers along."
(James P. Cannon, Socialist Appeal,
September 29, 1939.)

If we now put all the Trotskyite
stories together we find this absurd
picture. Stalin had a certain line in
Spain. That 1line was ultra-Rightist
througihout the Spanish Civil War. The
Trotskyites declare that the earlier
part of that line hinged upon Stalin's
diplomatic orientation to "democratic"
imperialism and that that portion of
the Rightist line was expressed in the
Stalinist sabotags of Spain. The lat-
ter part of that Rightist line is de-
clared to have been an "abandonment"
of a suddenly implied Stalinist fight
azainst fascism in Spain, cauvsed by
the shift in Stalin's diplomati c
orientation towards Eitler. On the
top of all this, the present Leftist
swing is declared to be a transitional
mechanism of Stalin's reorientation
toward Hitler. Such is the Trotskyite
ideological gibberish passed off as
"scientific Marxist" analysis!

As a matter of fact, as we have
saown previously ("The Change of the
Comintern Line," THE BJLLETIN, Vol.II,
No.5, October-November 1939) the pre-
gent ultra-Leftist swing of Stalin's
Comintern had the Autumn of 1838 as
its starting point. The ultra-Right-
ist line had served the purpose of the
Stalinist bdurocracy in crushing the
proletarian revolution in Spain and in
France. It had to be abandoned for
the Leftist 1line, as in the previous

revolutionary situations in China 1927
and in Germany 1823, in order to cover
up the |Dbetrayal engineered by the



foregoing Rightist maneuver.

Since the Trotskyite line is at

variance with reality, it twists and
turns, contradicts 1itself, crisgs-
crosses at every point and finally
doubles back on itself. Suddenly, .the
hint that the Stalinist "abandonmen t"
in Spain was due to the then future
pact with Hitler is dropped and the
original yarn about Stalin's fawning
upon the "democracies" is dragged
forth again %o account for the Spanish
betrayal. Here it is of Jamuary 194l:

"The People's Front regime of
Blum and the French Staliniats
helped strangle the causs of the
Spanish workers! revolution from
without, Jjust as Stalin, INTENT
UPON PROVING HIS WORTH TO HIS PROS=-
PECTIVE ANGLO-FRENCH ALLIES, helped
strangle it from within." (Fourth
Inte!)’national,p. 6. My capitals w -
A.B.

People, 1like the Trotsekylts
leaders, who bdlur the workers! vision
and prevent them from seeing clearly
the method and purpose of the Staline
ist Comintern, can never 1lead the
workers in any kind of struggle
against the Stalinist system.

Every revolutionary worker must
become aware of the burning necessity
to be precisely clear as to the nature,
function, and mods of operation of the
Stalinist system. Without attaining a
comprehensive understanding of Stalin-
ism, all desires to combat and defeat
it will prove of no avail, just as the
desires of the rank-and-file Stalinist
workers who wigh to struggle agalnst
capitalism prove of no avail to them
under their present leadershipe.
Unless the advanced workers learn to
synthesize inflexible revolutionary
will with scientific wunderstanding,
they will never rise to meet the his-
toric tasks of their class.

Arthur Burke
May 5, 1941
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I. The Political Nature Q_:E the

Trot sg-z_ingy;,' ev 3loc

:[N the Tzarist days during the
struggle of various currents of
thought within the Russian working
class, there were formed theoratical
prognoses of the nature and course of
the Russian Revolution. The Menshevik
conception was that the Russian revo-
lution, whici had to fulfill ¢ he
bourgeois-democratic tasks, would be
led by the Dbourgeoisie supported by
the proletariat. In plain words, the
Menshevik position represented the
dictatorship of the bourgeolsisa.
Lenin's position was that there would
take placs neither the dictatorship of
the bourgaoisie nor the dictatorship
of the proletariat, but a midway, sort
of transitional power, which he desig-
nated as "the revolutionary-democratic
dictatorship of the proletariat and
peasantry." This position proved in-
correct,and sometime after the Octoter
Revolution, Lenin's correct evaluation
was formulated as follows:

"In a capitalist society, when
it is developing, when it stands
solid or is perishing, all alike,
there can be only one out of two
kinds of powers: Either the power
of the capitalists or that of the
proletariat. Every intermediary
power is a dream." (Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. XVI, p. 297.
Rugsian Edition. My emphasis - G.M.)

In 1905, as opposed ¢to the Men~-
sheviks and to Lenin, Trotsky present-
ed his position, which declared that
the Russian revolution could succeed
only as the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat supported by the peasantry.
Troteky's prognosis allowed the pos-
sibility of the proletarian revolution
taking place in Russia prior to the
seizure of power by the proletariat in
Europs. Trotsky sugmed up his progno-
sis under the formmla "The Theory of

‘the Permanent Revolution."

As history
has incontrovertibly established, the
hussian Revolution followed the course
marked by Trotsky.

With the formation of the conspi-
ratory Trio, (Stalin, Zinoviev  and
Kamenev), revolutionary theories and
the history of the October Revolution
became distorted. The Trio invented
a "polemical" target labeled "Trotslky-
ism" for the purposc of tearing down
Trotsky and consolidating themselves
in power. Zinoviev was the spearhead
in this game, and the chief falsifier
of history. At the wend of 1925,
Stalin, having considerably consoli-
dated his personal dictatorship, push-
ed Zinoviev and Kamenev out of power
and compelled them to go over to a
sham opposition. In 1926, Zinoviev
and Kamenev were in touch with the
Trotsky 1923 "Oppositia" group in the
problen of organizing the Trotsky-
Zinoviev-Kamenev Bloc. Zinoviev, who
previously had been teaching his fol-
lowors that Lenin had been right as
against Trotsky on the prognosis of
the Russian Revolution, faced a
dilemmas:

"Zinoviev's position at <‘that
time was truly tragic. Only yes-
terday a recognized leader of anti-
Trotskyism, he on the next day
bowed to the banner of the 1923 Op-
positiorn. At the sessions of the
C.C., all the spsakers took every
occasion to fling in his face his
own declarations of yesterday +to
which he could say nothing in reply.
The same tkLing was done day in and
day out by Pravda. On the other
hand, the advanced Petrograd work-
erg, followers of Zinoviev, who Lad
engaged honestly and seriously in
the struggle against !Trotskyism!
could by no means reconcile them-
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selves to the sudden turn of 180
degrees. Zinoviev was confronted
with the danger of losing the best
elements of his own faction."
(Leon Trotsky, "Archives of the
Revolution," The New International,
Febmy 1938. Po 570)

Zinoviev required a face-saver. This
facs-saver could be no less than Trot-
sky's rojection and repudiation open-
ly, officially, in public, of the
Theory of the Permanent Revolution.

"With my acknowledgement of Len~
in's correctness, Zinovier sought,
if only partially, to throw a veil
over the previous criminal ‘'ideolo-
gical! work of hnis own faction
against me." (Ibid.)

At the Seventh Plenum of the ECCI
Trotsky made the declaration necessary
for Zimoviev, putting it in writing to
be: presented to the entire Communist
International. This declaration,
gsigned by Trotsky, Zinoviev and Kamen-
ev, was later made part of tae politi-
cal Platform of the Opposition. Here
it is:

"It is not true that we are de-
fending 'Trotskyism!. Trotsky has
stated to the International that in
all those quegtiong of principle
upon which he disputed with Lenin,
Lenin was right — and particularly
upon the question of the permansnt
revolution and the peasantry." (My
emphasis - G.il.) *

After Trotsky had been eoxiled
abroad, he was asked by Alvert Treint,
an expelled leader of the French Com-
munist Party, to explain this business
of agreeing +t0 supply Zinoviev with a
cover for Zinoviev's previous lies and
deceptions. Treint evidently was
aware of +the proved correctness of
Trotsky's Permanent Revolution. In
the reply to Treint, Trotsky presented

——

* TFor the inclusion of this statement
in the Platform of the Oppogition, see

Leon Trotsky, “The Real Situation in
Rugsia," p. 180,
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two points to justify his act.
that this was really not a principled
question, and  secondly, that in the
Trotsky group of 1923, where Radek and
others weigasd the question of repu-
diating the correctness of Trotsky's
permanent revolution, Trotsky voted
against the proposition.

First,

About eight and a bhalf years
after he wrote his letter to Treint,
Trotsky inadvertently made two admis-
sions. One admission was that the
question was really an  importent
principled questicm. The second ad-
mission throws a revealing light on
Trotsky's assertion that he vci ed
against the proposition, for thet as-
sertion conveyed the impression that
he had been ouivoted by a majority in
his group. dere are these two points:

"In certain important auestions,

it is true, the 1923 opposition
made princlpled concessions to the

opposition in 1926 — against my
vote — concessions which I consi-
dored and etill consider impermis-
sible. The circumstance that I did
not protest openly against these
concessions was vrather a mistake.
But there was generally not much
roors for open protests — we were
working illegally. In any event,
both sides were very well acquaint-
ed with my views on the controver-
sial questiong., Within the 19233

opposition, nine.- hundred an d
ninptyenine out of a thousand if
not more setood on my point of view

and not on the point of view of
Zinoviev or Radek." (Leon Trotsky,
The New International, March 1940,
P 61. My empha.sis - G‘Mo)

Trotsky says that he "voted"
against accepting the proposition of
Zinoviev. Very possible. But then,
one can readily perceive what sort of
people were at the head of the Lef%
Opposition if they could press a deci-
gion that their leader prostitute him-
self and distort the great historical
truth of the Permanent ZRevolution.
More, if we accept Trotsky's statement
that 999 out of 1,000 in his groip
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were with him against Zinoviev's pro-
posal, one can recognize the stripe of
these leaders of the Left Opposition.
Obviously, they were cynical burocrats

vho completely ignored the thoughts,
the wishes, and the feelings of the

overwhelming majority of their rank.
“ lent statement:-

and-file followers.

Trotsky may have "voted" against
the leading circle which he says in-
sisted on his accepting Zinoviev's
proposition. The fact remains that he
carried out the wunprincipled 1line of
Zinoviev and of his own colleagues of
the 1923 Left Opposition, and at the
7th Plenum of the ECCI made a public
ropudiation not of Zinoviev's crooked
proposal, but of the Marxist position
of permanent revolution. And he did
that, he knew well, not in the inter-
ests of the proletariat, but in order
to provide a whitewash for Zinoviev
who previously had criminally attacled
this very principle! Several months

later, Trotsky included this outright
and shameful repudiation in ¢t h e
Platform of the Opposition.

Moreover, his excuse that he

"voted" against Zinoviev's proposition
is a pisce of deception in the follow
ing sense:- Zinoviev's and Trotsky's
own friends opresented him with a pro-
posal which no principled person would
have accepted. Trotsxy's "vote,"
insofar as the interests of the pro-
letariat are concerned, was an irrsle-
vancy, to put it mildly. After all,
the proposition of Zinoviev was that
Trotsky appear before the workers on a
crooked program, and that Trotsky did.
When <Zinoviev ceme around with hisg
proposition, he came as a crook and
should have Dbeen kicked out and ex-
posed. To an honest person, there
could have been no question of enter-
ing into formal relations with such a
renegade or of playing at democracy
with him by voting and adhering to
parliamentary procedure. The workers
were not concerned with Trotsky's
vote; they were concerned with his
program, and that program represented
a factional horse-deal between Trot-
sky's Left Opposition and Zinoviev,

It is clear from the above that
Trotsky participated in unprincipled
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concessionsa. The 1latter Trot-
sky himself admits. I%4 is interesiing,
therefore, to observe how politically
dishonest 1s smch a person as Max
Shachtman who, concealing the true po-
litical history of Trotsky, is brazen
enough to make the following fraudu-

"Trotsky's record of struggle is
a single wunbroken 1line from vhich
he never departed. It would have
been fairly easy for him to retain
his enormous power in the Soviet
Union at the expense of principle,
but that was a cost he could never
pay for anything." (M. Shachtman,
New International, September 1940,
P 1500)

No one can pretend taat Shachtman was
wnaware of Trotsky's participation in
carrying out the unprincipled line of
the Left Opposition. Trotskyl!s admis-
sion that the line of the Left Opposi-
tion was unprincipled 1is oontained in
an article published in a magazine of
which Shachtman was — and still is -
an editor. Nor can there he any doubt
that Shachtman is aware that tae Plat-
form of the Opposition published under
Trotsky's name (as The Real Situatim
in Rugsia) contained a repudiation of
the Parmanent Revolution (page 180).
Shachtman's pretense that Trotsky was
a consistently principled Marxist is
simply a cover-up of an opportunist dby
an opportunist.

In view of the fact that Trotsky
officially distorted the historical
facts and surrendered to Zinoviev in a
factional deal the DYasic principle of
Permanent Revolution, and the Zinoviev
"Oppositim" accepted such wunprin-
cipled surrender, it 4s obvious that
the so-called "opposition dbloc" did
not stand upon Marxian grounds. There-
fore, the statement by the Cannon gang
that "The 3olshevik-Leninists, t h e
Left Opposition, fought the degener-
ation at every step" (Statement by the
Political Cormittee of the S.W.P., New
Internationmal, Feb. 1940), is an unad~
ulterated lie. The "Left Opposition"
led by Troteky was part of the degen-
eration of the first proletarian revo-
lution, and the Cannon and Shachtman
cligues are organically tied
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to that reactionary process.
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I,
TRICKY PHEASES CANNOT
HIDE THT TRUTY

-]nrptsky surrendered the historic-
al correctness of the Permanent Revo-
lution in the Fall of 1926 at the
height of the Chinese revolution of
1925-27. Instead of this tasic prin-
ciple of proletarian dictatorship
which Lenin together with Trotsky ap—
plied in 1917, Trotsky, during the
great upheaval in China, advanced the
formula of “democratic dictatorship of
the proletariat and peasantry," the
old, incorrect, discardsd formula of
Lenin, wita which OStalin and Kanienev
in 1917 almest killed the Kussian re-

volution. It was only in the Summer
of 1928, after +the betrayal of the

Chinese revolution and the collapse of
the Zinoviev-Kamsnev-Trotsky b 1 o c,
that Trotsky unblushingly, as if noth-
ing out of the ordinary had occurrcd,
introduced the Permanent Revolution
once again as his fundamen t al
"position."

In doint so, Trotsky began +to
pass the buck for higl926-27 unprin-
cipled substitution of the utopian
formula of '"democratic dictatorship"
for the iested position of the Perma-
nent Revolution. He charged that its
application %o the Chinese revolution
was handled in the Platform of the

Opposition by Zinoviev:

"In the DPlatform, the gquestion
of the Chinese revolution is dealt
with very insufficiently, incom-
pletely, and in part positively
falsely by Zinoviev." (L. Trotsky,
"Third International After Lenin,"
p. 128.)

As though Trotsky himself did not share
responsibility for the Platform of the

Opposition!

Trotsky's lleutenants, Cannon and
Shachtman, fully aware of Trotsky's
juggling wita the Permanent Revolution,
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¢riad their Dbest to conceal the fact
that Trotsky, as well as Stalin, be-
treyed the Cainese revolution. Shacht-
man employed very subtle terms in doing
this crooked job. Here are Shachtman'g
phrases:

"In thse latér articles, comrade
Trotsky counterposes the permanent
revolution to the democratic dictat-
orship of the proletariat and the
peasantry, whereas the early
articles do not make such a @one~
trastj indeed, the 1227 Platform of
the Opposition speaks for the revo-
lutionary democratic dictatorship of
the proletariat and the peasantry.
The conflict 1s more apparent than
roal and is derived from two sources.
The first is that in the bloc estab-
lished in 1926 between the 'Trotsky’
and the 'Zinoviev' Oppositions (The
Moscow Opposition of 1923 and the
Leningrad Opposition of 1 9 2 5),
formal concessions of this kind were
made by the former to the Left
Centrists of Leningrad in the inter-
ests of maintaining the bloc against

- the Menshevik policy of Stalin and
Bukharin.. The second is that in
1925-1927, the slogan of the 'democ-
ratic dictatorship,' borrowed liter-
ally and purely formally from
Lonin's pre-1917 writings, had not

“yet so clearly been filled with the
reactionary content which the
epigones poured into it."
(M. Shachtman, Introduction to Trot—
sky's "Pr&lems of the Chinese Revo-
lution,™ p. 18.) .

As wo see, Shachtman seeks to convey
the irmpression that Trotsky inserted
the formula - "democratic dictatorship"
into the Platform in order to figat
Stalin's policy. But we know from
Trotsky's own words that the whole af-

involved the problem of supplying
Zinoviev with a face-saver 10 appease
his followers. As far as Shachtman's
fairy tale that this was dore to fight

Stalin's policy is concerned, tae
truth is that the slogan of "democrat.
ic dictatorship" was made wuse of in

1924 by the Stalin-Zinoviev-Kamene Vv
clique to fight Trotsky and was there-
fore part of Stalin's own "theoretical
fakery. Such was Trotsky's "f i gh t"
against Stalin!
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It mst be pointed out that when

Lenin coined his formula, “democratic
dictatorship," in the pre-1905 period,
it was actually a theoretical error,
vhereas vwherdO’fliderted this formula
into the Platform of the Opposition
and tried to foist it upon ths prolet-
ariat, he 3did this not because of an
honest error, bdut as a result of a

factional deal with Stalin's former
partner, Zinoviev.
Cannon, li¥e Shachtman, uses de-

ceptive words to cover up Trotsky. He
tries t0 make his followers imagine
that Trotsky had a correct 1line on
China in 1925-27., Did Trotsky and his
followers propose the dictatorship of
the proletariat supported by  the
peasantry? No, Cannon admits that
they spoke about the "democratic
dictatorship":

"They wanted complete independ-
ence for the Communist Party and in
general a course toward the estab-
lishment of a DEMOCRATIC DICTATOR-
SHIP* through the ( workers! and

sants! Soviets.™ (J. P. ’
RS Y "t Tt 5 Che
Comintern, in "The Third Inter-
national After Lenin," p. 354.
W emphaSiS - G‘oMc)

The asterisk after the phrase, "Democ~
ratic Dictatorship,” is not ours, but
Cannon's. It refers to a little, in-
nocent-looking footnote which reads as
follows:

" The incorrect formula of the
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in the platform of the Opposition

Bloc through the pressure of the
Zinovievists in the Yloc." (My
emphasis - G.M.)

While Cannon tries to create the im-
pression that Trotsky and the "Opposi-
tionists" fought in the interests of
the Chinese revolution, he 1is
constrained to mention that their po-
sition was incorrect, and, concealing
the truth about Trotsky's unprincipled
horse-dsal with Zinoviev, Cannon
buries the whole matter in a footnote.

When one realizes that the dif-
ference between the correct principle
of Permanent Revolution and the wrong
formula of “democratic dictatorship®
is the same as the differemce between
a life-saver and a noose, one can
moasure the distance that separates
Cannon and Shachtman from hones Y.
Weasel words cannot forever hide the
truth about Troteky's two-faced
machinations and the politi-
cal trickery of his disciples, the
Cannons and Shachtmans.

G. MO

NOTE: For additional material on
Trotsky's repudiation of his theory of
the Permanent Revolution, gee "DID
TROTSKY COLLABORATE WITH STALINY and
“THE CANNONITES 'ANSWER! THE SHACHT-
MANITES." These can be obtained free.
Send for them to P. O. Box 67, Station
D, New York City.
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