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LETTER TO SHACITMAN .
: o Eovem'{pgr 6, 1939,

Dear (emrade Shachtment -

I received the transcript of your. spesch of October 15 which you sent me, and .
I read it, nf course, with all the attention it deserves, I found a lot of
excellent.ideas and formulations which seemed to me 'in full accordance with

our cormon position as it is expressed in the fundamental documents of the
Fourth International, Bub what I could not find was an explanation for ymur.
attack upon our, previous position as "insufficient, inadequate, aﬁd out-dated,":

You say that "It is the concrateness nf the events which differ from our .
theoretical hypothesis and predictions that changes the situation.! (Page 17),
But unfortunately you speek about the "concretenessfaf the events very abw
stractly go that I caanot see in what reppect they change the situation and
what ‘are the consequences of these changes for our politics, You mention some
examples from the pagt. - Hehice, according to yru, we "saw and foresawh the
degeneration of the Third nternationali;" (Page 1B) but only after the Hitler
victory did we. find it necessary to proclaim tha Fourth International, . Thig -
example is not formulated exactly. Ve foresow. not only the degenbriation, of
the Third International but alse the possidility of its regeneration, Only
the German experience of 1929-1933 convinced us that the Comintern was doom~
ed and nothing could regenerate it, But then we changed our policy funde
amenta;ly:,, to the Third International we opnosed the Fourth International,

But we’:clid'n_o_t draw the same conclusions concerrning the Soviet State.. Wyt
The Third.International was a party, a selectioc:i.of Deople on the basis of
1deas”and methods, Thls gelection became so fundamenfally opposed to Marwme
ism that we were nbligod to abanden all hope of regenerating it, .But the _
Soviet State is not nnly an ideological selection, it 1is a complex of social
institutions which contimies to persist in spite of the fact that the ideas

of the 'bgre,‘augracy are now almost the opposite of the ideas of the. October - .-
Revolution, fifat is why we did uot renounce the pnssibility nf regenerating’
the Soviet Stafe by political revolution. Do you believe now that we must
changze this attitude? If not, and I am sure that you donlt propnse it, where

is the fundamental change produced by the "concretensss! nf events?

In this connection you quote the slogan of the independent Soviet Ukraine
which, as I seo with satisfactinn, you accept. But yvou adds WAs I understand
our basic posiiion it always was to oppose separatist tendencies in the
Foderated Soviét Republic.® (Page 19.) 1In respect to this you see a . funde -
amental Wchange in policy", Buts (1) The slpzan of an independent Soviet
Ukraine was proposed before the HitlerStalin pact, (R) m™is slogan is only
an application on the field of the national question of our general.slogan.
for the revolut,iqna:by overtarow of the burcaucracy. . You could with the same
right say: "As I understand our basic position it was always to oppose any -
rebellious acts against the Soviot government.' ~ of course, vut we changed
this basic position several ycars ago, I donly really see what new change
you propose in this counection now, v

You quote'the'mé.rch of ‘the Red Army in 1920 into Poland and into Georgla and

you centimes "HQw,' if thore is nothing new in the situation, why doos not

the majority propose to hail the advance of the Red Army into Poland, into

the Baltic countries, into Finland. + " . (Page 20), In this doeleive part
. . . . v

.
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of your speech you establish that something is "new in the situation" between
1920 and 1939, Of course} This newneds in the situation is the bankruptcy
of the Third International, the degeneracy of the Soviet State, the develop-
ment of the Left Opposition, and the creation of the Fourth Internationai.
This "concreteness of events" occurred precisely between 1820 and 1939, .And
these events explain sufficiently why we have radically changed, our position
towards the politics of the Kremlin, including its military politics, .

It seems that you farget somewhat that in 1920 we supported not only the deeds"
of the R.d Army but also the deeds of the G.P.U., ¥rom the point Af view of -
our appereciation of the state there §s no principled difference between the

Red Army end the GP.U. .In their activitiés they aré not only closely connecte
ed but intermeshed, We can say that in 1918 and the following years we hailed
the Cheka-in their fight against Russian counter-revolutionaries snd imperial~
ist spies but im 1927 when the G.P.U. began to ‘arrest, to exifle, and to shoot
the gemaine Bolsheviks we changed our appreciation of this ingtitution, This
concrete .change occurred at least eleven years before the Soviet.-German padt,
That is why I _am rather astonished when you speak sarcastically about Ythe
refusal even (1) of the majority.to talke the séme position today that we all
took in 1920 4 4 o" (Page 20)., .We bezan to change this position in 1923, We
proceeded by stagee more or less in acocordance with the objective developments,
The decisive point of tils evolution was for us -193%-34., If we fail to see
Just what the new fundamental changes are which you propose in our policy,-

it doeen't signify that we go back to 1920} - -

You ingist especially on the mecessity of abandoning the slpgan for the un= -
conditional defense of the U, S¢BsRe, whereupon you interpret this slogan in
the past as qur unconditional sunvort .of every diplomatic and military action
of the Kremlin; il.e., of Stalinls palicy. io, my -dear ‘Shachtman, this pres~
entation doesn’t corresnond to the "concreteness of events." Already in -
1927 we proclajmed in the Central Committee: H¥or the soeialist fatherland?
Yes} TFor the Stalinist course? .No® . {The Stalin S.hool of Falsification, .
Ps 177,) Mhen you seem to forget the wo-called "ihesis on Clemenceau® which -
slgnified that in the interests of the genuine dofense of the U.8.S+R. s the
proletarian vanguard can be cbiiged to -eliminate the Stalin govermment end
replace 1% with its own, This was proclaimed in 19278 Five years later we
explained to. the workers that this .change of government. can be effectuated
only by political revoluti-n, Tms we Boparated fundementally our defense

of the V.58.5.R. as a workers® state from the burecaucracyts defense of the
UsS.5.R, Whereupon you interprei our:past policy as unconditional’ dupport

of the diplomatic and military activities of Staiin}. Pernit me to say that
this is a horrible deformation of our whole position not only since the
crea.taon of the Fourth International but since.the very ‘beginning of the -
Left “ppesition, . T < coe

Unconditional defense of the UsS.8.R. signifies, nemely, that our.policy is

not determined by the deeds, maneuvers, or crimes .of the Kremlin bureaucracy
but only by our conception of the interests of the Soviet State and world -

revolution, : ‘ :

At the end of your speech you quote Trotsky!s formula concerning the necessity
of subordinating the defense of the nationalized property in the U.5.8.R. to
the interests of the world revolution and you contiaue, ¥Now my uwnderstanding
of our positien in the past was that we vehementiy deny any possibdle donfliect’
between the tWoe & o« I never understood our position in the past to mean that
we subordinate the one to the other. If I .understand English, the term
implies either that there is o conflict between th8 two or the possibility of
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such a conflicts® (Page 37), And from this you draw the impossibility of
maintaining the slogaa .of unconditional deferise of the' Soviet Unlom, =

This argument is based wpon at least two misunderstandings, How and why could *
the interests of meintalning the nationalized.property be infconflicih with the
interests of.the world revolution? Tacitly you infer that the Kremlints (not our)
pollcy of defense cen come into confli & with the interests of tho world revolute
lon. Of coursel At every step! .In every respect] However our volicy of
defense is not conditioned by the Kremlin's policy., This is the first mlsundere
standing, But, you ask, if there is not a conflict why the necessity of subw
ordination? Here is the second misunderstanding, We must subsrdinste the
defense of the UsS.5.R, to the world revolution insofar as we subordinate a part
to a whole, -In 1918 in the polemics with Bukharin, who insisted upen a_revolution-
ary war against Germany, Lenin answered approximately; Wif there;shbhld“be.a
revolution in Germany now, then it would be our duty to 80 to war even at the risk
of losing, Germany!ls revolution is more imvortant than ours and we should if
necessary sacrifice the Soviet power in Russia (for a while) in order to help
establish 1t in Germany," A styike in hicago at this time could be unreasonable
in and of itself, but if it is o matter of helping a general strike on the
national scale, the Chicegn worlters should suberdinate their interests to the
interosts of their class and oall a strice, If the U.S.S.R. is involved i1 the
war on the side of Gemmany, the Garman revolution could certainly menace the
inmediate intercsts of the defense of the UeSsSeRe Would we advise the German
workers not to act? The Comintern would surely give them such advice, but not we,
We will say, "We muat subordinate the interests of the defense of the Soviet Union
to the interests of the worlg revolution,!

Some of your arzuments are, it peems to me, ansvered in Trotsky!s last article,
"Azain and Once ljore Again on the Nature of the U.S.S.R." which was written bow
fore I received the $ranserint of your speech,

You have hmndreds and hundreds of new members who have not nassed through

our comrion experience, I am fearful Lhat your presentation can lcad them

into the error or believing that we were unconditionally for the support of
the Kremlin, at least on the internctional field, that we didntt foresee such
a posslibility as the Stalin~mitler collaboration, that we were taken unasviares
by the events, and that we rmst fundamentally change our position, That is
not truei And independently from all the other questions which are discussed
or only touched upou in your sneech (leadershtp, congervatism, party regime, and
S0 on) we nust, in my opinion agein check our vosition on the Qussian quesiion
with all the necessary carefulness in the interest of the American section ag
vell as o the Fourth Internaiionsl as o whole,

The real danger aow is ne% the "anconditional® defense of thet wileh is
worthy of defense, but direct or iadirect Lelp to the political current which
tries to identify the UeS.8,Re With thoe Pascist states for the benefit of the
democracies, or to the releted cuwrent walch tries to put all tendencies in
the same pot in order to corpromise Bolshevism or Lerxiem with Stolinism,

Ve are the oanly party which really foresnw the events, not in their empire
lcol concreteness of course, but in their general tendency, Our streugth
consists in the fact thot we do not need to cheonge our orientation rg the
var bezins, And I find it very false thot some of our comrodes, noved by
the factionel fisht for o "gocd regime (which they, so for og I know, hove




never defined) persist in shéutingx " e vrore. teken marwerest: ou,z"oriehbe-
~rtion turned out to be falsael Ve rmst improvise o new linel- And so one"
This s cems to me completely incorvect ond dengerouss

7ith wormest comrndely greetings,:

Iand -
0C ’oe'-,.j’.P-g -Ozw,imon.
I."i'Sf'."‘" The forﬁmlations in tids letter are for frompgarfec,t since it is .
not nn eloborated crticle, but only o letter dictoted by me in Baglish
rad corrected. by my collrborntor during the dictrtion, ,

Le
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4 IEPTZR C TiS ZUSSIAT QUESTION B
. Joe Hansen, :

November 16, 1939, .

Dear Comradep:

I gather that the mihority are mors and norc letting the "newaess" in the
situation drop by the beard end hingeing their arguments on the Pnature of the
warl, fThe war is imperialist, hence all the participants are imperialist, we
caanot defend any one of them in alny aspect, and all their acts must be Judged
on the basis of the "nature of the war" and not in the light of their internal
economy.and politics. I always understood that war was but the contination
of the internal politics of a nation end hence its nature was judged in view
of the nature of the internal politice, The internal politics were detérmined
by the nature of the economy and the consequént class relationshipa,  Hence.
if the economy of a country were foudal, its politics were feudal, and fts"
wars were feudal e even if it gxnanded its geographical frontiers, . In the
bresent conflict, for example, 1t is riot difficult. to see that the war carried
on by Great Britain, .France, "Germany and the United States 1s an imperialist
war bacause these nations have an imnerielist economy (£inance~capital dominates),.
their internal politics are imerialist and war merely projects these internal
politice in a different and shaxrper form, With the Sovist Unlon, however, we
have a special case,. We have defineC its economy and its.politics as that of
& dogenerated workers! statec = at the present. time «- and hence any-war it )
contucts must project that nature; the UiS.S.Re now conducts a degonerated-
workerslestate war, We opoose the degeneration; we defend the worksrs! part, .

The confusion which has arisen from the use by the minority of the general meayy-
ing of Mimperialism e geographical expansion w- ig & very Impressive lesson to
me of the necessity for exact and scientific terminology, But what.I donls
understand, and perhaps you' can glve me the minority argument on this point e
why do they judge everybthing from the Wnature of the war'p And if this is the
first cause end the first given phenoména from which everything henceforth is to
be Jjudged, haw in hell do they determine what kind of war it 1s? Is it the
crossing of frontiers, the acquisition of territory that makes an imperialist
war? Hew.do they distinguish this war from the "imperialist® war of a feudal
state? the MimperialistMvar of a'slave state? the Wimperialist" war of a tribe
of canmibalistic head~hunters who do things in more horrible style than Hitler
or even $talin? the Wimperialist® war of a hzalthy workers?! state? the
"inperiaiist" war »f a state on the verge of transition into something else?
This dilemna which seems to me would bothér every member nf the minarity and
call forth .some explanation from their leadors, Elther the nature of the state
determines the type of war, ar the type of the war must be determined from the
concrete acts that are carried out by the warring nations, The first vay 1s
the Merxist Way Jie I was’ tanght, S

It would seem frpm here cutside of Iow York, as best as I can Judge from the -
arguments I have heard, that the minority is actuelly judeing the nature of the _
war from the concrete events of the war, such and such a frontier crossed, so
meny people slaughtered, .so many peomle subjected to a change in oppressors e
in brief the empiric method of Juizing phenomona, each item in and of itself
held up ,né then fitted to the iron plgeonholes of the classification, in place
of the Yarxist way of lesking at things as a whole with thelr quolitative:
differences and combinations of forces moving in opnosite dircctions..
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I can ecsily uaderstand Burnham's taking such a position since. he has long baen
an avoved opponent of the Marxist wey of lpoking at things, an advocate of ,
empiricism and if I am not mistelzen a student of Joha Devey pragmatism vhich

in this var has already ended up with condemnation of revolution Mas a means?,
It seend difrfichlt to believe ihat Max Shachtmon could go along with a position
like that; offer it comfort and solace «- if he does not really supportit. ©
Perhops I do uot yet understand Max!s position fully, or misunderstand it, Ijew=
ertheless what I de know of it gives me uneasy forebodings. - As for Abernts
Joining this group; -that looks to me vholiy opnortunistic == the hape to change
the leadership by ganging up with the revisionistg, Vhat does he count upon
after the change..«- dnes he hope te estaplish the Marxist line regarding the
UsSeScRy ogalnst -his former-allies? It seems to me that they would aunihilete
such an attempt .as o mere part of the mopping up operations when they had szeined
their ends, ~ = : : e

4 second point thot is not clear to me: By what criteria will the minority
change its Apiniqn of the war? Thus they say that if the.conflict changes they,
with their Mflexible! .viewnoints will changs too and even defend: for exomplé (i)
the Soviet Unign (but not -if Gract 3pitain attacks it.) 'But what would change
the nature of the war? .Thuis crgument of the minority is.not at 211 clear to -
me, It sounds os vague ns the promise of final redemption offered to sinners’’

by 'the church. But the church at least hns somé concrete events by which to- ]
determine the redemption == baptism, confession, ete, What ore the redeeminf -
things which will scve thils war ond from an Pimperiolist" war chonge it to & -
whotever--the-minority-neme-it wpr that con be supported? Or will they support -
an %immericlist® war in a Unew. situatian?, .end if so vhot 1s thot new Meituntionh
concretely? ‘ L ' '

I hove heard thot the minority use the cnse of Servin to illustrate their poew
1tions- Thot if the fight between Servic and Aushria Hungery-st the opening™ - °
of the Vorld War in 1914 hnrd remoined isolnted. {ond Servic were not o tool of
Czorist Rissin) the Marxists would have fovored Servia, but thot.in the world -
conf1i¢t vhich immedintely followed this isoloteld struggle (which might hove
beeni)'\‘?z‘.s drowned out n~nd Servin acted os o tool of the imperinlists and the
Horxists dld not favor Servis), Aside from the foct that the nossibility of
such » war occurred ot the beginning nf o world conflict ~nd not in its middle
or end (con imperinlist wars of world scope end in cnything progressive but -
revolution?) — I do not understrnd the relotionship between Servis ond the
Soviet Union which I am supposed to opply %o the present world war. Servin wos
o semi--colony with o bosic economy beosed on copitolist relrtidns and welleriveted
to internctional imperiolium, If it hod fought ~goinst the finrnce~copitnl- . a
imperialist nctions its struggle could howve werkened them ond hence would hove
been progressive. But if it renounced thot strugzle, scted s their tool, .-
supported them one hundred per--cent, it becrme o reactionery force. In the cose
of the Soviet Union on.ths other hend, the meintenrnce of -the notionanlized
economy and the defense of thet economy werkens the finnnce~capitolsimperiolist
antions end is o blow for the workers! revolution. The very existence of thot
economy is o mortel donger tn internntionrl finrnce-copitrl-impericlism cnd con
in no woy serve as its tool, The nction of Stelin in-supporting on imperialist
camp in this wer, acting os their sgent ~nd tool {cgainst the notionalized .

“economy) is'renctionnry, ageinst the interests of the workerg, ond thot is. enother

rnd oddéd crime to the long list he has nlrecdy perpetrated 2zeinst: the nation—
flized economy 'for which we fight to overthrow him by politicel revolution, .
Where 1s the similarity betweon the two ceases? Perheps I don't understnnd it
correctly, or perhnps thg minority argument on this point is not cléar to me.
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Surely they do not argue thet tae Smd.ﬂt Uaniou, now after the October Revolution,
has the same ikind of economy cs Servia in 1914} oOr is the similarity oaly that
Servia was the snot where the first world war started, and MoscoweBerlin the spot
where the second one started?

Is you can find time, I would,,surely appreciate your clearing up these points for
me aad ziving me the minority argumentsy I have the feeling that becanse of be--
ing away from the center I do not understand the latest twists of their attetmpt
to revise the line of the Tourth International, -that their position frust be
stronges Lhan the above arguments would indicate ee otherwise how account, for
the numver of good comrades in their carp? ~-- unléss one admits that” our party
was not as well preparad against the war hystorio as we had thought and that the
entire basis of the minority nosition is explainable as the reflection of alien
philosophies and politics in our party reacting to the war pressure,

' ﬁame,st regards,
"Joe H&men

P.S. I hear that the minority aré fond of pr@o\mdiﬁg riddles == -that one of
their favorltes 1s:. What do ;ou iell the Poligh workers in view of the invasion
of "their" country? I would 1like .to heer the minorityls enswer to thi's riddle
since they are patting themselves on the back for their ori ginality in thinking
it upe * Do ‘'tHay prosose that the Polish workers defehd their ffatherland"t Why
didn't they propose tids in the ease of Ozechoolcvakia when only Hitler invaded
the nation? 'If I remember correctly not oné 6f them advocited any other course
frr the Czechoslovakien workers to pursue but an independent. clugs policy and
revo‘uuuna‘ry defeatism, Whoever drecmed our ro.nl:a would shed a.ll these tears

over "poor little imperiolist polendtt

One final question I would liks %o Iuow the mi‘ncrity p031tion upon. Will they
defend the Soviet Union if it is attwcl:ed by Stalin?

JeHe
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BTALIN'S WAR IN, POLAND
By
. Ben Hall

‘The present imperiaii'gt,._w:éw‘has hardlafbegtln. 8o long as .t‘fle.Unitéd‘_States,'
Italy, and the Soviet Union do ot participate with their full force, the .
real trends end developments can only take place in a coancenled and distorted
forme . . : : . S

At the present moment the Soviet Union appears $o be in & comfortably safe pose
ition with o nonmaggression pret with Hitler signed and sealed. The Allied
Powers ¢ngaged at the front are consequently anxious to ploccte Stelin and to
forestall his throwing full militory support to Hitler, Should eny or all of
the mejor powers enter the wer ot the side of the Allies, the tremendous new
men powéer at their disposal will ennble them to discrrd their enforced friend-
ship for Stclin ond will moke it possible for them tp deliver renl hommer blaws
at the Soviet Union, In such o cnse, th8 Defense of the Soviet Union will be on
immedinte ond direct tosk for the world proletcriot, -

For world copltelism os o whole, the division gf the territory of the Soviet

Union still remcins the only possible hope of ataving off the totel collopse

of impericrlism, The second world war, in spite of the form which its initisl -
stoges may toke ond the possible jyrrtions: af Stalinist policy must sooner.or

later pose squarely the question of militery intervention agninst the U,8.S¢Rs -
While the Al%ied ‘powers hive entered the war for the. parpose of maintoining

their present eolonirl domeins, they will, im the course of the war, have copm = -
pletely mobilized themselves upon o war footing cnd will heve gained wor time - i -
momentum, . They will never remein sotisfied to ond the war ot the seme point .

ot whi“ch they begrne " The territories of the Soviet Union offer compensation

for the tremendous costs of the imperinlist conflict, This dictotes an imw

perialist o~ttack upon the Soviet Union. a - S

T,thing in the present situction justifies o withdrowsl of this fundementel
stroteglc opprensch, o : .

Ar. attock wpon the Soviet Union moy toke ploce by n combinetiom of all the
imperialist powers agoinet an 1sol.tel Kassing by Hitler alonej or by one
gionp of imperinlist powers (possidly the Allies) ~grinst o Russin which is
in ~ilience with ~n opposing imperinlist power (possiovly Germgay), In all
these crses our policy of defense remeins fundemeninlly the scmee Just os the
Fronr, «Joviet pact did not cruse us tocbandon the defense of the Soviet Union
80 cie HitlerwStalin pact connot comse this chonge,

The grect denger of the Hitler=Stalin pact (ns of all such pacts with imperw
ialist powers) is thot in the course of ~ war conducted Jointly with Hitler,
such ecconomic concessions will be made (end of foreign trode monopoly, changes
in property reletions) ns to destroy the workers in the Sovict Union ond convert
it into o mere pavm of Germen copiterlism ond the German militery machine, 3But
this has not yet ¢ccurred and to bose any policy upon its clrendy hoving token
place would be false.

The invesion of Poland by the troops of the Red Ltrmy, the threat gf force
ageinst the Boltic nations and of wor ogeinst Finland....oll corried through
regardless of the will of the masses whose fote was being decided in typicel
Stelinist bureoucretic foshions...cnn only serve to place the Soviet Union
in on even more preccrious position, On the one hend these pélicles repel
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the oppresscd nntionnrlities tmnd colonirl neoples 211 over the vorld, who throw
the Sovict Unlon lato ths crmp of cppressorsetogother with the imperinlist
notions; ~nd wio consoquently see little renson, from their point of view
(erroncous as 1t may be),. for r~1lriig to the defenst of the USSR; ~nd on the.
other hnnd, these ccts tend to destroy the revolutionrry initinstive of tho
world working clrnss (porticulerly those in foscist countries) who leok for the
overthrow of their own oppressors not. by their own rovolutionary initintive .-
but by milii~ry intervention from the cutside, JFor these re~sons end for its
disorienting of the workingclnrss, Stolinfs intervention in the present vor has -
bean o blow at the world worling clrss,

Leng ogo hoving discorded the verspective of the world revolution the Stolindst
burecucraey hes only ‘one guiding nimg .the defense of its own priveleges tnd
incrmey. . In its intervention in Polend end in the Bnaltic, the vurcoucrhey
pursued theso. cimg not by -striking blows ot copitnlism but by blows at the.
worklng class revolution ~nd hence ccrricd on o resctionnary wrr vhich we do not
support cad which we oppose.

To defend tht interests of ‘the bursrucracy, Stolin adopted the poliey of
Peoplets Front nnd-strengled tias Trench revolution aond delivered the Spenish
proletnrint into the honds of £ascisa. For precisely the scme fundrmenteol
motives, St~lin mnde his nllimmoe with Hitler end corrisd on n wor ngeinst
Polands This was o recction~ry wer ~nd hes opened up the possibility of o whole
series of militrry ventures of the s~ne order ~nd in ench crse our policy must
be the. somey - SR :

During such o war we.scy to tha Soviet mossess +this wer is not in our interests
and only reveals more clenrly than ever before the repctionnry noture of Syoline
ism. Wo%. on ‘ounce of .our strength can go' to its support while o1l our energles
must gn into the fight ngeinst Staliniem, ’

It goes without ‘'srying thet our condemnntion of the Stolinist moves in the Bpltic
hoe nothing in common-with the Mue end ery-rodged by the spokesmen for the
demoerctic impericlisme, Taey condemn Stolin for desertingz the ‘bourgeoisie

of ‘the AlMed comp, * We condemn him for hetreying and disorienting the viorld -
working elnss, “Above all in our ngltrtion cmong the mosses we must first of oll:
expose the hypoeriticel lomentotions of the Allies over the fote of the "poord
little notions gobbled up by Stelin!snd Hitler, e o

THE SIOGAI: "FOR THZ UWCOIDITIOIAL DEFEISE OF THZ SOVIET UNION AGAINST
IMPZRIALIST ATTACK,

This slegen connot opply to o resctionnry wor such os thnt conducted agrinst
Polonds Tais by no mecns implies thot we disenrd or reject the slogen, ‘The
question moy be askeds whet good is o slegen thrt does not ~nswer the
question of our attitude towrrd so concrete en event os the invrsion of Polend?
Slogons do not provide us with o rendy mede enswer for every situntion, They
sum up the line of the party., fhe slogen of unconditionnl defense of the Soviet
Union DOES JOT AUD CASTIOT BE APPLIED IiT THIS PARTICULAR CASE beczuse we cre not
denling with « war for the defonse of the Soviet Union but with a renctioncry
VeTe _

~For exemple, we stond for the Wpefensc of China from Jeprnese Imperinlism,!
But suppose Chinn conducts on iavnsion of Siem eond aanexes it in the interests
of the Chinese bourgeoisie? Whet position cen we tcoke? We connot onswor this
question by referring to our previous slogrn for it does not relnte tn this
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situc tion. Nnr woulcl we! be justified in dlsc(.xdm'* our nosz.tion for defense
of Chinx z’gcglnst Jepz*.nese imperirlism from tiis nct "‘lone.» IR

Previously, we 1nterpreted our slegen of unconditi on:‘.l defense os implying th"t
We would swpport cay war by the Soviet Urion ngrinst ouy copi tolist (even semi~
coloniol) stotes 6w, however, it is necessary to recognize the pogsibility of
reactionoxry wers conducted by the Soviet Uniom, - ..wors vihich iie do not support.
In such vers ‘e, do not epply our slogen for the defense of the YUSR,

Since the Soviet: Union under ,the Strlin regime ond its Red Amy are cg"p'“bl‘e of ' -
conducting reactionary wors as well os progressive worsy the Fourth Internatlonﬂl
must determine its stand toward ~ny p "J‘tlu’lll"‘“ war on the bns:ts 0f the f"cts of-
the real situation, - S

It is likewise fully possible thot some move by Stalin which is pnrely renction-
M‘J.(e.go dinvasion of Finle ond ) may provide,the Aililed Powers (or Hltler) mth
o pretext .for.lsunching o general offénsive ageinst the UssR, In such o cose
we must stond for the defem.e of the Soviet Union regnrdless of the immedi'*te n
caugs for the outbrepk of the wer, . .

The mogority of the NeQe Tae majority of the 1,0, hrs thus frr fo 11ed td give .
ony snswer to the problems roised by the invasion of

Poland, - To the question: do we suppori the war of Stnlin ageinst Polond; do

we glve it materinl ocssistnnce - the mnjority repliess....the soviet union is &

degene:‘a.ted workers stote, This is on onswer to onother question, ’We contiot. . - -

support the mojority in this present digpute because it hes no ste ted posiinon

on the question ot issue,

The mmority of the N.C, Considered ns ~n tmendment to the party position on the
noture of the Soviet Union ond the defense of the USSR and not as o substitute
for it, the position of the minority on the events arising out of the Polish
invasion deserves the support of the party. This by no mecns implies on endersow
ment of every line of the Shachtman resolution which hns been presented by it,
While the mojerity blinds its eyes to the concrete renlity, it is possible to
work out the cnswer to problems ns they rrise in life together with the
minority, : :

-

Ben H¢ .11
Yovember 20, 1939,
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STALLIIST IMPERIALISK & THE COLONIAL TEVOLUTIONAZY MOVE.EX )
, 37 Shermen Strnley -
The m~jority MAvtioncl Committee comr-des conceive of Stilin as o strow figure,
sitting in tremblinz fear behind the Kremlin ualls -cnd fenrful of moling the
slichtest move to upset the strtus quo, - One mejority supporter hes described
Stolin ~s o "poper-mnché  Sphinx". scored out of his wits lest someond 1lizht

o matech to him, - s C e

Ve hove 1o degire to overestim~te the strength of the Strlinist burcomcracy which
remeins in pover only &8 2 result of the defects of the world proletariat, 3ut
neverthcless, it would be utterly folse to refuse to recognize thnt Stalinism
has increased its strength as o rosult nf its Polish and.Boltic compaigns and the
heavy blowis that thesc nctions hove been to the Russian working closs. With its
preseyt position which, im our opinion, is simply o refugal to. analyse events

by igaoring them, the Majsrity foction connot ewen offer o prognosis as to (a)

‘ -

the moaning -of the new turn in tha.Gommunist Internationaly (b) what mey be ex—

pected from Stalinism in the nanr future.

It is cleer to us from the first fow months of the wor that the only immedicte
serious revolutionnry hopes lis in the.colonies =~ concretely, the colmpnies

of British end French impericlism, Sufficient evidence exists to prove -~ cven

to our conservative minded mejority supparters = thet the colonial people in

the "democratict imperinlist empires hnove rejected in toto any iden of:isupporting
the present imperialist war, - : E .

Vith ropid strides, Indla is lecping to the forefront of the world revolutionrry
movenment, As o matter of fact, one might scy that this vast colony alone cone
stitutes todoy the only nctive. source of revolutionary activity and militent
brogresse The Indien Rovolution is before us in its preliminory stoges, It
conmands the attention of our Internationel, - -

At the somé time it constitutes a decisive testirig—ground_ag to who ig corvect

in their present anclysis of Russials role in thg war ~ the minority faction,
whose viewpoint we state, or the majority fection of qur Party, When the
question of Stalinist intervention in the colonies ~nd Indn hos been roised the
responsible majority comrrdes heve ridiculed the iden = fvhy bring up Indiall -
"fonteostic speculntion® - WStolin doasnts hove the economic brse to fling hime
self ageinst the colonies! etc,  We reject this shortsighted ond blind conserve -
atlsm end in this orticle gholl ottempt to point to the reclities of the site
uation; Stoliniem s todoy proporingz overt ond deeisive intervention in the
ggloninl revolutionary movemente in general, ond Indie in prrticular,

*#% By the term Wgtolinist Imperiglism! we mecn precisely. the meening given to it
in the minority resclution, The present, -new policy of the Soviet burecucracy
eiming at .conquest, aggrandizement, plunder, reveiues to replete its exhousted
fixed copitpl, etc, We consider tiet §yalin is driven to these imperinlist
mecsures by the internal contradictions of Soviet economy - (the incbility to
bulld ¥socinrlism in one country"), Despite its desires for perce, the burcoue
croey 1s not the mester of its own destiny, Despite itself, it is forced to nct

t
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We meke no effort to predlct ths exnct noture of this intervention =~ whether
it will be conducted from ®insice" ns it wes in Spain, with the direct inten-
vention of the GPU, end smcll Red Aymy detachments; or whether it will tecke
on the form of open inveasion, os with the invasion of Poland and the Bnltic
nctions, Ve present below the concrete focts and theoretical considerntions
behind our rnalysis, Ve submit thot before the year 1939 has run its course
the material evidence will hnve accumulated mountein high.

(e) The chorecter of the present wars It is not sufficient for us os Merxion
sclentists to state Wthis 1s on imperinlist var® and let it go ot thrt,
liorxliam sssumed that the only kind of world wer thot could be fought today
would be an Imperinlist wor, The Majority comrades 'nre sctisfied with utter-
ing this linrxist truism, We, however, insist upon n more concrete onerlysis e
whet ore the stroteglc gonls of the rivel imperinlimas and their rllies,

how does the strategy of world revolution fit into our rnelysis, etc.

Ta us the ,pz"esent wor o8 1t is being fought now consists of o united front
(militory, economic rnd political) Between Germon impericlism cnd the Soviet
bureaucrecy heving os itd basic stroteglc cim the destruction nnd ree~division
of the British Bupires Tho rival Allied impérinlists are fighting specifio-
rlly for the retention of the coloninrl slove Empires. It is o struggle for
world redivision between two imperinlist blocs « in oie of which the Soviet
buresucracy must be included. Hnturslly, Hitler rims ultimrtely rt the des=.
truction of the Soviet Union, Nobody excludes the possibility (even probability)
thrt the war will ultimntely turn into on impericlist asseult on the UsSeSeRe
But todey this 1s not the cnse, Todoy there is r united front between §tolin
end Hitler cimed nt destroying the British Empire cnd by that action likewise
subjugnting the seconderafe Frénch:coloninl HBupire, The fact that Hytler hes
not yet launched his full frontal ntteclk upon the British is in all 1ikIihood
due to the serious internal difficulties vithin Gemmony, But this is not
decisive as we ghall soon see,

(v) The Jew Turn of the Qommnist Internstionnls Mhe Mojority comrrdes dess
cribe the mew turn as o Pleft cover® for the Hytlem=f§talin allinnce. We cgree
with this insofar as it goes, but it is more then that, . Those comrndes who -

see in the new line o return to the ¥Mird Period® rre victims 3f n superficinl =
that 1s, frlse = onclysis. True, there are certrin slogons in cormon (Munited
front from below! etc.). But there arec fundementrl differerces between the -
®Third Period®nond the new perisd, The historic circumstonoes, the motives, the
cims ore entirely different, A : .

The new.line we consider o rdflection of (1) the SirlimnmHjtler nllirnce riming
to serve the interests of Germen imperinlism; :(2) the independent rims of
Stelindst impericliem niming o serve the interests of.the Soviet buresucrncy.
Ihe new line 1s cimed primerily nt the coloninl revolutionary movements, with
the goal of seizing their lendership ~nd distorting the genuine revolutionory
feolings of the mrgsee in the interests of.the buremoracy.. The new line is

o strotegy to deceive the coloninl messes, to deliberately divert the revolutions
ory current into counter=revolutionrry. chonnclf, 'The Mejority cdomrades refuse
to recognize this ~nd 1limit. their annlysis to describing tho new line as o
clonk for the cllinnce, e however mrintein thot the Gomintern is directing
rll its concentrated powers todry ot the célonirl revolutionnry mowement
with Indin in the forefront, . : : ’

AB cqnerete evlidence of our viewpoint vie oz‘,‘fervthe fbliowingg' e ﬁv.terio.l is
glven not necessnrily in the order of its importonce.
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(1) Intensified ceiiviticvs of the §trlinist Red Armios ~nd its GPU ogents
hos been reported in the .wrrious border snd buffer.stst-s thot lie ~round Russia.
end Indiag™ These include Simiicng, Afzhaniston, Woziristan, the Iorthwest.
Frontier of Indle, Ir-n, Irng, ctc., The "C\llVitle include concant retion of Red
Arny troops, GPU. cgit~tion '*mo‘x" the tribesmen rnd nensonts (Afghaniston nrime
erily), stirring wp of Hindd-leslom troubles (m ziristan), generrl anti-British .
propogende. on em increnged sBalee  Pre ,ctic'ﬂly none of thesc reports hove been
denied by the SOViet government. The British mzthoritics, on tha-other hnnd,
do not hesitate to. cccuse the:Stolinists of activity in tho buffer strtes surrounde
ing India. Thig despite Chrmberleints wooing of Russi'vl

(2) The Comintern snd tho. Eaglish co:mn\mist PJtJ ha*vc heen directlnb
"revolutionary" menifestoes. ot the coloni'zl poople «~ particularly Indie - :
for the pest few weelis, They roise Artionalist, rnti-British sllgons - " down
with British {mpericliem, 1~1cue"ocndence for the colonies" ete. Interestingly
enough, the leader of the English-C.P., replacing the demoted Herry Pollitt,
is the St".linist Indian. outhorityy the he lf-phindn Ba .’Pclme—mtt.

Pravd;'. lik:ewise displg,.ys in‘aum '1nterpst" i $he plight of the- Indian masssa,s,
devot:lng long rrticles deccribisg Pritish ippsfalisn and,. cccording to o W.Y,
Times @igpeteh from Uoscov, Rd:gcting the grodng forces of ravolty", Stolinist
propagand,e todey, aside from ezlyating for an Wmperiznlist peoce, makcs mach of
the colonial slave pozmlot:.ons ond their revolwtionary nctivities, Speeches -
on policy delivered by Kolotoff and other leading bursaueratic figures go out -
of their wey to mention Indir and worn tne Bri’cish to wntch tueir Empire.

" (3) Mobilizotlon of tho Blitish 'xrmies: It is fnct of the highest sig—
nificance that the real concentrrtion of the Bpitigh. forces (infantry, cirplone
etc,) is not in Teonce, but 1in the Aslctic colobdes, . There ore less thon -
200,000 men zm the Westein i‘rcnt. Tasre are of least 600; OOQ, British troops -
(mostly colonials) -concentrrtaed within India a.}mxg.- “fha renrl British axrmy s . -
strung from Egypt, through Prles¥ine, Iron, Irag, the Northwest Frontier
Province rnd Punjcb, Bumme, etcs In recent weeks the B.itish forces in Iren
Irag,. Suez Cenol, orthern India ete, have deen greetly cugmented by Moslem ,
troopss It is apparent that the British impericlists -ore. ex;:ectmg the. g,re"test
threat to their imper:.c.l damination in these arsass .These forges ore concentrated
there not merely to.de eupldyed agoinst the revolting ma BSuB. but ‘also ageinsd
rival imperioclist 1nva.ders -~ nemely, Besia ond Berme : PR

. (4) _AgJ.vities within- Ind}p Itself, . L

We must ﬁrs‘c of 011 rea.lize thc fnct thﬂt St'ﬁ,inism L. a already o powerful
force in Indin befgrs the war begen, Despite the smal? sizc of ﬁhe -Porty 1itself,
it hod a tremendous influence ip the trade wnien, pecsont. and Stotes? Peoples
movements, It exercised 'lendership over some of the most powerful unions e
textile, jute, printing vorkers etec, As en exrmple of its influence, in local
elections held in Bembay, Strlinist condidntes who ren ogednst officlal Cone
gress c.e.ndidetes, verc.elected B ell crses oxer the Congress condidate T
Stoliniam’ had penetr ated deeply iato the .rougks of- the Congress Socinlist Party
and on thé eve of wor vas well 'xd.vo.nced tow crd-its gool-of sun llowlng up the
lc'tter p.'t‘t,{. o . . o C o % . . — ¢ ,, o -

Is it reasonz 'ble to ‘belicve. the.t St'zlinist influance had decliaed with
“the odoption of the new line- e.ad its concormitent pseydo=revolutionary :
slogens? For from it, Evérything indicotes, dnfortunntely, the opposites
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We hnve rlrendy expleined in rrticles published in the SOCIALIST APPZAL tpe~
recgons behind the prepent rggressive stend of Gendhi and the bourgeois °
lev.ders of the iirtional Congress. They rre bending backwcrds to obsorb the

r_ific revolutionory pressure exerted by the mossess - But who is the orgnTe
izing force behind this revolutionnry energy? Is it spontaneous? The answer
is that this is undoubtedly pertly 80y dut primerily no, The orgrnized press-
ure on the (ongress rightewing is being mobilized by t the gtalinists and the '
_left hotionrlists who ore rapidly falling und.er Stolinist control, .

Gendhi hos reversed 1008 his position when the wor begrn., . Becomse he has
suddenly become revolutionary? No,. becouse he wes forced to by the mrsses whose
revolutionrry energles crecte an idenrl enviromment for the dirty work now being
condacted by the Comintern a.nd its Indlen GPU. - These nre the facta.

The Stolinists -cre ndvancing the mest fmilitant? slogoas in Izdied the, Bteline
1sts ade leading £ penexal strike. of ‘40,000 textile ‘wotkers in cnwnpore; the
Stolinists are heading r wolkout of 31,000 jute workers in Galcuttrs.. The Stnline
iste: hnve orgnnized o united NLefd.:Sonsolidntion Bloe! which lirs joined together
ell 'the left nptionnlistg ond. pett*p-bourgeois ‘centrists in o dloc under Syoline
1st control, Iue to the rigid cengorship.it is still ’ingpoesible to get com-
plete dotrils as to their nctivities but we nssure the comrndes that the focts
we cite above are’ only e few 1nsto.nces of the mounting: influence of damagogic
Stalinist ,propa.gandor ‘ A SR

(5) S§tolinimm ond the PettyeBourgeols Egtionalists: The petty bourgeois nete-
lonalists who are the outspoken adnd active leaders in the Notionel (ongress
today are extramely susceptibdle to ‘Btalinist influence, -Where political :
resistence is offered, the golg, of: the GPU is employed = o femilinr method )
in Qomintern history, - There nre decisive illustrations of how the present
Nleft® le: Aership of the OOngress 1s coming under Sto.linist 1nf1uence. e 'cite
the most signifi.czmt- o oy . o

(2) Ppondit Nehrus - Nex$ to Gandhi he is the mpst importo.nt congress spokesman'
and leader, Jor yenrs under Sto.linist influence he hos recentlj igsued o
stotement (Times of Indin) glving his taclt endorsément to thé StolineHitler
Pocte. Ve once compared him to Largo Opballero w the resemblonce is becoming
cleexrér os he emerges as the lending Stolinist "front" &n Indin,..

(b) MeNe Roy: This men is fomillar to =1} revolutionists 6s one of the worldle
most cynical opportunists. gensitive to every straw in the wind,. Of utmost
significonce therefore are his gyrptions... At the beginnirg of the war Roy
prepared to support the British on the hasis of .a struggle ngainst Noziame.

Todey he has chenged oompletely zmq, come bockk to Staliniam, endorsing the Hitlerw
Stolin poct ete. : o !

(c) EKemnladevis I'oremost woman 1mtiona.list 1eader, member of the Congress
Executive Committee, one of the founders of the Congress Soclallist Portye. In o
conversation with the euthor of this article (she is ot present touring Americe)
this prototype of the petty bourgeois nationnlist stated her support of the
StalimmHitler Pocts Well known to have violently discfreed with the Sfolinists
during their Populer Front period, she now openly stvtes thet o "basis for
collrhoration between her Porty ~nd.the Q.P. exists.m 8&he cdmitted to d.iscusﬂ-
ion and collo’borotion \7ith Re Palme mtt, Engliah Stolinist lender.

‘e
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The official representctive ef the don«re ss in Le"ldon is the well known Stolin-
ist, Krishna Menon, - All tnis is 1illustrntive .of whet is hoopening in the ronks
of the petty bourgeois nctionczlists,

Strlinism con go to these people end orfer them Russinon support - money, fdvise
ors, prestige, possibly even mu.nitiom, etc, The coloninl netty hourgeois with
his limited perspective; has nlwbys been susceptible to the influence of extern—
ol 'xge'xdes. This hoe besd n'u'ticule.rly trus for the Indian petty bourgeois
who of vorious times ‘hns passed through the comps of Germens Bnglish and Japene
ese forelgn service, §teliniem will ‘have & comp".r"tively engy" t'msl: with these
people,. It is buydag them off right noWs

CONCIUSIONS:: {1) stannism ond the Sovist. buremucracy, vh .sing itself on the new
line, o~re prepering for drnstic intervention in the colontol revolutionery . :
movements which now center sround Indic, Tuis interverntion will aim to behand
the ‘Bemiine revo]ntiona.ry movemont in the intorests of the lmperic.list allinnce
with Germony ond in the Anterasts of the Soviet bursmeracy itselfy It is im-
possible to state the exnct ferm this -intervention will ultimntely casume except
to stote that it hns alrsady begun Wwith on attvempt to ‘soled 'l:'hra leaddrship .of
the workers and peasants within Indio itsalf.

3) Our 1utemn.tional movement must pIe\.ce Ateelf on guird and
glve serious conslderrtion to the meening of the new §tolinist line ond its
imperinlist objectives, The sterile, formrlistic lM~jority position is incepoble
of this precisely beosuse of its indirect and prssive support of the present
Soviet foreign poliey, - Dofensiem in the Sovidt Union in $he present. wor meone -
support of stvlihiumls .hmerh.iu‘b “1ms,-whe'bhsr it be v.rith regnrd to . Finland,
Besstsra.")ia. '.l'urkey. ind.to. etc. ’ : .

' (3) Given the present circumstnnces. if . struggle trkes pln.ce in
the Neor aad Prr Best betwoen the armies of “Britleh dmpericliem. (striving to
retnin its coloninl slove Bmire) ond the Red cxmies of the Stalinist burenucracy
(striving to seize n~ud divids up the coloninl Eupire of the 3pitish) the Fourth
Interngfional ca nnot h ve oi other position thon thnt of revslutionnry defent— -
ism on both gides,in/ ’1 %¥ 8on should be support to the comp of the colonial
rovolutionists who are condicting their fight o.gninst toduyts impericlists (the
British) and the would~be-imperinlists of tomorrow ‘(the Stalinist buremmcracy).

L2222 1 1 e

Chines - <It is necesas .ry to rcdd o briéf Liote on c’ﬁ.ne ; 8tnlinien iz todpny deeply

- entongled with Chinese’ mvtters end is openly prepcoring cnother moustrous
betrayal with definite imperirlist aims. -Clashes ‘between the Chinese Red Army -
ond the Kuamintong crmies, the Jopenese truce, the current trade negotictions
with Jepea, the seizure of certnin of Chinnts northera provinces = 21l point
toward ‘one thing, Thet is, an impericlist ngreémeit with the Jeponese bourgeoia-—
is by wm.ch Btalin gets sections of ‘northern Chinn cond the Jopanese settle for
gool with 'Chiang Kel @hok » thcot-1s, become the ‘master of central and south Chinc,
Such en ngreement will aYso give tho Jroponése o clenr signrl to move ngrinst the
British pose¢essions (Hong Kong etc,); French IndowChinn end the Dutch ‘Enst Indies,
It will be e For ’xpstern nruion of ‘the msso-.(}ermf..x Alliance. :

p—
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The Role of Soviet Russia in the Present Epoch.

Victor Jox. = R

1. fThe clmrc.cter of our Epoch.

The out'break of the new 1mper1alist NIBY renders obligntory a revision of the, gen- )
eral perspectives of our development, To console our impotence, as one by one

the notions of the earth are orushed benenth the iron heel, with the repetition

of welleworn phrases depling with the weckness and isolation of the internationals
ists in 1914, no longer suffices. Our former tendency to deduce from our minute
size a lengthy period of development has been proven radically folse. We haye
reached the end, The Fourth International is meking its last stand. Either the
present imperialist war will be termnated by revolution or the possibiuty of -
revolution itself will diae@pee.r. : : , )

In the light of this situa.t:long - the te‘,les'c;)ping of long and short ferm perspect-
ives into.n brief span of years, the relafive importance of various forces is
trensformeds The notionnlized economy of the Soviet Union 1s still relatively:
progressive, but its specific weight in the totel world situntion has been
immensurcbly lightened, Contrariwise, #uch frctors es tend to retard the develop-
ment of class consciousness or constitute obstaéles between the Fourth Inter—
;mtionalists end the mmsen, even if only in ahght d.egree, now loom os immensite
o8¢ ,

Either the proleto.riot will nmke a decieive bid for world dominion in the immed~
late future, or the preservation of the Soviet Union will beoome o matter of
complete indifference to the exploited masses. The Soviet goverrment. notionale
ized economy incl uded, provides the Russizn people only with poverty .end suffer
ing, Its justificntion con be found only in the world revolution, If that
prerspective fodes away into o temporal hagze, then the question of whether Stalin
or Hitler rules from the Xremlin will Yecome & metter of little 1mporto.nce

either to the Russian. people ©r the nistory of moxkind, - :

11, .The 'Workers' sto.te' I'ormu.la-

The altered char~cter of the genera.l situotion h,as been supplemented by , virtual
revqolution in the diplomatic and military position of the. Buropeen powers. Yet :
many comrades stubbornly refuse to rewevaluate the Buropean scene and the place
of the S.U. in it, The role of Steliniem, the form of the Russion state, its
nationclized property relations, ete. heve undergone no significant changes in the
past two years,.they-8eclare quite ustly, Why then is a new evaluation n 07 §
In reply it may be pointed out thot the chemical properties of silver have/un er-
gone no: alterations for several yem‘s, & fact which has not: prevented the widest
fluctuations in its ve.lue. . C -

+
When we- insisted upon ce.lling the swiet Union a "workers'atate“ two yeo.rs 880,
whot wos the concrete mecning of our-action?. It was an assertion _qf the dual role
of the Russian state and of our intention to defend Russials nationnlized econemy.
The Wworkerst! stete® formule did not and could not have defined our position on
the militery expansion of the Soviet Union beocouse we never seriously considered
that o poseibility, We considered the extension of the Soviet Union-impossidle
opart from the extension of the revolution. The speculations upen which we based
our formulae dealt exclusively with the cession of territory by the Soviet Union
and not at all with its acquisition, Our previous discussion hag absolutely no
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relevg sce to the qaestions AoV ~t 1ssue. ’l‘hc insistn,acb upon the fprnuL
yoricers! stote menns unconditionrl defense" crn serve only’ two purposesi 1)

evasion:of n chiswer to Russials Polish.ond Beltic exprasion, ~nd 2) the reserv- o
ation of the privilege of lnter providing any onswor which seams expedient, - :
fhe diggrc.ceful reelity of thig evn sio‘x is well known aot only. to ourseiw,s but '
to the 1lnbor movemant ot 1 crges - L e : .

‘111.  %he Invasion of Polv.'nd-'.

Meny supporters of the majority viewpoint wers inclined to Justify the Soviet
invasion of Polrand of the grounde of milltnry nocessity. It crnnot be denied
thet the present Soviet frontier hes nmeny militory ndventoges over the olds It
hos bean gfebtly ehortened, 1f now runs lorgely a.'kong river baiks, and the Pripet
maz'shes ‘hayve been intérposed betweon Russic ond cay possible Germen offensive,
Yet to: judgé.the issue on this brsis is to relnpse into cotipleto subjectivism,
We moy -osgume either ~) the Xremlin wns frightened by the repid Germon ndvince
end so-deckdedito toke'militrwy precoutions, or b) Stalin mede o deal with Eitler
in ordar 6 acquire new tarriteries to holatgr his prestige ond reveiues, Elther
hypothesis .wil% ‘recount for the known focts, rad precisely becruse of thet, these
end 211similar speculntidps howe né relevence whotsoever to the 1ssugs For the
conaaqnences ‘of the invesion pre ia né woyr. rffected by the motives ‘or enfecedont
monoeuvers of the Xremlin cliQuo. ‘The puri'c of stolin's;_tnouuhts 18 of

interest enly to o morolist. I |

Conu’nde Tro’cal:y pnrentl,r f"lla .’mto o similer fnlse rppronch with his cnnlogy
of the burning. Hicuse (Dulletin nos 2; prge 4)s Lét us suppose thet 4t wos not
Stalip ond his- cli.que who set the house on firs. Thnt then? "let us suppose ";
thet prior to the war Stolin Med denounced G.maongls orritorinl onbitions, ond *
pledged support to Polend; thnt following Geimon it thiust, Russic actually hcd
gent supplies to the Poles; thot Germon Faccomses hed contimued; tnd thet Russia
had thereupoin sent in troops, an netion wiich roised the dzmger of o war on two
fronts end forecd iHitler to yleld helf of Polend to Russia, If Gomrod.e Trotelzy
were consigbtent, he would then hirve hailed the canexation os o progressive oet,. .
~8 o bit ef life-scving on §telints port, performed in o ¢rtnstrophe for which
he woe in 1n0-sense responsible, . For Trotsky regords Russici ninexction cs the ,
"1esser evil", to be condemned under the present circumstruces lorgely becouse
1t freilitoted Gernrnyts ramexetions: (the Mgreater evilW), Ia short, Trotaky is
content %o base his position on the vitel question of Soviet expension upon the
eplsodic shifts of Gtrlinls forelgn policy,

There is u very simple method of determining owr position on SOv'ict expensiom
Ees the Polish revolution been advanced or retnrded’ by Russion eamexrtiont? This K
1s the decisive question in the present period. If the world proletorist mekes
no bid for power, it is altogéther 1likely thnt the Russo=Gormen border will be
shifted mony times in the next century, Bui such shifte will hove en importeonce
corresponding to those involved in the medieval confliet between HrPsburgs and -
Wittelsbochs, Revolution is for more likely -in the Gc,rm’*.n-occupied crens then
in those nunexed by Stalin, And the rovolutionary poteﬂtialitiea even of the
Gerupn-occupied d.istricts hevl beei reduced by Russint!s overshedowing position,
Therefore Russion n.mex:\’cion is not the Mlesgetr evil! daspite cortoin minor
przgressiw fectures, Pu.ssi oy neutr 11ty would inve been the gomuine "lesser
eviln : '
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The Soviet Union remains the country least likely to initiate the coming
revolutionary upsurge. Irancols Spain and Hitlerls Germany are more pleusible
loci for the first act, The exteasion of the revolution to the Soviet Union
will toke the form of an invasion - certa.lnly in the political sense aud
possibly in the military sense as well, fhe extension of the frontiers of the
Soviet Union, in addition to the baleful effects it has on its immediate victims,
limits the possible field of operation of the proletariat and strengthens the
forces of social inertia both in the Soviet aad capitalist worldse . Concerning
any given territory we must aluays ask: will the incorporation of tils capltals
ist area into the Soviet Union further the revolution? The answer will always
e no.

‘liany comirades stress the subjective consecuences of Stalinls annexation: It
spreads the §1llusion that nilitary operctions alone can destroy capitalism,
apart from any activity of the workin*f class, Undeniably true., 3ut let us
suprose tnat reality corresponded to thls illusion. let us assume that the red
army were capeble of conquering the natlons of the earth and destroying their
social institutiond, Should we then Ffaver a molicy of military expansion?
Since no sane person considers the condition of life of the Rassian worlzer

a desirable one, the question really anmounts to this: would the termination
of capitalist encirclement and the integration of Eussian and world economy
result in the elimination of the Russian state, or would they merely enable
this organism to extend its depredations to new fields? It should by now be
clear that thls bureaucratic orgenisn cah no 1onber be destroyed simply by
renoving the ¢auses which brought it into beings A considerable mitigation

of the pressure of canitalist encirclemeat as a resaly of shorpening imperi'xlj.st
rivalries; an increased porticipation in world trade; a steep rise in prode
uction, with a concomitant rmultiplication of the raniks of the proletmriat w 21l
these things have been accompanied not by a we«:xlfenima but rother by a tremen-
dous growth of -the bureaucracy. Thot is our a.ns.ver. And specul tion on-this
problem, the conseauences of Soviet conquest of the planet, provides. ug.with
an answer to tae ;Dolish question. For it is the macrocosn of which the
recent Soviet annexation 1'; the .microcosm,

The pr".ctica.l conclusions to _-'be drown from this analysis are as followss

1), ‘mssia*s perticipation in 'thé'present ver is reactionmry, inosmuch o8 the.
conguest oi‘ new territories is the dom:.na,nt cherccteristic of thot phriicipa tlpn.

'2). We advocate @ policy of revolutions. r;r defeatism of the Soviet army as
well «s for the bourgeois ramies, laylng.grectest stress upon fraternization
of the troons. ’

3)s Ve recognize ns progressive the hostility of the peoﬁles of the border
nations to Soviet advence, and seel: to separate thelr strugile from that of
their 'bourgeois overléords fighting for their property,

1Ve The Problem of '.B‘inlend,.

The issue in Finl aad is heclouded by no such ‘$neidentol question as communitJ
of language vith Russio or the denger of Germen & titacke . It is still unresolved.
Yet despite.the golden -opportunity of our party to intervene with a progrem
before the event instead of an ﬂ.na.lysis ai‘ter it, our press remuined silent on
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the subject until the recent article of Comrade-}orrow (Appeal, llov. 7). Comrade
Morrow declares bluntly that he is susplcious of Molotoffis explanations. In
this he reveals a healthy scepticiem, But however adequate Comrade Merrow!s
suspicions may be for the Political Cormittee, they do not suffice for the
Finnish people, For the Finnishworkers and pessants are in advance of Comrade
Morrow. They are not merely suspicious of Pussian invasion, ~they are onposed to
it. If we do not provide them with a formula for fighting the Soviet Union,

the Pinnigh bourgeoisie unquestionedly witt, - .= * =~ - - o

What will Soviet amnexation mean to the Finuish veopleé? The destruction of
their national independence, ligquidation -of worlters! organizations and Gemocrate
ic rights, GPU terror, the rmrder of militant workers‘-'and-leading'inﬁellectua.ls', )
the plundering of personal velongings and, not least in importancs, a lowering
of sevenpy~five percent in the ‘standard of living. Are these things trifles?
Will the abolition of private property compensate for them? Finnish democracy
is far fyom perfect, even in a bourgeols senso, but can we seriously contend =
that the Fianish people have aq8aing to loset 'HoWever inoorrect Finnish pate
riotism may be in the presant osfuncture, it is far more wundeérstandable and

far more pardonable than Soviet-gutriotism. Those amonz us who support the

Red Army against Finland do not attain the statue of the vatriots of 191< solely *

becausc of the more limited extent of their opportunities. Their »olicy in
actlon would deliver the Finnish proletariat to its ruling class. o

Our program for Finland must stress the election of army officers by the troops, -
direction of the aray by soldicrs! comaittees, 2ll democratic rights for the
soldiers, nationalization without compensation of ell factorics necessary to
national defense, cormandeering of all commodities needed by the arny, election
of workers! committees in each city to supervise defense trork, etcs Ve must
start the Finnish revolution by telting the army away from the bourgeoisie. We
must utilize nationalism as a weapon against capitalism and Stalinism, In
Finland we must take our place aa super~defensists, and in Russia as saboteurs
and agents of the enemy., Only thus. can we advancée the revolution; Failing a
regime of.dual pawer in Finlend, we tmst, of  course, simply condemn the war * -
as reactionary on both sides, ' ORI : - : '

¢

V. The Oé"cupi'ed Terriﬁories. e

If the expansion of the Soviet Union is reactionary, we canuot, of course, defw.
end its acquigitions, If, on the other hand, it is progressive, then we must
not merely defend Soviet acouisitiociis, but take the initiative in:urging new
invasions and ‘conquests, ' Inteymediate between these two positions there exists
only confusion and inconsisteney. o defentible third position 1s possible,
Either a) it 1s better that territory Xvz be‘inside'mssia\tha.n‘out‘slile'it', or
b) it 43 not better., - If 1t is botter, then ve must say so before 'as well as
after annexation, o : e - : ‘ [ S

Let us consider the concrete case of the Red Army invading a resisting Rougania,
nationalizing ‘property as it goose .Shall we be ‘defeasists or- defeatists? ghall
We condemn the invasion tut "defend the already conquered areal: -Shall we be
defeatists.in artlllery brigates (offensive) end defeneists among the machine '
gunners (defensive)? The Roumaniana will starcely comprehend our subtle
distinctions, ST S P S

The half-andwhalf position looks more plausible only when applied-to an issuc
already settled, such as the Polish 4nvasion, -Having va.li‘éntly kept our heads"
well under the bedelothes while the siooting was goinz on, we Were enabled to
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conserve..o_fn_' énei‘gies sufficiently to teke a very strong point of view afterw
wards on another fight that might be brewing, . Byt if we abandon our ancient
vice of drawing lessons from events, and think in terms of anticipating them,

the issue becomes clearer, .

Let us suppose that Hitler attempts to retrieve the Soviet ennexations, We
will say to the German soldiery MYour struggle is regctionary, = Your govern- .
ment is fighting for the right to enslave thirty million Poles.® He will replys
"So is Russia. 3But you supvort -§talints army. I wonlt listen to any Russian
agent " logic will be with the Gorman soldier, . Our hopes of influencing the
Germbn proletariat, not to mention the peoples of the smaller Furopean and
Asiatic nations menaced by Imasian. advaace; depend upon our taking a clear POt
ition against defense'of any status quo established by Stalin outside his -
borders, neither the nationalized property of Polend nor the fascist dictatore
ships in Esthonia. and Latvia. . For the social regimes maintained in the var=
ious areas are merely incidental features of readtiouary Stalinist expansion,
We cannot appear as accessorles after the.fact and expeot the trust of honest
mei, . T :

In the evéﬂt that the é.{:tadz;: on Russia assumes the nature of an assault on her
property institutions, then 'the question ol acquisitions becomes subordinate and
& different policy is indiecated. . - - ' » ‘

Vs

V1. . The Defense of .the ‘Soviet Union. . _

If this éh'aiygi’s be. accepted, then what of the defenee of the Soviet Union? Can
Wwe consistently  defend 1t under any conditions? ' :

We must face the fact that the Soviet Union with all its appurtenainces, as it
actually exists todpy, .constitutes a gizantic negative factor'in the world
sltuation, and the chief barrier to the world revolution,. . The disaspearance of
the Soviet Union in a great natural catastrophe however deplorable from a
humanitarian point of view, would in no sense be a setback for the revolution,
Rather would it constitute the removal of an obstacle, . ° ' ‘

Vhat ere the foreseeable consequences of an imperialist overturn? The existence
in Russia of & regime capable of suaranteeing investments would open the doors
to Mmerican expansion, as America alone is in e.-position to export large amounts
of capital. The development of the Riesian railways oould easily absorb five
billion dollars, - The creation of a mublic debt for road~building might readily
involve ‘t;‘vo‘ or three billion more.. And these sums would merely pave the way
for larger investments in utilities and factories. Russia would be flooded with
American manufactures, peid for in part by grain exporte and in part by capital
imports.. :

That 1% the real danger involved in Soviet overtura,' Such an event would not
only go far toward solving the problems of dmerlcan capitalism, but would raise
the United States to the position of dominant world power, from which height ‘
it could impose a "pax jmericana® oa the rest of the world, and police Zurope
for world capitalism against the proletarian revolution. :

This is what.we prevent 'in defending the Soviet Union,. !‘We defend not msé'ialé'
progresslvenesg but her ba‘cl»:wardnegs...,y ‘Our defense of the Soviet Unioz; ‘converges

with that of colonial nationg.



Note on the Organizational Questions v
Happily the longwarmmarent vealmiesses ol the perty leadersiin have been brought
out in the open by the disagrecnents on the Russian question, fThere is thus
time to correct these weamesses before war conditions male internal democ-
racy impossible, The sreclal importance of our party as the political reser
voir of the Fourth International maltes tuis correction Goubly imperative,
The fact that members of the ninority bear a share of the responsivility for
the past defeéts in the hartyle functioning in no sense ameliorates the site—
uation, The leddership of the party must possess not only organizational iie
itiative, but the ability to react to new situations with lightuing shifts of
position, Mo general staff of the proletarian vaaguard must not lag behind -
bourgeois diplomacy in tuis respects Tor two montis uow we have been rencte
ing Yo events with 4 4 o o silence, We have aluays characterized such sileace
~oi the part of other parties ag bankruptey, Ve must draw the moral from our -
analyseg,

Covember 11, 1939, . o " Yictor Wox,
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¥E FOURTH INTERNATIONAL IN EUROPE, -

(Stenogrrpherts notey Ioush drast uncorrected by porticipant b8)

Qomrade Joimson: (1) I should very mich like to heor whot Comrode (rux thinks
_ about the tremendous rise in the fighting temper of the
French workers and the acturl decline of owr movement in thot periods At the
founding conference there were six sessions devoted to the French question nad
ot the very eat there wos o dispute about the noture of the resolution to be
drovm upy ‘This gives some idea of the difficultys 0. ond S thought thet it
was almost entirely o question of lendership and organizetion, Blosco thought
thot the comrades could eaclysze the political situstion dut lacked the copoecity
to intervene actively in the struggle of the mosses. ify personal view is thot
1% is due to the sociel corposition of the group, its concontrotion in peris
end its predominent interest in politics rather than in industry, olthough I
noticed in the middlg of 1937 a great change in thot direction, I still bLelieve
however thot this is/’ question walch demonds coreful thought ond onnlysis,

(2) me spenish question. I believe thet it is not too late to initinte, from
all possible sources, an investigation into the erganizetional sctivity of our
comrades in Spaln beginning in 1936, From oll thet I hove heard, 500 well org-
cnlzed comrades inside the POUN would hove been £dle at least to moke on attempt
et the selzure of power in lry 1937. I believe thot we have o grent decl to
lecrn from the methods of work pursucd by our comrades inside the POUI end oute
side¢ And inasmuich os in Tronce, and perhops in Folland and in Britain, wvhere
there zro centrist perties between us ond the Soclal Dentocracy ond vherc it is
likely thet we moy hove to worlk os our comrodes #d to work in the POUL; in Spain,
for all these rozsons I belleve it is importent thot some worlk should be done on
the actunl experiences of our comrades in Spoin,

(3) The British sections You rre fomilisr with the history of the sectiong
the gplit in 1936 and the formntion of two groups, one consolidnted in the Lobor
- Party cnd one outsides When Cs ~rrived in the surmer of 1938, both groups were
cbout seventy strong. The Lobor Porty group wos more stables, The RSL consisted,
of = fusion between the old iinrxist league which eplit with Groves ond the HorXm
ist group ond wes in contoct with rbout tventy aduirable comrades from Zdinburgh,
The pact for unity and peace stipuleted thet each group was to continue its own
activity ond ofter six months o balance wos to be drovne, The lost news is the
friction has continued ~nd thet the Lobor Porty group is now dominont,

There is also emother group « Leots sroup in the Lebor Party which refused to
hove anything to do with fusion, soying that it wos bound to feil, fMhe lee group
1s very nctive,

I told Comrade Ce thet I hed ultimetely crvived nt the conclusion (a) that I hed
no objection $o even the larger port of the comrades of the fusion group being
in the Lebor Porty; (b) but thot the independent group with its pepor should
contimie, In the lost enclysis, the fraction in the Lebvor Perty would not

grin any lorge number under present circumstonces our independence cs o group
with o peper weos rbsolutely necesscry, Wiclks, Sumner, Sorn ond others of the old
Hoxrxist Lengue who hod worlzed in the Lobor Party for four yeors ond were still in
it, thoroughly ngreed with us thrt on independent voice virs neceded, The Lebor
Perty comrades wented o theoreticel paper like the ow Internctionnl, Ve soid
noj we wented o paper like the old Hilitont, part theoretical emd part agltotionel,
There is not much further to discuss cbout the English question os one has had
time to consider it at o distrmee. It is olear thet no ndvice or policy con per=
form miracles,
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.The position of the IIP hoilever is importoat for us. Orgeaizetionelly it is
week, but it has four M.P!s, its paper sells between 25 and 30 thousand conies
per weelk, its conferences and st~temeuts ore published in the bourgeois neve~
papers, it gets enough financial support to run 15 cendidates in en election
(most of them lose their deposit of $750 per candidate)e In general it soys
much the scme sort of thing thot ve soy snd it tekes awey ell that nmoral and fip-
ancial sunport which, for instaonce, ig ours in the United States where there is
nothing between us ond the Socisl Democracy, such as it is. Furthermore the

IIP is slwoys opening end then clésing, but ve are-uncble to toke advoantoge of the
consistent splits ond general dissctisfrction of the left wing, If we could
split the ILP ond, os Mexton hns threntened to do of his own accord, drive the
Scottisa members into Scotlond rnd lénve the field in Znglend open, we vould be
cole not to create o grect party lending the mrsgses jrmedictely, but we would
mcke extroordinary progress. :

I believe thot the 1936 resolution on the ceatrist perties waich stated .that the
ILP woull soon descend into St~linism was cn e¥ror end- disorientoted the English
section, At the present tim¢ it would seem #et our future progress in 3ritoin
in regard fo the IIP would depené largely on whefher our French section is
successful in nttracting to itself the best elewents in the PSP, {Teverthelens,
I propsse thet our British section should not mexlect the IIP in ony wey and by
mecns of pemphlets, in our press ~nd orticles should mele o concentroted drive
ot ite weokmesses snd divergences and do i1ts best to accentunte the splits which
are constrntly gpening wp ia it so as to fneilitate its destruction.

Finelly there is the question of the comrndes going into industry os hos been
done in one or two districts ia America where intellectusls,-in their determine
ation to get ianto comtoct With the mnsses, hove entered the food industry ond
other industries wherever tant wos possi'ble'; in certnin places with grent success.
It seems to me in Fpance ond most certainly in Britnin, this-is o mecns which
could very well be atiemptel in order to strengtion that contret with the

mosses which is one of the great wecknesses 'of our party in great citios like
London, Poris and to some gxtent Mew Yorl:; vherens tae Belglnn porty, bnsed on n
working cless oren in the feovinces, is extremely well orgenized and despite
certain political weckness during the past period shows thot in any upheavel
such as had teken place in Tronce, it is likely to play o far more powerful

port end ot least Yo show iafinitely gronter progress then our French section
hes showne |

Comrade Cyuxi Yes, the question is wly ve ore not progressing in correspondence
with the vrlue of our conceptions which ere not so mecningless

rs some friends believe, We ave not progressing politienlly. 7Y es, it ig o fack
which is an expression of a general decey of the workers! movements in the last
fifteen yeors. 1t is the mere genei'ﬁl cruse, When the revolutionary movement
ia general is declining, when one defent follows rnother, when Foscism is spreade
ing over the world, when the officinl yrpxiem im the most powerful organization
of deception of the workers, and so on, it is on ineviteble situction that the.
revolutionory elements must work' cgeinst the general historic current cad thot
our-ideas, owr explicctions, cen Ye 8o exnct and wise that one con only demond,
But the mrsses are not educnted by the prognestic theoretical conception, but

by the generol experiences of thelir lives. It is the most geuernl explonction e
the whole situction is ngrinst us, There must be a turn in the class realis=-
ction, in the sentiments, in the feclings of the mnrsses; o turn which will give
us the possibility of o large politicnl success.
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I remember somc discussioas in 1927 in jjoscow after Chiang-Kal Shek stilled
the Chinese workers, We nredicted this ton days before and Stalin opposed us
with the argument that Borodin was vigilant, that (.K.S.- wouldnot have the pose-
ibility to betray us, etc, I believe thai it was eight ¢ ton days lator that
the tragedy cccurred and our comrades expressed opiimism because our analysis
was 80- clear that everyone would see it and would be sure tc win the party.
I answered that the stranzulation of the Chinese revolution is a thousand times
more important for the masses than our predicti'ons. OQur predictions can win
some few intellectuals wilo take an intercst in sueh things, but not thc masses,
The militory victory of Chiang-Kai-Shek will -inevitably provoke a dcprossion
and this 4s not conducive to the growth of a revolutionary fraction,

Since 1927 we havé had a long series of defeats., We are similar to a group

who attempt to climb a mountain and who must suffer again and again a downfall |
of stone,; snow, cte. In Asia and Europe is crcated a new desperatc mocd of the
masses, They heard something analagous to what we say ten or fifteen years ago.
from the C.P. and they are pessimistic: That is the general mood of the workerse
It is the most goneral reason, We caunot withdraw from the general nistoric
current = from the general constollation of the forcos, The current 1s ageinst
us, that is clear, I remember the period between 1908 and 1913 in Russ ias

There was also a reaction, In 1905 we had the workers with us —= in 1908 and
even in 1907 began the great roactions

Everybody invented slogans and mothods to win the masses and nobody won them
they were desperate, - In this time the only thing we could do was to educate
the cadres and they werc melting away, Therc were a series of splits $o the
right or to the left or to syndicalism and eo on, Lenin remaincd with a small
groupy a secty in Paris, but with confideunce that there would be new possib-
ilities of arising, It came ia 1913. Ve had a ncw tide, but then came the
war to interrupt thils developmeat; During the war there was a silence as of
death among the workers. The zirunerwald confercnce was a conference of very
confused .elemcnts in ite majority:s In the deep recesses of the masses, in the
trenches and so on therc was a new mood, pdut it was so deep and so terrorized
thet we could not reach it and give it an expressions That is why the movement
scemed to itself to be very poor aad cven this elcment that met in Zimmerwald,
in its majority, rnoved to tho right in.the next year, in the next monthi I
will not liberate them from their personal responsidility; .but still the genciw
al explanation is that the movement had té6 swim against the currents

Our situvation now is incomparably more difficult than that of any other org-
anization in any other time, because we have the terrible betrayal of the
ommunist International which arose from the betrayal of the Sccond Internation-
als, The degencration of the Third International developed so quickly and so
unexpectedly that the same generation which heard its formation noew hecars us and
they say, #But we have already heard 4his oncel®

Then there is the defeat of the Left Opposition in Russia, The Fourth Internat— -
ional is connceoted genetically to the Left.Opposition; the masses call us
Protskyists, WBTrotsky wishes to conquer thc power, but why did he lose power?i¥

It is an elementary question, We must begin to explain this by the dialectilc

of history, by the cenflict of classes, that even a revolution producos a reaction.

Ma.x Fastman wrate that Trotsky places too much value on doctrine and if he had
moré common sense he would not have lost power, Iothing.in the world is so cor
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vineinz oo success ahd nothing so ropelling as defeat for the large masses.,

You have also the degeneratioa o tie Third on the one side and the texrible
defeat of the Left Oppmsition with the extormination of the vwhole group, These
facts are a thousand times nore convincing for the woricing class than our poor
Paper with even the tremendous circulation of 5000 like the Socialist Apppeal.

We are in a small boat in a tiemendous currents There are five or ten boats and
one goes down and we say that it was cue to bad helmsmanship. 3ut that was nct
the reason — it was becaypgyikhe current was too strong., It is the most general
explanation and we should/ferget this explanatioa in order not to become pessim-
istic = we, the vanguard of the vanguard, Taen this enviromment creates special
groups of elements arouad our bamner, Therc are courageous elemonts who do 0t
like to swim with the current — it is their character. Then there are iantellig-
ent elements of bad character who were never disciplined, win always lonked for
a more radical or more independent tendency and found our tendency, but all of
them are mere or less outsicers from tho general curreat of the workers! movoment,
Their value inevitadly huas its nogative side, He Wi swims against the current
is not connected with the magses, Also, ine social composition of every revol-
utlionary movement in thc bogiundng is not of werkers, It is the intollectuals,
seml-intellectuals or workers comnectéd with tae intellectuals who are dissate.
isfied with the existing organizmatisus. You #i#d in every country a lot of
foreilzners who are not so easlly involved in the labor movement of the country,:
A Czech in fmerica or in Faexice weuld more casily become a member of the Fourth
than in Czechoslovakia, The same for a Frenchman in the U.S. Tae national
atmosphere has a tremendous ppwer over individuals. ‘

The Jews in many countries represent thc semi-fareigners, not tetally assimile
ated, and ‘they adhere to any new critical revolutionary or semi~-revolutionary
tendency in politics, in art, literaturc and so on., A new radical tendency
directed against the géneral current of history in this period crystallizos
around the elements more or less separated from the natidnal 1life of any country
and for them it is more difficult to penetrate Into the masses, Ve are all very
critical toward the social composition of our organization and we must change,
but we must understand that this social conposition did noet fall from heaven,
but was determinsd by the objective situation and by our historic missicn in
thals period, '

It does not signify that we rmst be satisfied with the situation,. Insofar as it
concerns France ii is a long tradition of the Fponch movement connected with the
social compnsition of “the country, Especlally in the past ‘the petty bourgeois
mentality « individualiem on the one side, and on the other an elan, a tremendw-
ous capaclty for improvising,

If you compare in the classic time of the Second International you will find that
the French Soclalist Party and the Gprman Social Democratic Party had the same
number of representatives in parliemont, 3yt if you compare the organizations,
you will find it is incomparable, e French could only collect 25,000 francs
with the greatest difficulty but in Germany to send half a million was nothing, -
The Germans had in the trade unions some millions of workers and the French had
somc millions' who did not pay thelr dues.. Engels once wrote a letter in which
he charactorized the French organization and finighed with "ind as always, the
dues do not arrive,M

Our arganization suffers from the same illness, the traditisnal French sicknoss =
Thls incapacity to organization and at the same time lack »f conditions for
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improvisation, Iven so far as we 107 had a tide in Jraince, it was coaneeted with
the Popular Froat, In this situation the defeat nf the Peoplets Front was the.
proof of the correctiess of our concentions just as the extermination of the
Chinese workerss, 3yt the defeat was a defeat and 1% is directed ageinst reve
rlutionary tendencies uatil = new tide ia a aizher level will appear in the new
time. Ve rmst tiait and prepare «—— a new clement, a nevw factor, ia tais con-
stellation,

We have conrades wio came to us, as zville and others, 15 or 15 or more years
azo vaen they were younz boys, -"ow-they are mature people and their whole
consclous 1ife they have had only bdlows, defeats and terrible defeats on an
international scale and they are more or less acquainted with this situation,
They appreciate very highly the correctness of -their conceptions and they can
analyze, bui they never had the canacity to penetrate, to work with the masses
and they have not acquired it. There is a tremendous anecessity to look at what
the nasses are doing, Ue have such -people in Irance, I know much less about
the 3ritish situation, but I belleve that we hiave such people there alsos

Thy hive we lost people? After terriblc international Gefeats we had In Trance
a tlde on g very primitive and a very low politicel level under the leadership-
7 the Peoplels Front, The Peoplels Front = I thiml: this whole period = is a
Iind of caricature of our February Revolutioia. It is-shameful that in a
country like France, wiaich 150 years agzo passed turough the sreatest bourgeois
revolution in the world, that the workers! movement should pass through a car
icature of the Russian Revoluton, a '

Comrade Johnson: You would uot throw the whole responsibility on the GoP?

Comrade Cruxs . It is a tremendous factor in preducing the mentality of the
. masses, The active factor was the degeneration of the_ CePe

In 1914 the 3olsheviks were absolﬁtel}f dominating the vorkers? movement, It was
on the threshold af the war, The most exact statistics show that the Solsheviks
represented not less than three-fourths of the proletarian vanguarde Dut bo—
gluning with the Fgbruary revolution, the most backward people, peasants, sol~
diers, even the former 3olshevilk workers,-were attracted toward this Popular
Front current and the Bolsghevilk Party became isolated and very weak, The gen—
eral current was on a very low level, but powerful, and moved toward the OCtw
ober revolution, It is a question of tarype Ia France, after all the defeats,
the Peoplet!s Frrat attracted elements that gympatiiized with us theoreticall y,
but wvere involved with the movement of the masses and we became for some time
more isoldted than before, Yow can combine all these ¢lementss I can even
affirm that many (but not all) of our leading comrades, especially in old -
sections, by a new furn of situation would be rejected by the revolutionary mags
movement and new leaders, fresh leadership will arise in the revolutionary
current, C C : :

In F.ance the regeneration began with the entry into the Socialist pParty, The
policy of ‘the Socialist Party was not clear, but it won.mony nev members, These
new members were accustomed to a large milieu, After the split tley Decame a
little didcouraged, They were not so steeleds Then they lost their noteso-
stoeled interest and were regoined by the current of the Peoplets Tyonte It is
regrettable, but it is explainable. ' o

In Spain the seme reasons played the same role with the supplementary factor of
the deplorable conduct of thg iTin group. He was in Spain as representative of -
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the mssion ILeft Opposition ond during the first year we did not try to mobilk-
ize, to organize our independent elements, e hoped that we would win Jin for
the .correct conception and so ‘on, Publioly the Left Opposition gave him its
support. In private correspondence e tried to win him and push him forward,
but without success, We lost time. Was 1t correct? It is difficult to 507 e
If in Spain we had an experienced comrode our situation would be incomparably
more favorable, but we dld not have one, Ve put all our nopes on i7in and his
policy consisted of personal manéuvers in order to avoid responsibility, He
played with the revolution. He wns sincere, but his vlhiole mentality was that
of o llenshevik, It was a tremendous hendicap, and to fight against this hand-
icap only with correct forrmlas falsified by our own representatives in the
first period, the i'ins, made it very difficult.

Do ant forget that we lost the first revolution in 1903, Before our first rev-
olution we had the tradition of high courage, self sacrifice, etce Then we
were pushed back to a posiiion of o misersble minority of thirty or forty men,
Then ceme the war, ' . '

Comrade Johnsons How manyywere there in the Bolshevik Party?

omrade Crux: In 1910 in the thole country there were a few dozen peoples

. Some were in §iberia. 3ut they were not organized. The people
vhom Lenin could reach by correspondence or by an agent numbered about 30 or
40 at mosts However, the tradition and the 1deas among the more advenced worle
ers was a tremendous capital which was used later during the revolution, but
practically, at this time we were absolutely isolated. o

Yes, history has its own laws which are véry powerful == .more powerful than our
theoretical coneeptions of historys Ijow you have in Iurope & catastrophe e :
the decline of Burope, the extermination of countries.,. It has a tremendous
influence on the workers.when they observe these movements of the diplomacy,

of the armles and so on and on the other side a small group with a small pap~
er which makes explanations, 3ut it is a question of his being mobilfzed to~
morrow and of -his children ™eing killed, There is o terrible disproportion
between the task and the mecns, ' ’ . '

If the war begins now, and it seems thot- it will begin, then in tle first month
ve will lose two-thirds of what we now have in Freance. They will be dispersed,
They are young and will be mobilized, Subjectively meny will remein true to
our movements Tyose who will not be.arrested and who .will remain -~ there mey
be three or five —— T do not:lknow how many, but they will be absolutely isol~
a.'bed.. : .

Only after some nonths will the criticism and the disgust begin to show on a
large scale and everywhere our isolated comrades, in a hospitnl, in.a trench,

a woman in & village, will find o chonged.otmosphere and will say o courages
ous Worde And the scme comrade who wae umkmown in some section of Peris will.
become o leader of o regiment, of & division, and will feel himself to be a
powerful revolutionary lender., This chenge. is in the character of our period.
I do not wish to say thet we rmst reconcile ourselves with the. impotence of our
French orgenization, I believe thot with the help of the Americen comrodes

we can win the PSOP ond moke o great letp forward, The situntion is ripening
ond 1t soys to us, "You must utilize this opportunity." And if our comrodes
turn their backs the situntion will chrnge, It is absolutely necessory thot
your Jmerican comrades go to Burope ngoin rnd thot they do not sinply give
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odvice, but tegether with the I,S. declde thot our seciion should enter the PSP -
It hrg some thousrnds, From the noint of view of o revolution it is not n big
difference, but from the point of view of worlking 1t 4s o tremendous difference,
Vith fresh elements we cru mrlte o tremendous lenp forword,

ow in the United Stotes we hnve o new chorrcter of sioris end I belleve we can be
very optimistic vithout illusions rnd exeggzerctions. In the United Stotes we have
o lerger credit of time, The situciion is aot so. immedicte, so ncute, Thet is
importeoat, o, P

Then I ogree with Comrade Stomnle; wio writes that we cnn aow hove very immoxrtont
successes ia the coloninl snd semi-colouicl countries, (e have o very imortont
movenent in Indo=Chine, I cgree cbsolutely with Gomrcde Johnson thet we cen
have-a very imporicat fegro moyerent, becsuse these peonle-acve not possed through
the history eof the lgost two decedes so inpinmctely, 4s o nass they did not low
cbout-the Russicn revolution rad the Third Internctionsl, They cen begin the
history as from the bezinning, It is cvgolutely necessery for us to.hnve fresa
bloods Thot is why we hnve ilore success mong the youth in so for o8 we ore

- copeble of rpprosching them, In 80 £ o8 we have been ctpcble of eppyoaching
them ve hove hod good resuliss TFhey cre very cttentive to « clenr rnd honest
revolutionnry progrome ~ : » _ S

Grent 3riteln ond the IIP?T It 18 olso - specicl tnele I followed it o bit nore
clésely when I was in orwoy, IS seens to me thot our comwcdes wao entered «the
IIP hed the srme oxperience with the IIP thet our Americrn comrades made /ith the
Socicllist Portyes But 0t o1l our comrodes entered the IIP ond they developed on
opportunistic policy so for s I could observe rnd thot is why their experience
in the ILP wrs not so goods The IIP remcined clmost ~s it wes before while the
Sociolist Porty is now emptys I do ot lmow how to.ooprodch it nowe It -is now
o Glasgov orgenizotion, It 18 ~.locnl mochine ~nd the; hrve iafluence in the
muicipal moachine and I hove henrd thot 1t is very coriupt. It 1s o separcte
Job of YUaxtons Rebellions of the reak cad file rre fomilinr things in the IIP,.
In preprring for o new convention JTeiner Brockwoy becomés a patron of the rebelle
lous section and secures o majority. fThed liaxton soys he will resign., Thea
Fonner 3rociwey soys, Wio, we will abeadon owr victory. e con zive up our
principles, but not our :irxtons® I believe thot the most Imvortent thing is to
corpromise them «= to put them in the mud - the joaxtons and tha Brockiioyse We
mist 1dentify them with class enemies. Ve rmst compromise the IIP with tremend=
ous ~nd pitiless nttnclzs on inxton, e is the snerificial gort for cll the sias
of the 3ritish riovement ~nd especiclly the IIP, Iy such concentroted attncits on
Hoxtony systemotic attecks in our press; we con expedite the snlit tn the 112, |
At the seme time we must point out thst 4f ifaxton is thc lrclkey of Chrmberlein,
then Feaner Brockwey is the lockey of jirxbon.

Comrode Johnson: Whnt do you thiu? of ~n independent pmper for the worl: of

‘ slashing ot Uoxton, otc, : o .
Comrode Cruxs It is o procticel question, In Freace, if our section enters

the PSCP I believe thet the IS should publish the Q.I. for oll

French specizing countries twice~monthly., It is simpnly o question of the juridicnl
possibility, I belleve thot cven if we work iuside the Lobor Porty we must hove
on independent poper, not os opposed to our comrndes within, but rather to be
outside the controel of the IIP. ' : .

M
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NOToS ON SHACHETMAN'S SPEECH
W‘oy
Mbert Goldnnn,

One of the serious defects of the Sanchtmea resolution, cs I stoted in the Ine
ternnl Bulletin of QOctover 10, 1939, is the difficulty one encounters in ne=
certeining exrctly vhrt fundenentrl voliey the resolution proposes to chenge nnd
hovi, Iu the cose ol the nrimcinle of unconditionnl defense of the Soviet Union
1t would eppear tint the resolution does not propose to obendon it becruse it
stotess #From this positionesssseeessedoes not necessrrily follow the cbondone
ment of the slogrn o the defense of the Soviet Union," It would oppenr that
the resolution simply pronoses to revise the slogen but we cre glven no clue

os to hov it should be reviseds It is obvious thot the outhor of the resolute
fon drew 1% up hestily cad vitaout thinizing things through.

In his speech (Internrl Dulletiam Iov, 1<¢) Shochtmon is at lecst clecr in one
respect = he advocrtes in so mruy words the cbandonment of the slogon of une
conditionel defense, Upon rnolysls, houever, &% will be seen thnt, nlthough
the inference is quite clesyr thaat Shachiman propoges the abondonment of the
principle enuncloted in the motion of the majorty, thet s, tho unconditiohal
defense of the Soviet Unlon azainst imperiskfst #ttock, there is room left for
quibbling whether he nctually mecns thot or mot, He novhere uses the thrase
"egainst imperinlist ettocizm, thus giving scsie 8 the followers of the minority,
vho believe in the principle adopted by the majerity, o chrnce to cleim thet
Shachtmenlts spoech is not egainst that principle,

Why should the slogon of unconditioncl defense be abrndoned? Because, soys
Shachtman, it means supporting the red ormy in £l1l its possible counter=rovolute
fonory cotivities,

Ve caswers It did ot cad does meb meca raything of the kind but if anyone wos
or is so foolish ns to misinterprst it in that way, the motion passed by the
mejority should do swoy completely vith the possibility of such o misinterprete
etions ITor it strtes specificolly, Muaconditionnl defeunse of the Soviet Union
ageinst impericlist ottoct,

Why then toliz of obrndoning o slogen which hos been made so0 cleor as to leave no
room for misunderstonding, unless one does aot believe ia defending the Sovict
Union cgrinst imperiolist nttnci?

Ve cre justificd in ogking the comrcdes of tie minorityrs ore you or rre you not
in fovor of defending the Soviet Ualon r~geinst imperinlist citocly If Jou are
wvhy do you object to the slognn? If not why aot 8oy S0, o8 comrode 3Surnhem
does in nls clenr stotemont on "mixed wers® in his reeolution? If the comrodes
of the minority clecr wp tils moint there will be then the possibility either
of settling the vhole controversy cuicebly or else go to the membership on o
cleax=cut issuc,

Do net ovnde the subject by tolling nbout defending the red crmy 1f it will be
used agninst o revolutionrry uprising in Indin., If you unont to, we shall join
vou in o resolution condemning the red crmy if it will be used to crugh the
Indion revolution. Whet we wont to lmow, for the scke of on intelligent com~
promise or ~n intelligent discussion, is: way do you object to the slogen of
the mejority os formulrnted ot the lost plenum?
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That is the real crux of the whole controversy, Personally I believe tant every
other disagreement can be easily compromlsed without compromised .o

of principle but there can be no coupromise on defending the Soviet
Union against imperielist atisck, It 1s absolutely necessary for the minority
to say clearly what 1ts position is on that question,

And to nake sure thot there can be no possibdle evasion and misunderstonding it
1s necessary to put the questiion even more clearly. Vhat is the posgition of the
minority on the gquestion of defending the Soviet Unlon in &nsé Stalin ~llies
himself with one of the imwerialist carmps in tids wer?

It is clear from Shacantmants whole argument to the effect thot the immericlist
caeracter of the wor should determine all our wolicies, thet he has gone cvor

completely to Burnhom?s position of no defeise of the Soviet Union in cose of ,
o "mixed wart, ghachtmon, however, does not say so oxplicitly end he owes o

duty to the membership to meke another speech cnd further clorify his nosition,
It isabsolute folly to orgue whather Shochtmen does or does not mean to accept
‘Burnham's nosition on that quaghhen when o simple statement con clear thot upe

Is it not as clear as daylight ghat Shociitagh#os gone over to Burrhemls pose
itlon oa Mmixed wers"? Otherwise why the insistencs that the sole criterien
which should guide us in detesmining our attitude to the Soviet Unien is the
imperielist cheracter of the wap., Otherwias# why give the cnalogy of Lenints
attltude on Servia? Otherwise why ignore, what to us is & very importent
additional fector, namély, the maturc of the goviet Union?

But still there rre comrades wikh waom I have discussed the matter who do net
agree thot Shachtmon mecns that wad it is edsentisl thot he moke cnother speech
clerifying his first one just o his first speech somewhat clorified his Totm
olution, This time I hope in gugh o woy os to leave nothing of vital impertance
left to inforence, ' , '
’ ook sl ok ok

Ia discussing the question of uneonditional defonse one con not resist the tempte
ation to comment on whei is o ninor point in ghachtmonts speech but which come
rades hnove repeated with o ncivete which is reclly surprising,

"low there 1s not » soul in our perty", says Shochtman (thads time I cm sure
without intending to De lwmorous) Mwio stoads for the denctionnlizetion of prop-
ervy in the Soviet Union == not Burnhom, not Connon, anot Shachtmrn, not Johnson,
Tho only question that con »eossibly be in dismute ig = How do we defend the
netionelized propertyi® (poae 7). B .

3y this tind of recsoning does Sanchtmen went to recssure himself s~nd his followe
ers thot the question of defense of the nnticarlized property is not ian dispute
cnd ouly, perheps, the question of the iavnsion of Poland, .
Tow we must ndmit thot it is absolutely true thot no one, outside of tiose who
stend for the restoration of capitolism in the Soviet Union, wents to denatione
rlize property there, And I en positive tant 1o one has accused the minority ef
wenting to restore copltcolism in the Soviet Unlon. This simply proves that nll
of us went sociclism in the Soviet Union ond elsewhere, o very proiseworthy
iden to be sure, but nbsolutcly irrelevoat. ' '

It is exnetly the question e How —= thnt is oll fmpertont, ieyor Hoon, Normon
Thomes, Lowds Weldmon = ~ll veat socinlisme But these nice pcople frown on the
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uncultured method of revolution to rchitve it Taey Went to _achievé it in their
own civilized monner, The difference ‘betWweon us and the reformists on the question

of socinlism is found in the rnswer to the question = How? R
. . ‘e B . = K RN - -

If, while Stolin is in a militrry ollionce with one of the imperinlist comps dure
ing a war, some members of the Fourth Internationnl would ~dopt o defensist policy,
in order to prevent the denntionalization of property, and others would adopt.a
defeatist policy to achieve the sotte pojective, there would ensue o very serious
struzgle betiveen these: two ‘groups, with the donger of a split storing them in the-
faces A% times the cnswer to the question = How = con and does lead to very
serious results, .

L T

One of the criticlems levelled ot Shnchtmonts resolution is that it failk to N
cherecterize the Soviet Union as'© workers! stats, o position ~dopted by two conm -
ventlons of our perty ond not subject $o chonge except by o duly elected comvention,: ‘
ilhen thesresolution asserts thnt it does not wont t6 rodge "ot this time the prob-
lem of the class nnture of the Soviet stote®, there ig, to soy the least, o strong:
suggestion that our position on thet question is not quite whot it should.be, '

Shachtmen repliéss it is not important ‘tg chorsgterize ’ché Soviet Union ~s a .
vorkerst’stite in o resolution denling with the invasion of Poland, becouse this ¢

does notv gunrantee o correct attitude on the lotter question,

True it is thot the mere nssertion thoat the Soviet Unlon is o workers! state does
not sol¥e eévery concrete nroblem facing use 3ubt, proy, does thot ‘agsertion of our
partyts position hinder the cdoption of o eorréct policy on o particular question?.
Does it’ necesscrily lead to on incorreet attitude? Wiy then, if you belleve in .
the present porty policy, should you object to including ~ stntement of that note
ure in o resolution which directly involves the Soviet Union? Especially ot o
tinme when «ll the democrats ore howling cvout the identity of the Soviet Union with
Hitler Germany?

I can” ‘understrnd those comrrdes who contend thnt the Soviet Union is not o .
workers? stote in ony sense of the term roising on objection to the inclusion of
such o stotement in o resolution denling with the Soviet Union, 3ut why comrndes
wio contend thrt they still believe in tirt vrinciple should reise the scme objecte
ion 1s beyond mes I could understond them if they would do so on the ground that
they wont to leave it out ns o concession to ~uti-workerstestote adherents or on
the ground thot, like Burnhem, they intend to determine their attitmde to the
Soviet Unlon solely on the priaeiple that this is an fmperinlist wor,

It 1s only folr to ask the leading comr~des of the minority to clorify their POs~
ition ep thrt the memborship underst~nds the issues clerrly without resorting to
inferences. Those comrndes of the minority who, unlike Burnhem, hove not yet
thought out their position, rre obviously thinking aloud ond it is necessory to
keep osicing them questions in order to hnve their position cleorifieds

To the comrodes of the majority it is exceedingly importeat to include ~ cherncter
1zation of the Soviet Union ng o workers! stote in any resolution decling with
the Russion question, Mot only becruse it representes the porty policy ~nd be- .
couse in view of the genernl pressure of the democrats, it 1s necessory to be
absolutely clecr on thot question, but becouse it is our guiding line in denling
with 211 questions reletive to the Soviet Union ~nd to Stalints policiess
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We mey be wrong in the rpwlicntion of this fundementsl prrinciple to o particulnr
question, just os o Mersist mey be wroag in his interpretction of & norticuler

event, But o jforxist insists on'derling with events from the point of view of
tiie fundementals of Mnrxism,

Zven in our criticism of the Stolinist burerucrrcy we differentinte ourselves
from the democrots of nll types. Roosevelt, ilorman Thomas ~nd others criticized
the Polish invasion but our eriticism can come only from o totally different
viewdoint, A revolutionrry worker criticising a company union hes o different
dttitude from thot which he nssumes when criticising renctionary lenders of ca
independent workerst! union, even though .the lecders of the lotter union ney do
things foxr worse then the lsernders of the compeny union, All the crimes committed
by the stalinists in the lendership of some of the unions of the C,Is0s could
1ot possibly lecd us to drop the principle of unconditionol suoport of the trade
unions ngainst the bosses, ~nplying thnt principle olso to those unions com
trolled by oll the lebor faokers including the Stoliaists,

He who accepts the Soviet Union &8 & workers! gdntc ~nd he who rejects thot iden
cen critidlze Stalinte invesion ef Polond bub shelr criticisa hrs o different
cherocters The former criticizes $he invosion Bscouse under the prriicular ciiw
cumstonces it crentes tremendous #pufusion in the ronkts of the mnsses and thus
weckens the Soviet Union; the lrtber becouse 18 is ca rct of "imperinlism®, The
formerts criticism mokes clecr that the Soviet Ynion does not cense to be o
workérs! state by virtue of the imvnsion ~nd that it is Aecessrry to defend it
cgadnst imperinlist nttock in spite of the invasion; the latterts criticisn,
brsing itself on the Minperinlist? ncture of the invesion, tends to plnce the
Soviet Union in the seme crtegory ns Hitler Germony ~nd thus mckes more difficult
the defensc of the Soviet Union. fThe lotter in faect, on the bosis of the in-
~elon, ndvncotes the abondoning of the slogra of unconditionnl defense of the
Soviet Union rgrinst imperinlist attocl,
080k e s ko 2k

Wo attacked the resolution on the ground thot it uses the term Wimperinlistt

in characterizing gtolints crimes, We scid thot linrxists use the term imper-
inllsm ‘in the seme wey thot Lenin used it when he cid not modify it by the
terms YRomen! or Vecolonial!, that is, to designnte n stoge of copitnlisme To
use 1t in = resolution, as Shochtmon dnes, would indicabe thot we hove, without
soylng so, chenged our ‘conception on the n~ture of the Soviet Unien.

Shochtmonts replys I did not mern to usc the ternm impericliem in the strict
iorxist sense but in the more genercl senses Goodd If you will rmend the
resolution so that it is clerxr from the resolution itsels th~t you do not confuse
the "impericliam" of Stelin with the imperisrlism of Germany, Gpect Brit~in ete,
there will be on objection but uo serious struggle egoinst thet part of the
resolutions It 1s obvious of course thnt n rosolution should be go drowa ~e not
to lecve room for very serious nisinterpretotions nnd one crnnot expect thrt
everyone who reads the resolution will nlso rend the speecir exnleining it,.

But after he gets through exploining thrt he dld aot use the term impericlist in
the sense in which larxists use it, Shocatmen proceeds to justify the use of the
term if the resolution without rny eéxnlonction by o most curisus enologys He
exultingly refers to the use of the torm Bonepoartism by Trotsizy s justificotion
fsr the use of the term imperialist by Shechtmen, It is true that when Trotsky
used the term Bonaportist to refer te the Soviet burenucracy there were objecte
ions by corping critics that the term was used by lierx to denote some other



socinl phenemenon, There is however, one little differcuce between the use of
Boncprrtism by Trotsky ~ond imperislism by Shrchtmon, fo one in his right senses
could possibly hrve inferred from the usc of the word Bonepartism by Trotsky
thet the lrtter chrnged his views on the ncture of the Soviet Union, When
Shochtmon uses the term imperislist in his resolution, without cny explanation,
no one in his right senses would foil to reise the question whather thet did
not mecn o chrnge in our views of the aanture of the Soviet Union.

That, even with on explenation, the use of the t erm lmperialist is very done
gerous 1s evidenced by the fact thot she an is willing to determine his
attitude on the defense of the Soviet Union by the impem'alist nature of the
wor, MImpericlist® in whot sémnse? In the gemeral sense which would include
ell forms of imperinlism beginning .with Crin who killed his brother Abel or in
the Morxist sense?” If in the latter sense then we cnn hove o different attitude
to the Soviet_Union becruse it is not o copitelist stete, If ony one wonts to
determine his attitude to the Soviet Union by usinz the term impericlist in
its widest connotntion then he is not using it in the iirrxist sense and is
adopting policies on tho brsis of genercl humenitoricn and not of Morxist prine
ciples.

****#** )

Shochtmon is especially resentPal when the strtenent is mode that the desire of
the minority to chonge o fundrmentel: policy of the porty is based on the Hitler-
Stelin poet- and thnt this is o sort of leff-~handed supoort to the idea of en
allisnce ‘between the Soviet Union ond the "democratich imperialists.

After l:“cmrinb for several pnges to show thanat the comrndes:of the majority cre
slanderérs when they mcke such & stotement, Shochtmeon proceeds to consume
severnl more peges to show way the Hitler-Stolin pact together with the invesion
of Poland by Stalin should lead one to abnndon the slogm of unconditionel
defense, In doing so he entertnins us with some of tne most fonciful anclogies
produced in thiis or ony other discussion, o

Reduced ’co the simnlest terms our contention is é.s follows:

a.) The slogn.n oi‘ the defense oi the Soviet Union is based on our’
concept of the Soviet Union ds o workers! stote,

b) We desic*npte the Soviet Union os o workers! stgt:, bece use of
the property rele tions existing therein,

¢) They who want to abr ndon the slogen of defense of the Soviet
Union becouse of the }Tltler-stﬁlin pact hnve the burden of
showing either thet the pact has coused o chenge in the property
relctions or thet it is evidence of such o chenge in the property
relations as to a~lter the nnture of the Soviet Union,

Here Shochtmon tries some fine juggling, Somehow or-other he wrnts us to see a
distinction between the Stolin=Hitler poct considered nbstroctly ond the some
poct considered concretely, I decalt with tuis question in the Internal Bulletin
of October 10th,

Consider it any woy you please e abstroctly or concretely - if you want us to
change o fundemental policy onthe basid of the pact you cre under the obligation
of showing how the peoet ".ffected property relations snme our defense of the
Soviet Union is based on those relcotions,

[
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Let us consider only the first two of Sh~chtmants ~nelogies by which he attempts
to prove that the Hitler-Stalin pact is of such a noture os to justify the
abendomment of the slagen of unconcitionnl defense, Lenin's "prognosis about
the demoerctic dictatorshipii. s~ys shocaiman, ¥did not and could not conform
with the concrete realiiy. He hod no hesitntion in altering his political
conclusions to suit that reclity¥, 8o whot? T4 only proves thot Lenin was
wrongs But were we wrong ohuut the Hitler-gtelin pact? Idd we not asgert, on
frequent occoslions, thot such o poct wes very probable? fThe §tolinists and
democrats were trken dy swunriss Dat we were nnt. And even had we not fpreseen
the poact there would stiil be the necessity of proving that in some why ox
other the pact wos on indicaticn of o chonge or it itself coused a change in the
property relations existing in ‘e HSorsiet Unfon, o ' .

Another analogya Lenin foresew the degenoretion of the Second Internctional,

But it was only affer jugust 4, thn¢ he proposad to dbuild the Third Internntionsl,
That 1s simply saying that Lenin foresas the death of the Seccond Internationnl,
fought against the faciovs tendimg to cause its death and only after it dded

did he decide to come out for a newInternational, We also see the posnbﬂi\y
of the death of the Soviet Unign, that is, of the destruction of nationnlized
property at the hands of Stalin. We fight to prevent Stalin from destroying
nationalized property, When ond if the tiw@comes when, in spite of our efforts,
nationalized property will be destfoyod them we shall change our attitude te the
Soviet Union, '

411 of his other rnologles limp just as bedly, They would prove something prowe
1ded we hod pastuleted our defomse of the Sovdet Union not upon the existence

of nationalized property but upen the chbracter cf Stallnd3s’cotsy Had we done
that we might have decided to stop defending $he Soviet Union long before Stalin
furned to Hitler for aid, friendship ond comfort. Ia our attitude of defending
the Soviet Unlion against imperialist attack §talints crimos are important only

in so far as thoy indicate or are the cause of a change in the economic structure
of the country,
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