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TH™ SHACHTMAN SQHQQ& OF QUNTATIONS

by

John G. Wriznt ard Joclﬁéﬁsen
4 . N

v

: Ir. covering up a wesk or uttarly falsc political position, one of the
moth=caten tricks of a scphist'is to display pretentious scholershi , and attemnt-
te smother his oppboents vnler Lﬁusrlualzof cucitetions, Xrutsky oryoed Mari - i
against Merx, The Steliaists quoted lenin— against Lenin. The Lovestoneites
especirlly have distinguishad therselves in the art of tearirg guotations out df
thoir historical 'eorntext, of buiilinz o case on isolated phrogses; and last but net
lesst, of deliborate distortion, '

Bcre, agein, the onposition hes invented nothing ncir, They follew
slevishly in the footstsps of their predecessofs, evon to Such detdils s quoting
Trotsky--cgninst Tretsky. . The leader of this latast school of quotations is the
feeile Shoehtman, who has unloaded so many Jauoctalions" on the party that litorally
e volume would be roguired to follow his pasrformances in this field,s Wc shall con-
finc oursclves only to fow, reprosentative ARETONCCSs ' :

Shachtmen's Bloc With Burnham in the Light df.Lénin's Bloc with Bogdanov

In an attempt to justify his ur.principled bloc with Burnhem, Conrade
Shuchtmen utilizes-as ono of his longest guatations cxcorpts from a porsonnl letter
viritten by Lenin to Gorky at the time. Lonin wos.ch the vorge of & split with Bog-
dencv; and then domands: L : ' - .

"herein docs whrt yeu call my "bloc' with Burnhem in tho sphere of
philoscephy differ from Lenin's tloc with Bogdnnov? iy was tho: latter ‘principled
ond ours unprincipled?. I should bc vory much intorcstod to lmow tho answer to this
quostion,®  (Open Lottor to Trotsky, P, .6) v . ) -

This quostion indced descrves an onswer, In point of fact, Lenin's
course in relation to Rogdnnov is . striking illustration of his irroconcilability
in the sphore of ideas, It vould have boen difficult for Shachtman to havu scloce-
ted o more annihilating ccendomnation of 'his ‘own coursc in rclation tco Burnham than
the cxemple of Lonin in rclatisn to Bogdarow, . : ‘ '

-

Lenin was a groot master in thc field of prostical compromiscs, whencver
thosc compromiscs wero made ncccssrry by cohsiderations of revolutionary expodi-
ency, PBut while reedy to accopt an allicneC in action cvon with tho “Dovil - and
his grandmothcr," Lenin always nemcined the bittorost foo of any “compromiscs™
vhatever in the spherc of idees. He never ccndencd the slightcst wconcilintion 4n
the sphero of Marxist thcory, in the spherc of scicntific Socialism. Lot Shachtmen
C€r tny onc-elsc cite o single instance to refute tho forogoing stotsoment of fact.

lhorein prceisgly ‘lics the diffcrence botween the two bloes,
« Lenin cenceded nothing to Bezdanov cither in the sphere of phileosophy or
gcciolegy or orgenization. Shrchtman Baos ceneiliated with Purrhan net -only in the
sphere of Marxist philosophy ("truec! on dialocticel matcrielism), and in tho
tphcro of sociology ("trued™ on thc class naturc of the State), »ut ©lso’on the
crgenizational gquestion (joint-agrossion agrinst Democrctic Contealism).

Lenin coneluded his bloc with Bogdanov lato in the swweer of 1904, on
the ove of the 1905 rovoiutipn,A~At that time Bogdanov was only in thc firct stoge
of his philosophic rovisionism, In his letter to Gorky -+ ciccd by Shachtman =-
Lonin wrates (Fob, 25, 1908), "At that time Plokhanov considerod Bogdanow as an

rliy in the strugglo agninst rcvisionism but an ally whe wes wrong insofar as ho
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followsd Gstweld cnd subsoquently Mach," Bogdunov's original "smplification" of
Murxist thoery, Lorin points out, lator scrved as a "bridge to opposing philosophi-
ctl vicws," What gave this bloe its basis in tho first instunec wes Bogdenov's
comploty tecoptancy of Lunin's progran for tho imponding revoluticn, despitc his
philoscephicel difforoness with ¥arxism, This rrd this nlonc, madc possible the
constitution of a "tocit bloe, o bloe," as Lonin cxplrinod, ™vhich tocitly cxcluded

philcsophy as a noutrel ficld, ond which lastcd throughout the whelc pueriod of tho
rovelution,"

But did this treit "cxelusion of philoscphy as @ noutrzl ficld" imply
Lenin's eovoring up Bogdunov's mistokes in the spherc of philosophy? or rafusing to
criticizo thoso mist-kus? or nrguing, oven ns Shachtmon docs, that such qucstions
oro on cxtroncous issuc?  Just the contrary,

Lenin novor dosisted from defonding dinloetierl matcrinlism, In tho
casc of Begdnnov in particulcr he combattod his rovisionist views ovon boforc they
came into shurp confliet with Marxism,

In his lotter to Gerky, ILenin dwells prociscly on this point in rccount-
ing tho history of his rcolaticnship with Bogdnnov,

Lenin first mot Boglenov personally in 1904; Bogdanov prcsonted him with
& oopy of his latcst bock on philescphy, the first cdition of "Empirio-Monism,"
Tcuching on this opisodc, Lonin writcsy "And I wrote hin immediatoly (in the spring
or corly sumer of 1904) from Gonove to Faris that his writings make mo twice as
doubtful about thc ocorrcctncss of his viows nnd twicc ns cortnin about tho corrocte-
noss of Plckhrnov's vicwse" 1In the yoors boforc tho 1905 rovolution, Lonin also
wrotc to Plekhanov end to L, Axclrod (Orthedex), concoerning the ncecssity of
eriticizing Begdrnov's falsc views, Lator, whon tho Menshoviks tricd to imputc to
tho Bolshoviks concilintinn with Machism, Lenin rcfuted thom not only by rofdrring
to vhat hc himsclf hod writton but also to thesc incidonts,

. During tho yoars of thc first rcvelution questions of philosophy rocoded
to the background, After tho dofoct of the rovolution; with the onsct of roection
the situantion changed drastieclly, 1In his lotter to Gorky, lonin commonts on this
peried os follows: "In the furncec of the rovoluticn thoro was littlc occasion
fer philosophy, EBEarly in 1906, in prison, Bogdanov wrctc another book =- I beliove,
tho Third Roviscd Fdition of "Empirio-Monism," 1In thu sunmer of 1906 ho gave mc a
copy, and I wont over 1t carcfully, Having read i%, I beeamc angry to the point of
fury, It boermo cvon clearsr tc mc thot ho vms moving in an absolutcly wrong and
non=Marxist dircetions I thon wrotc him a 'levi-letter! on philesophy, in tho
shapo of throc notc bocks, In thom I oxplained to him that I was, of courss, o
renk-rnd-filc Morxist in phileosophy, but that it was proeiscly his clear, popular
and oxecllontly written works thrt éonvinecd mc completely of his basic crror and
tho corrcetn.uss cf Plckhanov, Thesc notobooks I showsd to soveral fricnds (among
them luncchrrsky) and cntertoained the 1den of publishing thom undor the titley
'Notcs of o Renk-and=-Filc Marxist on Philosophy', but I didn't got around to it,
Now I om sorry thrt I did nct publish thom irmcdiatcly. A fow days ago, I wrote to
Pctorsburg asking thom to locatc ord sond me thosc notcbooks,"

"And now," continucs Lenin, "we h-ve tho publication of 'Skctches in tho
Philosophy of Mrrxism,! I rcod noll the orticles. cxecpt Suvorovals (I am now rcade
ing it), ond cach articlc simply madc mec burn with indignation, No, this 1s not
Marxisn! Our ompirio-critics, cmpirioemonists and cripirio=-symbolists arc crawling
inte the swomp, To assurc the rondeor thot 'belicf' in tho rcality of tho oxtornnl
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world is 'mysticism! (Bazrrov) te mix up 1n the most shancless way matoriclism and
Kentienisr (Bazerovy and Bogﬂﬂnrv\ tc proprgnte n varioty of agnogticism \onpirio-
criticism) and idcrlism (cmpiric~onism)s —= 4o toach werkers ‘roligious athoisnm!

. end the “worship! of highcst humcn potontinlitics (Lunacharsky); to .proclaim as
nysticisn Engcls! tcachings en ths dirloetic¢ (Berman); to borrew from the stinking
sourcc of scmc French ‘pesitiTists! -- agnosties or notophysicions, the Duvil toke
thom with thcir 'symBelic cheery of knowledge! (Yushkowich) ! No, this is too mnuch.
Of coursc wo arc mork-onl -filc Merxists, peoople not wall rend in philbsephy, ~-but
"hy insult us by prlning off such stuff ns 'Marxist philcsophy! I.sreuid rathor be
2raom rnd qurrtcrcd then ~groe tc ntrticipatc in nn orgun or an Odltarl“l boerd.
proprf Ting such thlnbs.“’(Our anphrsis )’ .

hy doos Shrchtrmon,’ in quoting from this lotter, omit Lenin's rcfcercnccs
tc tho history of his bloc wjith Begdonov? Aboevc all why docs Shachtman omit tho
koy scntence underlined nbeve which axpressce the very csscned of. -Lenin's nttitude
- townrd Bogdinov? - Shnchtnman apprrently sclosbs only "those wisc, rosponsiblc, and
Jhumsne words of the roal. Lonia" as he puts iW, vthich f£it his ncods of the nononte
It is wcll werth ropooting this scntcnec omitted by Shrchtmang

"I would rathur to drown ~nd quafhckod thon ngroc to participatc in on
organ or an oditoricl bonr! preprgatin? such. thingse"

Is 1t perhaps that thosc werds nre not Mwisc" onough, not_"rosponsiblc“
chough, not "humcnc" onough for Shrchtman? Or is Shachtman just boing "wiso,"
"rcsponsible,™ rnd "hunnng" towrrd Burnhom by supprossing Lonin's roal views on.
Bogdanov? . -

. Lonin did not write Gorkyvté dcfond, as Shachtnan would  imply, the
cxpedicney or pcrmissibility of o bloo with Bogdnnov == or Burnham -« on tho basis
of "noutrnlity" in thc ficld of phiIOSAphy. Ho viroto o Gorky to cxplain why it
was dmpirmissible for thc Belshoviks to couptennnec Bogdonov's philosophical ro-
visionism; rnd why a fight on this issuc s unavoldeble; nnd in particulnr, why
he (Lcnin§ refusod "to pormit the publiecaticn in thc Bolshevik!organ, "Prolctarii,*
of cn articlc subnittcd by Gorky bcczusc a szcetion of it rcflocted Bogdandvis
philosophicenl vicus, .

Shachtnon cither dcliborately protonds to misundgrstﬁnd, or nctunlly docs
not undcrstand the tretic pursucd by Lenin in thc developrnicnt of the. strugglc with -
Bogdanov, A fight over dialcetic matcrialism wos unavoidable, Lenin rofuscd to
conclliatc on this question »- cven with his fﬂction*l co=workcrs Bogdnnov, S
Lunﬂohﬂrsky, Gorky, .ctcs

But’ prccisoly boeausc thce philesophicnl issucs invelved cut ncross the
thon cxisting frctionnl linse, (Munshoviks vs, Bolsheviks) Lonin wantod the strugglc
to beeur outsidc the francwerk of the Bolshevik factions It was in this scnsc thet
Lonin fovorcd The Mncutrality" of the Bolshovik foction == and net noutrality on
Marxist thcory as Shachtmen: pretonds. Furtherrore, Loenin wanted to nodcrate the
strugglc-ond aoveid a prumeturs split within tnc Bo‘shcv1k feeticn itsclf, bceenusc
the political diffcercnecs betwocp the twe wring in Bolshcvisn cf that tino had nct
yut crystecllized,  Thnt is vhy hc wantcd the d;sputv conducted in spoeinl orgrns,
and not in thc official<organ "Prolctorii,” Thot is why officinl statcnongs woero
nadc in the latter thats "Any attempt tc reproscnt thesc difforences of opinion as
foctionnl is thorcughly corroncous,” Lonin naver proposcd to runain ncutral, as
Shachtnan docsy . Just the contrary., Even Bhe olosing scetion of his abeveencntioned
lettor to Gorky mokos this ebselutcly clear:
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"In »y cpinicn it vrculld be unpmrdrnntle stupidity to hinder the work in
the prriy cf enrrying thrcugh the tactiz ~f the rovnluticnnry sceinl dencersts for
th. s ke cf disputus ovor Meturirlisr or Mochis:e We rust hove n fight over
philoscphy in such o way ns nct tr invelvc the 'Frolotarii! and the Bolshoviks, os
o faction of the prrty, And This is ortirsly £ Tsibloy

"And you, yoursilf," continuis Lonin, "should, in ny opinien, hclp this,
You enn help by workiag in the 'Preloterii! on ncutral (1scw, in=no=wny-conncctod=
. mith-philésophy) qucstions of literary criticisnm, journnlisn, cruntive art, ote,
As frr your artiecle -- if you dusire tc provent o split rnd to help loerlizo the
rour light =~ you should reenst it, You eculd tr-nsfor ¢lsavihero cverything cvon -
irdircetly roletcd te Begdnnev!s philes “phy. Thonk Hoaven, you hove other placcs
thar. the 'Proletrrii' wherc you can writc, Evorything net cennceted with Begdrnov's
rhilescphy == and fer ths most port, yvour articlc .docs not denl with it -= can be
prosentcd by you i~ n sorics of articles for the 'Proletorii,!' If you ccnduct your-
sclf ~thorwisc, i,c., rcfusc to rowritc the articlo, cr rcfusc to collabor~tc with
'Freloterii, ' it will, os I sco it, incvitably lead to the sharpening of the con-.
flict.~rong thc Bolshaoviks, meke it norc 4ifficult tn localizc tho nowr fight, rnd
venken th. burning, prrcticnl nnd volitically inlisponsoble wrork of the revelution=
ary domcerats in Russic,"

... .. It was Gorky and nét Lonin who insistcd as Shachtman docs thet a fight
over philosophy is not et all nouccssary; that thc concroto political tasks of the
strugglc against thc Mensheviks wore peramount in importancu; and that only the .

Mcnsheviks would gain from such e fight,
In his lctter of March 24, 1908, Lenin writcs to Gorkys

"You writc that thc Mcnshaviks will gain from tho fight, You arc mis-
tekon, prafoundly mistekon, AJM.! They will gain only if the Bolshovik faction
fails to differuntiatc itsclf from the philosoohy of tho throo-Bolshoviks, In that
casc, thoy would gain dceisivcly, But if tho fight on philosophy occurs dutsidc
the framework of tho faction, thcn tho Munsheviks will bo complotely rostricted to
politics, and hcrc only dcath awaits thom,"

In this samc lcttor, Lenin cxplains in the following way to Gorky thc
noccssity for the fight:

"You must and will of coursc undcrstand that onco a party man has bocome
convinced that a ccrtain doctrinc is doubly wrong and hqﬁnful, thon he is duty-
bound to comc out agaiﬁst it, I would not have raiscd a clamor, if I had not be=-
comc absolutely convinced (and I become deily morc and morc adamant, as I acqueint
mysclf with the primarv sourccs of thc wisdom of Bazarov, Bogdanov and Co,), that
thcir book is absurd, harmful, philistinc end pricstly, all of it, from beginning to
ond, from its branchcs. to its roots, down to Mach and Avcnarius, Flokhanov is
wholly corrcct ageinst them in thc csscnec of the easc but he cither is not ablc,

ocs not want to or is too lazy to sav this concerctely, in dctail, simply and with-
out cxecssively scaring tho public with philosophic nicctics, But I will say it,
vwhatever the cost, in my own way, ' -

"™hat froconciliation' can thorc be, my dear A,Jf.? Fardon mc, but it is
ludicrous cvvon to montion ite. The fight is ebsolutcly incscapeblcs And party
pcoplc” should oxert all their offorts not to smoar ovor or postponc or cvadec but to
scc to it that the practical and urgont party work should not suffer’ thercby, This
is what you should concorn yoursclf with, and 90% of thc Russian Bolsheviks will
help you in this, and thank you very much for it,
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"How d6 thist By frcutrality'? Ne, Thoro cammot and will not bo
nnubrality on such a question; If it is'a% all pessitle to talk sbout IEQ it is

only in & spocifis sun8c, namcly, it is nccossary to soparato this fight from tho '
faotiong™ ;ﬁﬁpﬂgsis in tho original). : ST

How did Lonin procccd? Evon bofors Bgdanov doveloped scrious political
diffqronecs with the Bolsheviks, Lonin rofuscd o postpons, smecar over, or ovado
the fundemsrtal difforonces in thcory, How docs Shachtmen procccd? Evon aftor
Burnhem has sherply poscd sociolcgical ard politisal différsnecs, Shachtman smoars -
over, postponcs ard ovades tho furdemontal difforances in thoeory,® ' o :

Lonin was roady to incur thc risk of trceking his bloc with Bogdanov
for the seko of dofondirg Marxist thoory, despitc the.fact thaet the Bolshcviks woro
then ongagod in bittor strugzlc with tho Ménshowiks. lonin was roady to facc this
dangor and also thc thrcat of isclation in a pericd of blackost rcaction,- Shacht-
man, on tho contrery, Acfcnds end mainteins ®is tloc with. the anti-Marxist Burnham
for tho sakc of "practical." "concrcte.” amd Rgmporsry considorations, '

As tho struggle totwoun Lonin amd Bopdarov, unfoldcd, side by sidc with
tho philescphical difforances thore arsse difrforonces of a political charactcr,
Bogdanov &rd his frionds tccame partizans of woyeottism," "otzovism," and
"ultimatism," And thc pagss of "Prolctarii,” Lithorto closcd to polcmics en-
philosophical queostions worc row thoown dpen by Lenin == not to Bbgdanov or his
-attacks on Marxist thoory - but to its dufonsa, - The Bogdanov group split, and
formod its own factior, the Vycrycd group. ’ ‘

~ Shachtman's Bloc with Burnham in the Light of Trotsly's Bloc with Sapronov

: - .But what then can be¢ said -of tho far mors obscuro proccdont citod by
Shachtnitin, nemoly, 'Trotsky's bloc with Sapronov? Why docsn't Shachtman citec proco=~
donts that &rc morc widoly known in tho history of the Left OppoSitiong for oxamplo,
tho original blec .with Burnhem in the Workcrs Party against tho Ochleritcs and the
Musto-Abcrn group? Ho docsn't eitc from thoe-oxporicnec of the Fourth Intcrnational
and our owr party bccausc thesc would mercilessly condamn his prosent position,

Ko, ho profars historical enfcrcneds which cannot bo chocked oasily by tho average .
comrado, He rofers to strugglss sonducted under tho most difficult &nd extraordine
ary conditions in which thc astual facts have becn ruthlessly distortcd or suppros-

sed by Stalin; or to struggles in whieh tho yery dccuments arc aveilablc to vory
few, not cven Shachtmen himsclf.- :

Evon tho Stalinists thomsolves woro not so brazcn as to chargo that
Sapronov was in a bloc with Trotsky during thc period roforrod to by Shachtman, .
Thus, Yaroslavsky only chargod that tho Saprcnov group and tho Trotskyitos wore
"internally merged both. idoologically and organizationally by innumcrable grada-
tions," Why? Bccausc it was wcll known in the Russian party that Sapronov headed
his ovm group in thc period of 1925-1927, known as thc "Group of 15," Thoy pro-
sented their own resolution to tho XV Payty Congress, and were oxpclled as a
soparatc group, at thc samc timo that tho' Loft Opposition was cxpclled.

What thon 1s thc iota of fact, on which Shachtman trics to basc his casc?
It consists in this, that Sapronov and his followcrs supported for a timc the plat-
form of the Loft Oprosition, Thc group of Domocratic Contralists, with whom
Sapronov's namo is associated, antcdates in jts origin the formation of thc Left -
Opposition, Thc original group of Democtatic Contralists was formed in Lonin's
lifc-timc and wad an ultra-left groupingz, Togother with Lenin, .Trotsky fought thom,’
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and madc no blocs with thom in thc factional strugglcs in Lenin's party, After
Lcnin's doath, Stalin unlcashod his orusadc against ”Trotskyism.“ Sapronov was onec
of the original signatorics to the first dcolaration of thc Leoft Opposition, Thcre
is no comnection whatcver betwcon tho platform of tho formor Democratic Contralist
Group &rd the original platform of thc Left Opposition supported bv Sapronov in
1923-24, Furthcrmorec, the views hcld by Sapronov ard his followcrs at that timo
vicrc not the oncs thoy lator adoptude In tho courss of the subscquont struggle
against Stalinism diffcrent trords, as was inevitable, bogan to crystallizc within
-tho Loft Oppesition itsclfi Among them was the rosurgeneo of ultra-loftism,
Sapronov and his fricnds cvolved & now progrem to which Sapronov gavc the old label
of Demoeratic Contralism, -

C Every manifcestation of ultra-lcftism mot with irrcconcilable opposition
on Trotsky's part, Whun the differencces bogame docp-going, a split resulted, It
is & fact, porhaps not unknown to -Shachtman, that onc of thc rcasons for tho split
was not only thc two-party position of Saprorov and his fricnds ‘but their position
on the quostion of tho defense of the U.S.8.,Ry Thoy were defcatists, Shachtman's
reforence to the "bloc with Sapronov" is in reality an annih#ating historical
pricodent egainst his bloe with Burnham snd othor dcfoatists and not a Justifica-
tion of ity Far from sccking e bloc with Sapronov, Trotsky conductcd, insido the
Loft Opposition, a bittor strugglc ageinst peoplc 1iko Radck who fought for tho
fusion of thc two groupsy Ho wretc décument aftor document against thom, Nonc of
them are availeblc except in the original manuseript forms we .know of nono in this
- country. But thorc is availeble a lottér published in tho first issuc of tho
" Bullctin of the Russian Opposition,. In July, 1929, Tretsky wroto thc following
-about Redck: . R - - ' '

t

. - "Throughout thc ycar 1927 he (Radck) waged a ptrsistont strugglo against
mc within thc ranks of the opposition on the quostion of our attitude towards tho
ultra-lofts (Sapronov, V. M, Smirnov and others) who hold, so to spoak, an a priori
position on thec qucstion of two partics. At that timc Radock argucd that thore voro
no differonces botwoon us and tho Domooratic Centralists and that %o must not only
refrain from attacking thom but on the contrary FUSE WITH THEM INTO ONR ORGANTIZA-
TION, Generally spoaking, ne onc over accuscd Radck of persoverance and consistcnoy,
But it was procisely on this jucstion of fusing with the Domocratic Contralists that
he cvinced unqucstionablc perscvoranco which lastod from Octobor 1926 to Fcbruary
1928," (Emphesis in tho original), : : '

Worc Shachtman rcally to follow tho cxamplc of Trotsky in thc casc of
Sapronov, hc would fight vigorously against being fuscd into "one organization" with
Burnham,- It is obvious, howecver, that. Shachtman puts historie prccodents to difforw
.nt-usc than following them out in practisc, ' ' 4

Shachtman's Bloc with Burnham in tho Light of Trotsky's Bloc with Zinovicv

Even morc unscrupulous is thc way in which' Shachtman today rcprusents
Trotsky's bloc with Zinovicv., Hc writes: M"Phe Zinovicwists werc for tho 'domocratic
dictatorship of thc prolctariat and peasantry' in China; you worc for the prolctar-
ian rovolution supported by thc peasantry, The United Opposition, by tho vay,
adoptod the essuntial Zinovievist formula," (P. 19, An Open Lettdr to Trotsky.) Un~
fortunatoly for Shechtman this is not-thc first timo that ho has had occasion to
show his acquaintancc with this particular bloc, or to call attcntion to tho

apparcnt but no roal conflict in this tloe, 1In 1931 in his introduction to Trotsky's
Froblems of thc Chincsc Rovolution Shochtman commented on this "oonflict" and very
convineingly proved just thc opposito of vhat he trics to prove todays, In 1931 he
proved that no thcorstical concessions were madc by Trotsky in this bloc; now he
insists that such concessions were "mistakenly" madc,

3




Luelirg witk the quusticn of tho “domeerchic Ainkercrship” cortaincd in
tra 1927 Flatforn of the prc31+1cn, Ohechtrer in 1931 r f1+rd the¢ sccusetion thet
thors wes w rosl cerflict, Ho wrok .

L]
*

"Tre ecrnflicht is wers eprarent ther ronl ard’ is dcrived from two sourcose
Trec first is +rat in She tlec sstehliskcd in 1926 tobinnn tho 'Trctsky' erd the
'Z2ireviov' OGrpositions (£ro desnov Upnosition of 1923 ard tie Ierirgred Gpposition
of ‘1925, ferrel cencnssione of ris kird verc medo ty thoe formor +o the Ioft Son-
trists ¢f Lorirgred .ir the intercsts of mainbairing the rloc aguinst She Menshovik
2 & 1icy af S*rllr ard FEukyerinsy The soecord i€ thet in 1925-1527. +hr slogan of the
ldcmearatic d1c+a+orsh1p"oerrow'd 1itorelly ard purcly formallyxfrrm Lenin's pro-
1517 writirgs, hed not y. 't sc¢ elsarly boen £i1l0d with the rocctionery cortant
which tho epigerss poursd inte it, Tro (ppesition, ‘as fproes cds plainly cven frem
the early articlns of fomrede Tro+skv cerstrucd .the slegon in tho semd sorsc that
Lurnirn eons®rucd it in.srd aftor 1917, +ret ¢s, that the ‘domoeratic distatorskip!
was reelized in the 'domceratic poriocd! (blic first six renths) of the “Getcbor

" revolution, tut roelized urder thre dlcta+crsrln of.iths prelot arint., lLong tofore

-

theé rovolutior, Lenin hed written that 'the slogan had a past ard a futurc, Fer

China, thc cpigoncs, 1cck‘ng Lecleward orly tq tho past =-- ard even thorc with a dis-
tdrtod vision == f11l%2 tho slogan with e romctivrery confont, which thoy still seck
“to spply not orly to ’buekuard Crina,' but to atout four-fifths of the whele world...

*. including qucrn_opaln. . (chbloms of the Crinnse Rgvolut1cn, PPe 17—18)'

Srechtmer trus ¥rirgs out vory olearly that at the tim¢ thc bloc wes
formcd, thu opigeres had rnot yot fillcd the-old Loninist slogan Wwith a "rcacticnary

. contert.” Ard that thcrofers +he conocssion-to trc Zinovicvists was "borrowecd

litcrally and purcly formully from -Lonin's pro-1917 writlngs. ‘But today Shachtman
insists that tho "old Lonirnist slogan" et the time of the bloc was imvested wit

a Stalinist contont ! With ar air of injurod innoccnce ho writes, "Supposc onc were
to says or the fundemcontal principled quostion of.the olass naturc of the Chinesc
revelution, Zinovisv had tho Stelinist. (i.g., potty bourgcois) position (demoeratic
dlctatorshlp), vhile Trotsky seid 'it-dogs not mattor,! Whorc would such a ro-
proach diffcr from tho onc you dircet gt us +odty?" (Loc, cite pe 19)

Was Shechtmen fals 1fy1ng in 1931 whon ho dbnlud the Stalinist contont of

"Zinoviov's slegan" or is he falsifying now?

-

In the fermation of tho bloc w1th Zinovicv certain concessiens verc in-
dced made to the Zimovievists, But the eme refcorred to by Shachtmen was prceisely
the oro most. vigireusly oppostd by  Comradé¢ Trotsky and accopted by the magorltv of
the Loft Opposition.against hiswill and "spproval,” The most scrious concessions
mado was on thc quostion of the integration of the Cormunist Party of China into the
Kuo ¥in Targ. Trotsky opposcd this concossion, .But ‘in 1931 Shachtman rc¢ferred to
it as only "arnothor appar@nt -contradiction-in the standp01nt cf the Opp051tion.
Shachtman continucs; Any. misunderstanding that may arisec will be climinated by
reproducing par+ of & letter written by Com¥add Trotsky to the prcscnt writer on
Decorbor 10, 1930, vhich I take the liverty of quoting," 1In 1940, Shachtman quotcs
only two sontrnccs from this letter.and furthcrmorc ecnds thc quetation precisely at
the point whore Trotsky explains thc roasons why the majority of tho Loft Cpposition

mede & mistako ir making this coancessior, .We shall take tho literty of quoting
morsa fuIIy from Comradc Trotsky's.letter: ‘

"You aro quito right whon you print out that the Russian Cpposition, as
latc as the first half of 1927, did not doumand openly the withdrawal from the Xuo
Min Tang, I keclicve, however, that I have-alroady commented on this fact publicly
somowhero, I personally wes from the vory Boginning, that is, from 1923, rcsolutely
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opposcd to the Cemmunist Farty joining the ¥uo Min Tang, as wcll as against the
acccptencc of the Kuo Min Tang into the 'Kuemintorn,! Radck wes always with
Zincvicv ageinst mc, Tho younger members of the Opposition of 1923 wocrc with me
elmost to & men, Rakovsky was in Paris and not suffieciently informcd, Up to 1926,
I elways votcd indcpendently in the Folitiesl Burcau on this quostion, egainst all
"tho otherss In 1925, simultencously with the thoses on the Eastorn Chingsc Railway
which T havc quoted in thc Opposition pruss, I once morc proscntcd tho formal pro-
posal that thc Communist party loavc thc Kuo Min Tang instantly, . This was unani-
-Tously rocjoetcd and contrituted a great doal to the baiting later on, - In 1926 and
" 1927, I had uninterruptod conflicts with thc Zinoviovists on this qucstion, Two or
throc timos, the mattor stood at the breaking point, Our conter consistod of
approximatcly oqual numbers from hoth of the allicd tondoncics, for it was aftor all .
.only & tlocse At thc voting, thc position of the 1923 Opposition was botraycd by

Radck, out of prineiple, and by Piatakov, out of unvrineiplcdness, - Our faction

(1923) was furious sbout it, domandcd that Redck and Piatakov be rcealled from the .
conter, But sinco it was a quostion of splitting with tho. Zinovicvists, it was the
genoral docision that I must submit publicly in this quostiohn and ‘acquaint tho

Opposition in writing with my stendpoint., And that is how it. happened that the

domend was put up by us. so- latc, in spitc of tho fact that tho Folitical Burcau and

the Plonum of the Contral Committec always contrastod my low with tho official

view of thc Opposition, Now I can say with cortainty that I medc a mistako by sube-
mitting formally iIn this quostions In any casc, this mistake bgoame quito clear
~only by the furthcr evolution of the Zinoviovists, At that time, tho split with
thom appoarcd to the overwholming majority of our faction as absolutcly fatal,
Thus, thc menifosto (of the Intornationdl Loft Opposition on thc Chincso question,

issucd lato in 1930) in no way contradicts tho facts whon it contonds that tho
""" Russian Qpposition, thc rcal ono, wrs against the Communist party joining.the Kuo
Min Teng," ' : : ' :
: to . . o

In tryingarcpresent Trotsky's bloc with Zinoviov as a pérallcl and - justi-
fication for his bloc with Burghar, Shachtman doliberatoly distorts thc lossons of
the past for thé party and the youth, What could havc bocn an invaluablec lessen to
the party, to say nothing of Shachtman, on the question of concessions -in-forming a
bloc itsclf permissiblc in principlc is- turncd inteo its very opposites namcly, to
Justify a bloc irpecrmissible in prineciplc, If Shachtman is compclled to manufacturc
prccodonts it is only bcoecause none arc available in the histery of Belshovism with
“which hc can dofeond his bloc with Burnhem, ) :

"The Inter-rolationship Betwoon the Econemic Basc
And tho Supcr-Structurc,” -- Lonin against Lonin _

4 , In an attempt to justify his contontion thaet cven if he grants the Soviet
Union to bec & workers! statc, still thc class basis of that stato doos not providec a
criterion by which to judge whether a given war is "reactionary or progressive,"
Shachtmen attompts to "reinterprot -~ dialoctically™ the inter~rolationship botwoen
tho ceonomic basis of the U.S.S.R. and its suporstructurc, :

. Unablc to usc thc dialoctic for two roasons (1) becausc it would bring
him into conflict with Burnham both in tho sphorc of philosophy and socioclogy, (2)
beoausc ho is incapablc of using it; Shachtman rcsorts not to thcorotical analysis
in the Merxist tradition but to onother barrage of quotations and appeals to )
authority, . ' :

“;;fgff,x ZOh page 9 of his Opon'Lottor to Trotsky is anothor lohg quota%ion from
- lonin, To bolioyc him, this quotation roprosonts: "A most instructive (and timoly) P
‘cxposition of tho iﬁtor-rolakionship botween the cconomic base armd the political
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sapurstractarc " Twe yoers mgo, ir Jenuery 1638 (Newr Inkorraticnal) Shechtren used

this vory semc gquoteticn -~ with & fow sigrificent eltoraticns -- to preve;

"eeeths profeurdly disloeviecsl cenecpt of the intor-rclaticrship botwsoen tho oconome
ie ergerizaticns of the werkers and thc real -- not idcelisticelly purfoet -- viork-
ors' statn, a corccpt Toyerd the gresp of supcrfisial minds ancustemod to abstrect

erd etsclutc emtcgoring,”

Te tec surc vheor Shechtrsn propeurdcd the prefourdly dialceticel concopt
¢f $ro irbtor-rolaticnship betwsor the trade urnicns and the workers! stats, he was
writirg in e pclomie ageinst none other than Burrhem and egeinst the latter's
attorpt 8t thet timc to reviss our analysis of the class naturc of the Sovict Urion,

Todwhy Srechtmer. writcs in an allisncc with Burnhem,

But docs thrat roally alteor mat-

tors to such &n cxtont thet the intcrercletionskip botwoorn trado unions end the
workers' statc brueemcs ldontieel with the inkor-rolatienship betwsen the ceonomie

fecundetion eand the supsrstrueturc?

Lorin himsclf was of tho opirior. thet in a workw
crs!' statc the tradc unions ferrcd part of the supcr-structursc,

Thus, prceiscly in

the speceh dclivercd by Londg during tho Tredc Urior Discussiorn from wrich Shacht-

mar cullcd his quotetior. bothk in 1938 end in 1540, Lunin said;

"Tre trado unions,

as rcgards thoir placc in the systom of the dietatership of the prolctariat, stand,
if it is pcermissiblc to usc swuch en oxprossien, botucen the party and the statc

powcr,"

Docs Shachtmen dony this cstimato of Lonin's?

Whilc waiting for an answer

from Comrade Shachtman as +6 Just how thc asonomic foundetion got into en unprin-
ciplod bloc with the supcurstruacturs, let us oxamino his quotation a 1littlc more

closcly.

IENIN AS QUOTED BY SHACHTMAN AGAINST LENIN

January 1938

"Comradc Trotsky spoaks of the workers'
statc, Pormit mc, that is arn abstrac-
tion, ™hon wo wrotc about the workers!
statc in 1917 that wes undorstandeblc;
but when it is said todays Why dofend,
dcfond the working class against vhom,
there's ne longer a tourgooisic, don't
wc havc a workers! stato--thon an obvi-
ous orror is bcing committed., Tho whole
joke is thet it is not quitc e workecrs!
statc, That's whorc thc basic mistakc
of Comradc Trotsky lics: We havc pass-
cd over from gencral principlcs to ob-
cetivo discussion and teo deerccs, but
thet's where wic arc bcing held back from
§yactical objcctive work, That will not
ol ‘

Our statc is in rcality no workcrs!

statc but a workcrs! and pcasants' statc.
A wholc lot follows from that,.. But
still moro, From our party program it
follows that our statc is a werkers!
stato with burcaucratic dcformations,

Wo had to pastc this - how shall wc call
1t? « sorry labcl on it, That is the
roality of thc transition! . . . . , &

® 9 & 4 9 9.9 9 " @ 4 e e & " e & » @

January 1940

"Comrad: Trotsky spoaks of the ‘'workers!
stato.' Pormit mo, that is an abstrace-
tion, Whcn we wrote on the workers!
statc in 1917 thet was undcrstandsble;
but when onc says today: '"Why defend
thc vrorking class, dcfend it against
whor, thorc is no longer a tourgcoisie,
wc have a workcrs' stetc,! onc commits
an obvious mistake, The jokc of it is
preeiscly this, thet it is not quitc a
workcrs! statu, Thorein lics onc of the
basic mistakcs of Comradc Trotsky ! .« 4

& 8 8 e & * % 9 9 6 3 e s 2 e P s s
$ & 8 6 & ¢ e ¥ ¢ &+ s 3 & ¢ 2 s 0 s o
¢ @ T e s s 8 & 8 9 € & s o s o ° & o o
Our statc is in reality not a workers!
statc, but a workcrs' and pcasants! statc.
From that follows a grecat dcal,.. Put
8till morc, From our party program thc
following comcs out=-a documcnt which is
quitc familier to the author of the AEC
of Communism--from this program it comcs
out that our statc is a workors! state
with burcaucratic deformations. We had
to pastc this--how shall wc put it?--
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. \]

sorry labcl on it., That is tho rosult(!)
of thc ‘transition. And nov, do tho

tradc unions have nothing té dofond in
sugh a practically-arison stato, can wo
ovon do without-tham for the protection
of tho matorial and spirituel intcrosts
of tho universally organizod proleotariat?
That is thoorotically a perfcetly falsec
considoration, <That loeds us into the
roalm of abstraction or of tho idoal
which wo shall have attainod in 15-20
Yoars, but I am not cvon convinecd that
wc shall attein it in such a short
poriod...-.--........oo
Our prcscnt statc is such that the in-

.
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Our prcsont statc is such that. the or-

ganizcd prolctariat must defond itsolf
and wc must utilizc thesc workors! or-
- ganizations for thc dofense of the

workors against their statc and for the

clusivcly-organized prolotariat must doe
fond itsclf and wo must utilizo those
labor organizations for the protcction
of thc workors against thoir state and

dofcnso of the statc by the workcrs,"

. for the protoction (}) of our stato by
(Our omphasis)

the workors,"

~++If thosc quotatioms aro carcfully comparcd, ospceially the uso of "dots"
in both cascs, 1,04, thc omissions in onc casc and thc inclusions in tho other, it
will be obscrvod that in his 1940 version Shachtman scoks doliboratoly to oroate
tho impression that Lonin was discussing thc qucstion of whother or not Russia was
a workers' statc, that apparcntly thcre wero difforonces betwoon Lonin and Trotsky
on this point, and that Trotsky's mistakc was prcsumably in approaching thc worke
ors' stato as an "abstraction,"s It might cven appoar as if Lenin hold tho viow
that Russia was not a workcrs' statc but rathor a "workors!' and poasants' stato,"
Yas this in disputo betwocn Lenin and Trotsky in the Tradc Union Discussion of 1920-
* 217 Not at all, Nor aro thc Stalinists right who claimed that what was in dispute
was Trotsky's "undor-cstimation of thc poasantry," Trotsky summed up his proposals
as intonding "to harnoss thc tradc union apparatus to the administrative systom of
coonomic managomente™ In his Tostamont Lonin aseribes Trotsky's orror to "a dis-
position to bc far too much attractcd by the administrative side of affairse" The
very passago dclcted by Shachtman in his 1940 vorsion makes it quite cloar that
Lenin in tho above-quotod passagc eriticized Trotsky for not passing "from goncral
principlos of objoctivo discussion and dcerces" in the samo way that Lenin did,
Lot us roproducc this passagcy "Thorcin lics onc of tho basic mistakcs of Comrado
Trotsky, Wc¢ haveo passcd over from general prineiples to objcetive discussion and

to doercos, but that's whero we arc being hold back from practical objoective vork,
That will not do I ' »

To mcct all possiblc objcctions conecrning our interpretation of Lenin's
words, wc also reproducc the first threc scntenccs of the paragraph that Shachtman
quotcs, and which hc has omittod in both versions, Hero they arc: "And yct in not
approaching this quecstion soriously onough, Comradc Trotsky commits an crror on
this vory point, According to him, thc dcfeonsc of tho matcrial and spiritual intere

* We shall not dwcll herc on the rather obviéus changcs that Shachtman introduccs
into his latest citation from Lenin, for instance, tho chango from "d:fense" in
the 1938 version to "protcction" in tho 1940 version, Thesc changes arc merecly
pctty tricks in thc framework of a bigger fabrication,
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csts of the wcrlring class is not thc rols of the,tradc’uniong in a-workors' stato,
This is a mistakc," It is only {hon.that £ho rost. follovsy ‘MCemrada Trotsky
spatks of tho workers' stato. Pgmmit mce o o ctal"

Ro sush qu.stions as the. intori-rﬂlat;\onship botween the ecdnomic founda-
tion apnd the¢ political supcr-struc;’cure werc in dispute during tho Trado ‘Union Dise
cussions - Shachtman did not lic in 1938 wlch he statcd thet Lonin aves Hiscussing
somothing clscs namoly, tho 1nter-ro.1s»tioriship betyrsen the trade unions &nd tho
rcal tworkors! statc, Thus the wholc. structurs nf Shechthan's grgumtnt that tho

polltioal supcr-structurs in thc Soviot tnion cap bo.divérced frem.the oéenomic
basc falls to thc grourd, This is the.usudl fat; of argumonts whioh r¢st upon dis=-
‘tortod: quotations rathor than upon Marxist theorstical 'analisis, Hc cannot and
will not oscepe == no nattor how mepy. quotations -- from faking a. seciological
ennlysis of the Sovict Union, if ho wishes to detcmine its role in tho var and: tho
"q uostion of its ‘defenss

But this docs not quitc oxhous® Cl'qchtman's mothod .of opcrating with
quotations, ' Hc has apparontly at his disposal only oxpurgatcd oditions of Lonin's
works, Now, thc original tcxt of lenin's spécch, covoring tho rcfcroncc to tho
workors' stato rcmollcws: .

- "Our statc," said Lonin on Docamkcr 30, 1920, "is in roality not a worke
ors? statc but & work‘crs' and pcasants' stata, From that a groat doal follows,

- (Bukharins What kind? Workors' ampd pcasants?), Although I hoar Comradc Bukharin
yoITIng In tho rcar, ™hot kind? WorKors® and poasants!1'" continued Lonin, "I
shan't answer him,. Whoovor dosircs can rcfer.back to the rocontly oonoludcd Cone
gress of the Sovicts- he will find an answ&r thorce But still morce.."

In placo of this passago , wo find "dcts" in both of Shachtman's quote-
tioriss Thus tho roadcr is loft with o falso imp¥cssion ebout Lonin's oxact formu-
lation on thc qucstion of theo workors' statss Whon Lonin dolivorod this spooch ho
was 111, Ho Was in fact-grantod the .floor out of turn so as t¢ permit him to
lcavo, This may be the rcason for the missta¥omont containcd in the abovo passage,

. Bukharin was' right, Icnin was wrong, On January 19, 1921, Lonin corrccted himsclf
as followsy . - : g

"In rcfcronco to the discussion of Dcecmber 30th, I must corrcet anothor
rmistekc of minc, I statods 'Our stato is in rcality not a workcrs!' statc but a
-workors! and pcasants', Comradc Bukharin ‘immcdiatoly intcrjcetcd '"What kind?' And
-in reply to him I rcforred to the rccuntly ocencluded Eighth Congross of the
Sovicts, On rcading thc puport of thc diseussion, T now sco .that I was m'ong end
Conradc Bukharin right, I should havc snidy 'The workers! stato is an abstraction,
Inercality wo have a workors' statc with th¢ following poculiar foaturcs, 1) it is
‘the poasants and not tho workcrs who prcdominatc in tho populationy and 2) it is a
viorkcrs' statoc with burcaucratic deformationss A rcader who 1ill rofor to my ontirc

spcuch will scc that this corrceticn docs not o.lt\,r cither the linc of my arguments
or my conclusionse" .

Doos not "alter®™ cither thc linc of Lonin's arguments or leonin's cone
clusions? Lcnin failed to anticipato Shachtman,

Ner is this all, Immcdiately aftor quoting the above lengthy quotation,
urithout any comments, Shachtman produccs still another quotation rclating to this
very semc “Tradc Union Discussion of 1921, Shachtnan produccs e quetation of ¢ ight
lincs, as ho puts it, "on thu same subjoet ( !) This quotation is comstructed frem
twenty-cight lincs of tho origmal. He begins in the middle of a paragraph, quotcs
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six linos, Hc thon skips two whclc paragraphs t6.a third onc, and thore begins in
tho middlc of & sontuncc to round 6ut his quotation,’

Only by rcproducing tho vholc scetion vorbatim is it possiblo to rceon=
struct just vhat Shechtmen has perpotrated in this instancc,

: " Lonin wos arguing agoinst Bukharin's attempt to posc tho quostion as if
he (Lenin) wes trving to "shift" the question in disputc concorning the Trade Unions,
or trying to approach it only from the political standpoint, whercas ho, Bukharin,
wras trying to opproach it both from thc political and the administrative viow,

"The thcorotical mistake is a glaring onc," said Lonin, "Polities is the
concontrated cxprossion of cconomics == I ropoatod this in my spocch (of Docombor
30th), for I had alroedy hoard carlicr this absurd rcpromch, inadmissiblc on the
lips of a Marxist, concorning my ‘'political' approach, Politics cennot but toko
primacy over cconomics. To arguc othorwisc moans to forgot tho ABC of Marxisme

. "But perhaps npy politicel appraisal is wrong? Then say. so, and prove it,
But to say (or cven indircetly to cntortain Bhe idoa) thet a political approach is
cquivalont to the 'administrativo?!; that it is possiblc to takc 'the onc and the
other'--this mcans to forgct the ABC of Marxisne :

"In othcr wrords. Tho political approach means: If we approach tho
trade unions, crroncously, thon wo shall ruin the Sovict: powor, tho dictatorship of
the prolotariat, (Thc split botwocn the party and tho tradc unions, if tho party
is wrong, would surcly overthrow thc Soviot powor in such & pcasant country as
. Russia, ‘It is possiblo (and obligatory) to verify this appraisal in its cssonco,
that is, to cnalyzc, to probe and to docidp vhother tho given approach is right or
- wrongs But to say: I 'valuc'! your political approach, 'but! it is only a political
onc, but whot wo noed is 'also an administrativo! approach is liko sayings I
. "valuc! your appraisal tha¥ AT you taoko a porticular stop you will broak your nock,
but you should also wcigh in the scales that it is. better to be woll=fod and clotheod
Than starving and naked,

s "Bukharin has slippcd into oclcoticism in theory, by propagnting‘thé
norgor of tho politieal and the adninisTrative approach, ~ ,

"Protsky and Bukharin depiet thc mattor as if thoy, if you plcasc, aro
concerned with the growth of production, while we arc wWorried only about formal
deomoeracy, This prosontation is wrong, for the question stands only thus (and
Marxistically, cennot stand othorwisc): Without o corrcot politiocal approach to this
issuc the class in question cannot meintain 1ts rulc and consoquontly cannot Tulfill
its productive tasks cithor," (Lonin's Collcctod Works, Vol, XXVI, p. 126, Third
Russion Edition) _ : . .

- Tho italigizcd, scotions. in the forcgoing quotation arc tho oncs Shacht-
man uscd for constructing his "quotation," Herg it is as presonted by Shachtman,

"Politics is tho concontratod oxprossion of cconomics--I rcpoated in ny
spucdch, for I had alrecady hocard carlicr the absurd roproach, inadmissiblc on tho
lips of a Morxist, that I troat the thing 'politically’, The primacy of politics
over cconomies must sorve as tho unconditional rulec. To arguc othorwisc moans to
forgot tho ABC of Morxismeses The quostion stands only thus (and, Marxistiocally,
cannot stand otherwisc); without thc corroet political attitudc towards the
thing ( 111), thc class in quostion tannot- maintain its rulc and consoquontly cunnot
-fulfill its productivo tasks cith¢r." (Shachtman's Opon Icttor to Trotsky, Ps 9)

“

Is comnont nccaossary?
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"The Irtir-Reloticnship Lotver. the Tennonic Basc
Ad tho Bup.r-Structurs,” == 3ruz LECLINSE Crux

As o nattor of frot Shuchtmen is not &t oll ccnecrned with ostotlishing
cr "irtrrerilotionskip" botwcen the ceencmic bass apd the supsP-structurc cf the
Cevict Unicn, His very bloc with Burnhar is bascd on splitting the supcr=structurc
fror the bess, The'ripe fruit of this porfornence is Tho theery of "Staline-
irporislisr," Sinec. thoerctieanl ant.lysis is taboco, at loust enc gquotaticn is re=-
quircd te justify the applicatior of this term, "“imporislism," to the Scvict Unicr,
But wher te quets?  In this greve erisis somcbody == still namcloss =- produccd out
cf the crehives nostoncgraphic rupert of o eonvirsetion botweon a Chincse correde
£rd Cormrcds Oruxs :

. : "Li: Do you thrn thirk tﬁat'thc‘Sovict Unicn could be capstlc of con-
duetirg cn irperirlistie policy? ) ' ‘ '

. "Crux; If it'is.eéprhlc_cf”organizing fronc=ups, killing tre rovclu-
ticpnrics, it is cenprtlo of s}l pessitlc crimos,”. . (P. .29, cppositicn docunent on
the Russicn quusticn),

Arrod with this ‘quoteticr, Sheehtmnn topother with his collergucs boldly
ccneludes:  "The Stelinist burccucraey is ofpablc of conducting an inporinlistic
policy ! This concept cnd oxpressicn was first uscd in the Fourth Intcrnational not
by the Mirority which is 'iritoting the potty bourgcols domecracy, ! tut by Conrade
Crux," (idcn) o o ' ‘

‘But- .von teecording to the gtdnographic report it was not Conrade Crux
who uscd this phrasc but Comrcde Li, The -oppositicn cannot find anywherc in the ro-
ccrds of the Fourth Intornationcl any place whord Corrnde Crux hinsclf wsos such a
ferruletion in rolation to the Scvict Unicme They do not writc Comrede €rux to ask
hir if-hc cver 4id apply this fornulation &f "irporialism" to the Sovicte Unions

- They know in advnnec the answer thoy weuld Foéoive, |

: The trick ‘porpetreted by the oppesition in'using this stonographic rc-
pert of o cenversation with Crux as o pregrammatic formwulation could not be appar-
ont tc thosc cermrades who arc not faniliar with these stcnographic reports of cone
vorsations. with Crux and” their stetus. in our rovement, This is why thc oppesition
utilized it s if thoy' considcred oxplannticn superflucus, We will give the cx=-
plonation thoy oritted,

(1) Conradc Crux nssumcs ne responsibility for any of the fornulations
in thesc stonographic riportse . (z). .Het is ‘usirg tho English Ianguege with which he
is not.very familicr and’ it is viry. difficult feor him.to follew the fincr shadcs
of noaning, .Sonictircs hc misscs whols scntences if the.intcrlecuter speaks rapidly,
Crux considers hinsclf- fortuncto . if ho cotches the genmoral meaninge. If the intore-
lecutor docs not spcak with gront precisicen, clarity, and with standard English
rother than the custemery slang ond colloquinlisms with which conversaticn abounds,
Crux connot follow him ot cll, It is intcrosting in this respeet to note that
Loenin did not trke rosponsibility fort the formulations ho nade in his native tonguc
in cenvorsaticns or dcbatcs that were taken dovm stenegraphically, (b)) 1In ropic
cenvorsntions, ospoeially if thorc is a conflict of vicws, Cenradé Crux's ideas racc

for choed of his English, and his contrel of the language very often boterios, ine
adoquatc, (c) The sttnographers arc not the most cxpert and do not at all got
dovm ovorything that is sndd, Cspecially the words of the intcrlocutors who often
bceone cxcitod znd speak zt = groat rote without tny* roegerd for the Comrade Steneo=
grapher, They niss wholo phrascs, schtonccs, and oven' ontirc passagces, For ox-
anplc, in thc above report, Ii ney have added more, or clarificd his term without




-l4e

tho stonogrorher reeording it, or cven in this partiocular casc hove changed his
cutirc formulaticn of the question aftor thi conversation, 1t 15 ofton the orsc
thet thosc vho tnlk with Crux chtngc ond rovisc tholr words when the first droft of
the stenograuphic roport is ready and toforo it is mimcographdd, Li mey have written
in th- words "impcriclistic pecliey" wooks nfter the convorsation, As ¢ nattcr of
fauct, it is doubtful thet Crux has road Tho allcgod stenographic report of his con-
versrtion with Li to this day, (d) Crux docs not earc to corrcet his part of such
conversctions incsruch s ho considers thom so roughly approxinated, so genornlized,
ontirc phruscs and forrulations of his English so inoxact, that it would rcquire
the leber of writing an article to moke thom procisc cnough for hinm to trko rcspon-
sibility, 1If his words arc to be taken with prograrmatic precision on any questicn
hc writds an articlc and diseards the stcnographis report,

(2) For thcsc ronsons it is wcll knewn anong the loading conrades in
our perty.thnt the convorsations with Crux as sont to us in stcnographic form arc to
bo token only in their gencrel scnso, only os they follow the gonoral politicnl linc
of thc Fourth Intcrnationrl for whrtcver valuc thoy may have within the party, and
urdor me cirecumstances as progearrotic formuletions,

This' is tho kind of "proef" upon which tho opposition orcets its casc |

"The Intor-rclotionship Butweon the Economic Boso
- And thc Supor=Structurc,” =- Trotsky against Trotsky

Our articlo has almost rcachcd the fentostic lengths of an opposition
deceuriont, neverthcloss we must toke up in conclusion eno moro "quotation" -- this
tinc o quotation aveilable in English which can bo chocked by anyonc in thc party,

In their dooumont on the Russian question, under the heading, "Uncondie
tional Dcfensc of the Sovict Union,"™ thc opposition trics to prove that tho progran
of tho Fourth Intcrnotionsl sho :viscl e moke the dofonso tho Soviot
Union ccrditionnY Upon Stalin's actions, ' This flows from tho seme logie by means
of which tho coononmic basc of thc Soviét Union is split fron thoe super-structuro,
Whon to quotc? This timc it is nonc other then Trotsky -- Corirndo Trotsky on tho
"difforcence botwoen capitalist socicty and thc Sovict Uniones" Thc docuniont docs not
give tho sourco for this cy quotation, Why? Wc shall sco proscntdy why the
sourcc of this queotation «= Trotsky agninst Trotsky =- is so "cloverly" onittede
Horc it is with thoir omphnsisy

"y.ein gonoral the preductive forcos, upon © basis of privatc proporty
tnd cenpetition, hawc boon working out their own destiny, In contrast to this, the
property rclations which issucd fron thc socinlist revolution arc indivisibly bound
up with the new gtato as thoir rcprsitory, Tho predoninance of soeinrnlist over
pctty bourgeois tendoncics is gudrantced not by the nutomctism of cconony == we aro
still far fron thot -- but by politicdl moasurcs tnkon by Tho dIctatorship, Tho
character of the cecnomy as a wholc thus deponds upon the character of the statc

ng!or. -'(P.' 7 Ochito)

Hrving quotcd, the oppesition documeont triumphontly concludes: "This
ontiroly cecrrcet view applics with cqual velidity to tho question of the war,"
(P 8 opscit.) - '

We subsoribo to this statcment with both. hendse This queotation fron
Trotsky doog,indocd prcsont nn cntircly corrcet vicw and it doos apply with cqual
validity. to $he guostion of war, But wo agrec only to disagroc, sincc we procced
fLrem tho very opposito stendpoint from that of tho opposition, Trotsky was ondcavor-
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irg tc provu oxeetly tho-ocrtrory of whet. the oppositick trics 4o prove with this
S7n¢ quobcticr, Fer whon Trobsky wrete tho rhows wards, ho woas proving thet tho ©
5trlirist turcoucrrey is net o elnss, thrt tho Sovict Uricn is o workers' statc, tnd
thoreferc that'vwe nust duford it uwncorditicnrllye rgrins® inperialist stteck. Every
ccrircde onr verify this by sinply burning to-prge 250 of The Ruvolubion Botroycd,

) For the bcn;fit of thesy who muy no£.hnvd tho tock ot hord, wo shall
surr. to Trobsky's Munbiroly ccrrost view," Trctsky bogins tn prgo 248, under the
herdirg "Is tho Burccuercey o Ruling Class?" as fellcwsy: ' '

"flassos arsc charfctsrizid by fhoir position'in'tho-SOQinl systom of
ceorery, tnd primarily by ¥hoir reletion 4r tho monns' of preduction,” In eivilized
sceictics, prepurty roletinns arc velidntod by lewss Tho nntionclization of the
lerd, the menas of irdustrinl prrducticn, troyspert and cxehanigc, tegothor with the
nencpely of forcipn trefls, constitute tho beasis of the Sovict socinl strueturce -
Through thosc relaticns, ostihlishod by thd greldtaricn revoliition, the noturc of

the Scvict Urien rs o preleterian statg is for us brsicolly defincd," . '

Lous the opposition cgree with thig ontipoly corrcey vigﬁ §f~ﬁc%?"if'
not, how con they agroc with the conclusion flowing frenm this?

In tho:vory- next parograph, Trobsk¥ insists that tho dogroc of indepen=
dence in the rol-tionship-betwesn tho Burehucracy anfl its closs bose is due pre-
cissely tc the burinuerucy's brsing itsslf on the prcletarint ~nd not on the
tourgccisic, . ‘ ' : o

Loos the opposition rgree with this entirely correct view or not? If°
not, how can thoy agree writh the eonelusion flowing freom this?

Trotsky cortinucs on prgs 2491 ?Thd‘Sovict burcruerncy has cxproprinted
the proletarict pelitierlly in ordor Ly mothols of "its cwn to défend the sceinl
. egnquests, | But the vory fact of its appropriation of pcaiticnl power 'in n eountry
whorc the prineipzl ncons of producticr nrc in the honds of the statc, creates a
e end hitherte unknown rzlafien hotveun the byrceucraey and the riehos of the
raticn, The renns of preductinon bolong to tho stats, 'But the stats, sc to spedk,
'bglongs' to thc burenuerney, If thosc as §ct wholly now relaticns should solidify,
Pocere the nem and be logalized, whither with or ‘witholit rusistance frem the viorke
ors, thoy would, in thc leng rur, load to a complett iiquidatien of the social ccne
quosts of the prelctarion roveluticn,  But to spork of that now is at lonst promo-
turgs The prelotorint has pot yottsoid its 1nst werd, Thd burcaucracy hos net yet .
ercrtod sceinl supports for its dppinith'in'thc ferm of spceinl types of property,
It is compclled te defund stnt propurty rs the Seourcc of its power ard its incercs
In this aspoct of its nctf§i¥§"T¥”§53jj"?:fﬁfﬁ?”?fﬁ?ﬁ%?ﬁ—E?’prolctnrian dictator- .
ship.” ~(Our-emph~sis) i ' “ ik ‘

It is procisoly Hers.-that the wpposition departs frem Trotsky's "ontircly
corrcet viow," They rip out Trotsky's conclusion ~nd try to uso it te- prove. that the
Sovict- Union is on inmperialist statc ond that the turcaueracy has no ccnnoeticn whet-
cvor with its scecial basct Meno of the mnin driving forecs bohind the burcaucracy
is the 'tendeney to oxtond its powor, its pristigo, its rovenucse' WS cnll this
pelicy Stolinist impcorialism,” (P. 31, opposition decuncnt on the Russion questicn).

N Is thot what Trotsky said? " 'Thoy ond his quctation preeiscly at the point
whore ho prococds tc confound tho untirc thesis of the opposition, His words rond
as if' thoy wWorc vritten in advanes to answor their prosent rovisionism. = Bvery come
rads should read thfs scetion in full amd cemparc it with the opposition's uso of ’



the pnssages We cite hers only the concluding section of Comrede Trotsky's "entire-
ly cocrroect viow"™ upen the Scviet Unione It is dircet refutetion of the opposition's
thesis on Russin, ond their stond on the questicn of defenso !

"The fnll of the prssent bureaucratic dictcotorship, if it worc net ro-
placod by o now socinlist povor, would thus mcan a return to capitalist reinticns
vith o cntastrophic dcecline of industry cand culture, But il a socinlist govormont

is stIYI1 atsolutely ncccssury for the prescrvation and dovelopment of the planned
sconomy, thc quostion is ©ll thc morc important upon whom thc prescnt Sovict govern-
rnent rclics, ond in whet measurc the sccialist charaeter of its policy is guarnntocd,
AT trhc 11th P~rty Congress in March 1922, Lenin, in practicnlly bidding forowell to
thc prrty, rddrcsscd thesc words to tho commmnding group: 'History knows trons-
fermotions of 1l sorts, To rcly upen convietion, devotion cnd other cxecllent
spiriturl qunlitics == that is not to bc teken scoriously in politlcse' Being de=
termines consciousndsse. During the last fifteen years, tho goverrment hns changed
its sccial ccmposition evon mors deeply than its ideas, Since of rll the strata of
Soviet socicty the burcnucracy hos best solved its owm socinl protlem, and is fully
cortont with the existing situanticn, it has ccased to offer any subjoctive guaron-
tce whatever of the socinlist directien of its polioys It continues to preserve
statc property only to thc extont thet it fenrs tho prolotarict, This saving foar
is ncurishod and supportcd by thc illegal perty of Bolshcvik-Loninists, which is
thc nost conscious expression of the socialist tondoneics opposing that bourgeoils
roncticn with which thc Thermidorian buro~uerccy is complotely saturntcds As o
conscicus politicnl forec the burccucracy hos betrnyod the revolution, But o
victorious rovolution is fortunctoly not cnly o program and n bannor, ndE—EEIi
politiczl institutions, btut o2lse 3 system of socizl rolations. (The oxnot opposite

of whet tho opposition try to put in Trotsky's mouth}) To botray it is not onough,
You hove to overthrow it, The Octobour rovclution hos been betrayocd by the ruling
strotun, but not yct ovorthrown, It has o great powor of rcsistancc, coinciding
with the cstnblishcd proporty rclntlons, with the Iiving forcc ol the prolotariat,
The consclousncss of its best elenents, tho 3n¥$ssc of world capitalisn, cnd tho

»

Tnovitability of world revoluticn, , Thc Rovolution Botrnyod) (Our onpha=
sis) '

And this entircly correct vicw applics with equnl velidity in tho ocase of
war ! The very quotations uscd by the opposition thus turn out to bs the sharpest
axc in cutting down the bnsis of their entire supor-structure of argununtation,

They stand ceonfounded between the econcmie basis nnd the political super-structure
cf the Sovict Unien, Far frombeing free and indspcndent thinksrs they are a bo-

wildered petty brurgeois opposition lost without the guiding thrend of the dirlectie
crmong thce battered ruins cof thsir quetations,

, % k% %k ¥

Argunont by onrlogy alone is thc nost untrustwerthy forn of ~rguncntation.
It is thc last rcscrt of sophists, Tho distortions of the opposition arc o dangor-
ous preccdent in our movenient, Thc party will ncver be cducated in this wiaye Thet
the coppesition hns boen rcduced to sophistry is the nest dromning condemnation of
their departurc from Morxist mothods ond Mnrxist thcorye

In his opcn letter te Trotsky, Shachtman wrote:

"Cenrede Treotsky, I hove nlwuays beon as clesc o student of the histery
cf the revolutionary mcvencnt os pessibles, o« ¢+ My interest in this histery is net
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so much for its own sake, but above all in order to learr how %o avoid mistukes
of the past'and to emuldte thet which was worthy,"' -

These are comnenddéble septiments.  Weé €00 wish: t;q‘"avoid the mistakes of the
past and- to emulate that which wes worthy, -Abové 'all, let us emulate Lenin:

"I would rather be drawn and quartered than agree to participate in an ore
gan or an editorial board propagating such things,"

SWITITT
:#:,I::‘I:t[l'-n (i ‘Hn k%l:

-danyary 26, 1940,.



THEDEFENSEOFTEEU-S S.R. IN'I‘HEPBESENT'LR
(Docuxnent for discussion in the International)

(NOTE: This article was written before the Stalinist invasion of:
Finland. Owing to technical difficulties, it has unfortunately

been delayed.)

The sudden change in the international situation (Hitler-Stalin pact, Anglo-
Prench-Geman war, new reshufflings of imperjalist line-ups, etc.) forces us to
re~examine our positions on the question of the character of the U.5.5.R. and
egpecially of its role in this war.

The most urgent tesk of the Fourth International at this time is to clarify
the consciousness of the world working class, overwhelmed by the fact that Stalins
has all of a sudden (as it seems to them) fallen into the arme of Hitler, symbol
of counter-revolution. This shock to the consciousness of the masses, naturally,
is reflected in our own ranks. It was only naturel that, under pressure from be-
low, certain rceponsible comrades should have askod for a new examination of the
role of the Soviet Union in the prosent phasc of the second imperialist world war.

To try to suppress this discussion under pretext that there is nothing new,
that we mist not allew curselves to be carried away by events, that we would be
giving in to the pressure of bourgeois public opinion, that we muat remain firmly
deaf to the upheavals now going on in the consciousness of the masses, that we
must not look with critical or inquiring eye on certain points in our program,
thoge very points even now being put to the teqgt of events -- this is not Bolshe—-
vik firmness, but either sectarian blindness or bureaucratic stubbornness. :

The discussion which hns opened in our Americen party was, thercfore, not
only necessary but also inevitable. ¥ollowing tho oxample of the American party,
the International Executive Committec has decided to opon the discussion in the
International. This decision is in harmony with the wishos of our national sec-
tions and groups. The regime of the International -- and, I hope, of the Ameri-
can party as well -- is healthy enough to allew this discussion- Such a discus-

sion can have only a good effect on our own ranks: it will bring clarity to
legitimate doubts on this most controversial question and thus tighten up our
ranks, reaffirming our international solidarity and preparing the way for effec-
tive, homogeneous and disciplined action by our party on a world scale. Thus
will be preserved the unity of our ranks, the unity on the basis of democratic
centraliem and of our transitional program, and the unity 6f the Bolshevik-Len-
inists in: revolutionary action.

1, Yor all of us, the defense of the U.S,.S5.R. means the defense of the
nationelized means of production and of the planned economy. That means that we
continue to defend the U.8.S.R. to the extent that these institutions are main-
tained under the disrupting and quickening effects of the war and under the new
policy of the bureaucracy, which has only just been set up. The problem of de-
fense thus reduces itself to this: To what extent can these institutions resist
the pressure of the war?t To vhat extent can the defense of these institutions
be entrusted to the bureaucracy in this war situation? It is not easy to answer
these questions. Yo answer them in time, we must follow all tho more eattemtivoly,
from day %o day, the developmont, sometimes difficult to grasp, of the contradic-
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- tery, ,'p!.:pc'gs.'ses.}_"thel.‘ﬁ, are gpj:ng ori ‘at- the scencmic Bese of soviet. societys It is
dAnngerous for us to, remein hypnotizéd, waiting fer some -spectacular event that
®ill. suddenly throy A blinmding licht on the situaticn, cutting the Gordian lnot
of the ¢ld dispute ond fre#in; us from the need of &nalyzing, .woighing; and de-
ciding by ourselvcs, It is possible, even probable, that such ‘& symbolic event
:¥ill finelly appear on ij.l.%e. gcene only as the superficial and belated crovning of
& reality slready long.in éxistefice, In any éasé, experience has already shovin
.ny.that.the adyince of fhe gouster-revolution in Russia is reither os rich in
‘symbols nor es:accélerated ‘as” it was inthe-Frehch Revolution. It is enough for
us to compare the Russian Thermidor with' the Frénch Thermidor, .the edvent of Bona-
partism in France, and in Russia, The Russian counter-revolution unrolls itself
slowly, on & much larger time scale, In any case it is elready an accepted fact
in .qur. r;an.k:sr,‘_;c.‘ha"c,fhei‘ef_, is & possivility,’ with thé war, of the reintroduction of

. 4he.economic counter-revolution, of dapitalism, by the Mdry" route, . The.bureau-

. orgcy. is :consciously preparjng this rood. S .

Th&t 18 'WhyI dor}othhin“klt is -vigarous realism, in the .styl'év.,of;i..efnin, .
- to want to. cut through.se complex a question‘=-- lroady-on.bhé~road to @ solution
..quite .apart from any.ipfluence of ours == by applying the*logical -syllogisms:

- . .

Russia,is.still "d degensrated workers!' state," and hence we must defppd. it -un=~

-conditionelly, no mapter phére, when or how:

. ..Fhere are comrades who went to frightenius by the ultimatistié toba.of their
question: is the U.S.5.R, & degenerated workers' state or is it not?. Te,the ulti~
matists we could answer, Yes, but -it-is precisely its profound degeneration that
-mekes its defense canditienal, Ve must place it in a certain frame of reference,
making it depend on the palitical situstidn, upon eertain deétisive-considerations
of the moment, Why? Becduse this growing degerération’.can throw us-ipto e diffi-
cult dilemma: Whether to dofond thé U.S.S,Rs or to sacrifice:tho revelution in
.. another .country, '

.. Oyr. thesés qn the war end the'UsS,S.R,, our.official documents, thewritings
of Trotsky, lavé taught-us-to ¢oniider-war as the. most dangérous - condition for
.the future of the U,5,S.H., not only from the point of view of a military inva-
sion, but goye aIl, of ah internal breakdown of the collsctivized.structure of
,thé economy,; "It ig presiscly in this situatiofn that we' now find eursclves.
"Russis is.@)resdy in & virtual state of war,  Its armics arcswot fighting, or

aro_no longor fighting for tho moment,* but on the Yestern Front -tho belligercnt
.armies are nat fightink either, Tn any easo, what in important right. now is that
tho 8elays are coimted Yy months and days, and’ no longef- by: yoars, and. months,

. Thetis why it is d3Pricult for' us tg be satlEfied with' the: rgpetition of
the o1d formula_of tho wnconditional ‘dcfonse of:tho UsSeSiRi,~ovam with the add-
ition of the wards =+ "against ipporialist attack" (formuls. of tho majority of

. the Yapdership of tHec Amarican party), !'Intorpreted.”in due form,” this cators
“to pvery. taste, Ve must kndw whet e mean by "imperialist. attack™s, -an attack on

. thg Soviet Tronticrs by onc or morc capitalist armics? -Ororatherg as go have al-

" viays undoritood it,” shy war,” islatod - or mixed; -in which:the UsSuSells is engagod’

. Its. préponsc of clarity makes the formule evon'more ‘equivocals: '

o % In ?%’°%5'a; ovorts have’shovm’ iys “insufficioncy, .At.the $imo of the
invagion ¢f Poland by’the Bod Army-in ellidnco with the:Nozi troeps, tho revolu-
“fiongry vanguerd of -ii_:ho;;fﬁ_ﬁ‘i_?e’ﬁdrld , amd~ptincipally our, Palish comrados, found

thomsclyes ih'a ﬁw,aituﬂtidﬁ;: not forosccn: by.the deféngist formulas wiat.atti-

-
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tude should be taken tovards the inva’ing Red Army? Defend it, fight at ite side
egsrusk the bourgeois Polish army, be the best soldiers of Soviet Russia, or teke
£ defertist position and call upon the soliicrs of both camps to rise ageinst
their mesters, fraternizing with the pcople for a Soviet revolution inggefanted
“bourgeois Poland?

The proof has becn given: undor the pressure of an unforeseen event, such as
the invasion by the Red Army which the formula of defense did not cover, the lead-
ership of the Amerlican scction has been w.able to givec an answer either clear or
immecinte, unanimeus or by a majority, fnlse or correct, to the burning question
put to us so brutally,

Way? Because the groat majority of the party leadership found itself con-
fronted with this unhappy alternative: either condemn the invasion, abandoning the
slogan of unconditional defense, or keep the slugan and approve the invasion. On
this very question the great majority of the leading comrades could only display
their vacillations between the two opposing positions: defensist or defeatist.

The Buxrham resolution, condemning the invagion of Poland by the Red Army as a par-
ticiration in a war of imperimlist conouest, got only three votes; on the other ~

hand, the really courageous resolution of Goldman, asking the party to approve the
~ invasion by Stalin, received only his own vote, if we do not count one abstention
as timid approval., The resolution receiving the majority of the votes prudently
avoided answering the question; it was edited so cautiously that it did not even
dare to speek of an "invasion," preferring a long paraphrase such as "the parti-
cipation of Russia in the war in Poland."

That is a fact, and we must drew a lcsson from the experience, so that we do
not agaln run afoul of other disagreeable surprises thet life and the war mey
hold in reserve.

3. Thesé'regrettoblb'facts indiééfé that we must egain consider the problem
of the defense of the U.S5.S.R., in the ligcht of the new internntional situation
created byAthe war and the Stalin-Hitler,alliance, in fact or in effect.

Until now we have elways considered the task pf defense as independent of the
international political situation. Although denouncing Stalin's reectionary poli-
cies, we have always distinguished betveen Sovict foreign policy, and the policies
of the imperialist powers. We have always rccognized the Soviet govornment!s
right to maneuver between the imperialist blocs, for this nced for mansuvering was
dictated not by the goal of conquest but by the nucessity of the defense of an

" isolated workers' state surrounded by hostile powers. The Litvinov policy of a
bloc with the "democratic® imperialists, and the defecnse of the Versailles gtatus
gquo, however reactionary and limited it may have been, Justified itsclf, in the
eyes of the masses deoeived by the Comintern, as necessary in order to avoid the
combined attack of Germany and Japan. To ennoble the Anglo-Franco-Russian bloc,
the C.I. raised the standard of anti-Fascisme To maintain the Manti-Fascist®
blec, Stalin committed svery imnginable crime agoinst the world proletariat. But
in the face of the immedinte designs of Gormen and Japanesc {mperialism, this
foreign poliey of alliance with Francc and her Allies was dictated by a terrible
necessity (the question of who pushed Russia into this necessity would not chenge
the necessity). On the part of the U.S.S.R., ite participetion in the diplomatic
geme was divested of any aim of conquest, of rapine, of a quarrel over spoils, of
national oppression. Its war role was partially progressive, for what was in ques-
tion, basically, was the defense of statified property. (7t is possible that in
the case of a succegsful war the appetite for conguest would have made its appear-
ance enyway, but that is another question.) Dragged into the inter-imperialist
corflict by irresistidble forces, having at its disposal no stratosphere into which
it could climb,-the U.8.S.R. would truly be fighting for its existence., The ac-
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tual, defensive character of the U.S.S.R.'s own role in the war under those condi-
tions, whether it would only have been answering a first blow struck by Hitler,

or whether it itself had struck first, could not have been questioned. Unable

to conduct an imperialist war itself, unable also to conduct a revolutionary war,
that is, an aggressive war of liberation, the war of the U.S.S.R. would only be a
war of an oppressed country against the imperialist oppressor.

The entire policy of the Fourth International with respect to the defense of
the Stalinized U.S.S.R. was based on the progressive role and the necessarily de-
fensive character of the war of thc Soviet state. Since all possibility of Stalin
éonducting a revolutionary war of liberation was excluded, two perspcctives for
the participation of the U.S.S.R. in a war rcmained: an isolatcd war against one
or several capitalist countries, or a mixed war, into which the U.S.S.R. would be
dragged, from the first day, as one of the most disputed stakes of the rival im-
perialist bandits. Both possibilities would bear the same stamp of legitimate
defcnscs It would be a mattor of defending its social system of proporty, menaced
by the imperialism powers. But today thc decisive contradiction, at leagt at the
prescnt stago of international politics, is not between the naturc of the U.S,S.R.
and the capitalist world, but rather the result of the imperinlist rivalrics them-
selves.

The obJection that we are making a princinled distinction botween the "demo—
cratic" and fascist imperialism is not valid, No onec casts doubt upon the right,
es legitimate in one case as in the other, of the U.S.S.R. to make a military bloc
with any of the imperialist bandits, whether it is called England or Germany, the
United States or Japen, France or Itnly. It is not o matter of putting a condi-
tion to Stalin: if you make a military bloc with a Fascist country we will no
longer defend Russia,

It is quite another question; it is a question of a little practical distine-
tion not without importance} what is the character of the war which Stalin con-
ducted in Poland -- and is even now preparing t0 resume —- arm in orm with Hitler?
Who urges Stalin to make war? What role will Stalin play in it?

By now, one thing can be definitely stated: the little war lately waged by
Stalin in Poland and the Baltic countries is of an entirely new character. The
role of the U,S.S,R, in it 1s completely reversed. This war was not foreseen by
our old formula., And that is the decigive point,.

4. TUnless the change in the policies put into force by the upper spheres of
the bureaucracy is taken into account, the nev character of the war that is being
or will be conducted by Stalin cannot be understood. If weisolate this war from
the whole context of the now policies of the ruling clique, ve will sce in it
only simple measures of military defense, suddenly put into effect to take advan-
tage of exceptionally favorable circumstances which unexpectedly presented them-
selves. That is the very position of Browder & Co.; that was the irreproachadly
logical attitude of Comrade Goldman. Even as they insist that it is all a matter
of defense measures, some majority eomrades add, so as not to be confused with
Stalinism, that it is only a maneuver of the bureaucracy to keep itself in power,
Maneuver or not, it is undeniable thet as a roesult the burcaucracy has considera-
bly bettered its military defenses on tha West. The burcaucrats in power are in
charge of the dofense of the U.S.S.R. It is up to them to decice, for the moment
at least (we hope), which arc the best positions for the defense of the country,
which measures should be taken towards thot end; we have only to scrutinize them,
to support them in practical action, keeping our complete critical independence
and reserving for ourselves the right of independent action tomorrow, if we gain
the confidence of the masses.



B g

Feeling the point of Eitler's sword coming closer and closer to the heart of -
Russtyy S@mlin finished by oepitulating asd turning the sword point {m tniiieer |
direckion, The two irrecorcilable aiveresries, instead of finding themselves an~
gaged 1n a’ strugile to the death as all the world expected, have cope out of it
arm in arm. How did''it happon? What was the price of such a sudden chenge? Who
will have to pay the price of the undorstending? If shis allience is to lagt, it
must be diretted against the British Bmpire. Not being sufficiently strong to
carry out this gigantic task alone, Hitler esstired himself of the complicity of
Stalin. The glliance with Stalin could only be made against a third party. In
the given circumstances this third party ‘could only be the one who, among all tle
rivals, would appear to be at the same time both the principal enemy and the most
vulnerable one, a T ' L : .

What has up wnitil now prevented a clearer developmemt of this anti-Bpitish
pact, has been Britain's counter-meneuver, Wheh he forced Stalin to dot “Jointly
with him, Bitler expected Bugland to ¢onsider Bussis's actlon against Poland .and
the Baltle gountrieg in i¢s truc color, as mcts of war against the Allies, Ac-
eording £o Bitler's cnlculations, the result would ba either immediate peage or

war with Russia also. But, @ntrary to Hitler's topes, Cheambérlain didn't elliow &
himself to be caught. Chanberlain acted ay though he were saying to himgelf: .
"No use,.I won't let myaelf be provoked." 4nd he at once abandoned Poland, sent
all his.promises to the Devil, and accepted the conquest by Stalin as ‘an sccom-
plished fact, ¥For the moment at least,'hs wents peace, net war, with Soviet -
Russias (Just the same, he intrigues end pursés the hope of one day seoing the
generals of the Reich throw Bitlér out and broak the pact with Btelin,): :

S« The destruction of the British Eupire is ene of the most prograssive
tagks of humanity., Its fall will be the gramd overturs of the national revolution
of mundreds of mlillionp of eolonial slaves, It is precisely their heritage which
is at stake in the present war. Faced with the failure of his old plan of having
his hands free in the Bast, in Furops, as the natural fisld for the oxpension of
his empire, Hitler has no ‘other choice than to revive the old imperialist plan of
the Germmny of the Kaimer, But by other means! namply, & return to ths Biemarck-
lan policy of alllance with Russia, reinforeed by ultra modern "anti-imperialist?
propagande and demagogy, o this end the langunge of Moscow more and more har-
monizes with that of Berlin. ' Alresdy, Malotov replacas Yantifascism" by "anti-
imperislism.," - R ' N

We are hardly at the beginning of the war, but already the British empire
is crack’.ng everywhere. Little by litt}e, slowly bué {rrevocably, the peoples-
of India are entering upon the path of revolt. Under the pressure of the masses
and of exceptional historigal circumstances, even their most eorrupt and cowardly
leaders are forced to take resh steps. Stalinist dempgogy, scrambled up with
that of Hitler, enters the fight. Soon the contradictions, like powerful explo-
gives, will blow everything up; events will ewirl over the heade of the hesitant
leaders, The hour of payment of ‘the ancient note will have come. But,,».the
most inspiring historical perspectives can chagge into the darkest higtorieal
consequencess The sinigter advances deing mpde by Hitler amd Stalin to.the colo~
nial peoples, oppresacd by the British and French, -~ advonces desighed to win
their confidence -- gound a gloomy note for the future of the solonial pevelution, °
The Hitler-§talin alliance is the greatest danger ‘to the tremendous revelwtiomary
perspectives that ‘are boginning te open up in Asta.s ‘The reactionary role of '
Stalin in Gpain will be child's play compaired to bis role in India in cooperation
with Naziem, S - S : -

Every Stalinist war at the side of Hitl'er, wnder the flag of struggle against -
Axglo-Prench imperialism, will be nothing dbut a sinister enterprise destined to
sidetrack the revelt of the messee and to crugh the rovolutjion in the egg, Yor
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the’ Hitler-8talin gang, 1t will simply be a matter of replacing the old mgstefﬁ
by néw.ones; even more greedy and brutal, ' ’ '

“To suppert Russia in this enterprise, under the pretéext that the Soviet
economy must be defended against the British and French cannon, would be to sacri-
fice the interests of .4he colonial revolntién t¢ the intérests of the upper layers
of the burcaucracy, allied to the megnates of the Third Reich. Faced with the
necessity of choosing between the defensc of the U.S.S.R. or the support and the
‘degponing of the revolution of the coloniadl peoples, we choose the latter without
. any hesitation, for the victory of the colonial revolution will nullify the effects
of an'ovontual milifary'defeat of the Red-Afmy on any front whatsdever, even on the
fronticrs or on the territory of the U.S.S.R. The reverse, howcver, is not true.
To permit Stalin-Hitler to appropriate for thomselves, with our aid, the rising
revolution of the colonial peoples -- and our policy of support of the Russian
armies in such a war, no mattor who the enemies arc, will be helping Stalin-Hitler
in practice -~ would put an end to any revolutionary perspectives for decades. We
must be ready from now on for guch an eventuality, : ,

6. This 1s no longer merely speculation. Already, in this first phasc of
the war, the Red Army has been scen in action, serving the autocrat of the Kremlin.

Howover, this little war that Russia ig conducting, under the benevolent eye
of Hitler, is no more than jockeying for position in other, more serious engage-
monts. In leaving the Baltic to Stalin, Hitler wants to give a proof of his bri-
gend's loyalty. In letting Stalin go ahend, Eitler hopes tc sec him drawn further
and further in his own footsteps and to compromise him in the eyes of the masses
within as well as without the U.S.S.B. Hitler waits for his colleague to put Hs
house in order in the north of Europe only in order to push him into the Balknns,
the door to Asia. = - ' o ‘ " '

TModay the most immediate task of Stalin is to finish with Finland. Here, it
is not & simple matter of assuring military and naval bases on the most vulnerable
pointe of his Buropean frontiers, as one could argue was the case in the Baltic
countries. Herc the 8talinists' eagor lust is scarcely veiled by a military stra-
tegic aim. This involves much more substantial things for the greedy bureaucracys,...

If the Finnish government doesn't believe it possible to submit to the per~
suasions of the strongor party, it is poseible that the Soviet army under the
orders of the Red dictator will invado thc soil of Finland. We will have herc the
same situation as in’Poland. ~ The 4th Internntiocnal will agnin be faced with this
dilemma: either to condemm or to support the Red Army in its expedition ngninst
Finland, What name will be given to that war? No one, I hope, will dare to say
that 8talin is engaged in liberating Finland, or is going there in order to help
the rising proletarian revolution, No one will be able to say, either, given the
present circumstances, that Russia is defcnding itself against an imperialist at-~
tack, It will thereforc be nothing but a war of brigandage of a great power
against a little country. It will therefore be & war of an extremely reactionary
character,

Wo have already scen the effect of the Red Army's entry into Poland. The
most brilliant result of this expedition was not at all a dubious economic reform
(or revolution?) introduced from above in ‘the interest of the complete power of a
bureaucracy, and which we still do not kmow exactly how to charncterize. From all
appearances, this referm was limited to a division of the large landéd properties,
unaccompanied by the nationalization of the land, and to the nationalization of
the banks and some basic industries in & backward and miserable agricultural coun-
try, Light and small scale industry remained based on capitalist private property.
For this was saorificed nothing less thon the ensrmous revolutionary possibilities
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that ‘the wilitary defeat and politieal bankriptey of the Poligh ruling class opened
- wp before the nition. 6telin crusird in the egg a classical revolutionary situa-
~tiou whosg probabilities of triunph were ot at all neghglble. The ogvreased )
coun®yy wds rid of -the governmant- hr t9d by the people. Warsaw resistyll the German
army with its own rosourcess ‘Tie sici‘o Sf Warsaw crented the conditions for a new
‘Commine. " iTha revoluticnary storm would heve' clsively won the compdign, above
.i@ll in‘the Bast, o -the borders of the U,5:8.R. ' The peasants took seriously the
announcem:nt "of the exdtry of the Red’ Army. In the belief thiat the ‘Red Army was
really "red® .thoy bégan forthvith to e'xpropriate with their own hande the heredi-
tary class oaeny = ‘the big landed propricters. The Red Army ceme only to dircct
the exprour iation,’t‘he revolutlon, into bureducératic ch.a.nm,ls, taking them out of
" the hangs of the - ‘people, pushing theé peoople aside, shooting the boldest and most
'-?indepcnaent ‘ripresontatives of the peorlo, Those who' in Poland had up ‘until then
put their faith in the Russia of ‘StoIiz had to pay a heavy price. The Soviets in
embryo formed spontaneously at Vilna wero destroyed by the steel of the Red Army
for the benefit of the L:.thua.nian boury coigie, We can compare tho state of mind
created ‘among thc masscs by thé news 6f the coming of the Rod Army to that of the
workers of Fronco at the wmomont when the first government of the Popular Front
camg to power, - Thé Fronch molotarm‘c draewing the only poesible conclusion from-
the event, 'said to its4lf: here it 1s,’ thip is our own govemmcnt, let us faclli—-
‘thte its task By mdkihg oursulves the masters of the factorics, ‘However, t‘hp
‘ debpening of the révolintion in Polahd #01ld ‘have inévito.bly led to war between
Germany and Rugbia, the land of the Boviets, "It would have beon the beginning
of the first revolution~ry wave Paised by the war, It would also have offered
the only possibility of cutting the war short, Preventing its development, by o
only real peace, peace by revolution, The role of tho Rod Army %1 Poland' wds
therefore from beginnmg to end reactionary. cOuntor-revolutlomry. ‘ .

A simﬂar situation may again ‘present itself ’tomorrow, in I‘ln],zmd. it is
therefore impossible to call upon the ‘Rusgian workers o' Bupport the ‘brigandage .
-of the bursaucratic autccracy. ‘It would be “Just as’ crimnal to ‘call upon the
Tinnish workers to suppdrt thelr redctionaty bourgedis government as to° invite
them to become the "best soldiers" of the Red Army, by military sabptage, by
blowing ip bridges, by dlsorgzsnizing ‘the defense 'off the Pinnish'army, with the
gole aim:of throwing the’ ontire country into the hands of the satisfied satrap
-of the Kremlin. ‘The defeatlat pdlicy in: ’oo’ch campp is. the only policy capable
of ‘aidifig and’ accelerating the revolutionnry process ’1'1 case of a defeat 1n
elther campo ’

The definition oi’ the' *U.B.SsR. as & “degenerated workers' state! rloesn't
free us of the- nocassity of exa.mming ‘in each cenerpse ¢ase’ the rolo that 1t mu.st
play 'in this war, From its definition as- a "workers‘ state' cannot be deduged’
the absoluté’ necessn:y for ita-defe ense, no mtter undgr wImt conditlons the war
is made, : History kuows cakes where the bourieoisie or other ‘ruling classes were
defeatists in their own country (in Russia in the Russo-Japanese war, in the
United States the northern bourgeoisie in the war agawst Mexico that was led
by the alave~holding SOuth, etc;), S

" M the casé of Soviet Russm # d.efeatist atti‘tude ‘on the part of its own.
proletariat would Be even more justifiable. For. although theoretically the rd -
Aing ‘6lasd, it does not -exércise any control nor take any reépbnsi’bility for the
policy of its std’oe. Accordiﬁg o ’Trotsky, the- domnant ‘trait of this state is
"1ts dual’ characters he ever insists on the fact’ t‘hat this duality insténd of
‘tending to dieappcar Ip growing from 48y ‘to ‘day, ‘Bourgeois social law, ‘which’
8t first only Qominated Ehe field -of &istrlbution, tends t9 invade further and
further the decisive field of production. '

The soclal "fruits" of stetified property themsslves demand, in order to'be
y v
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grebbed, both the violence and the coercien of the bourgeois law of distribution,
againgt...the toiling magscs. But it is olroady no longer againgt -- properly
gpeaking -- bourgeois tendencies that statified property is defended. It is elove
all defended against the petit bourgeolis tendencies of misery, or the miserable
tendencies of the individusl left to himself -- that is to say, the petit bour-
geols, for Soviet society of the Stalinigt epoch is, like every totalitarian seci-
ety, an atomiged society. The suppression of classes ie not the same thing as

the disappearance of classes, As by a esort of re*reat into the far-distart past,
before the organized class struggle had coms into existence, the U.S.S.R. is the
field of a general, and blind, struggle of individuals against individuals, and
of all against the state, ,

A soclety cannot live long under such conditions, Individuals, citizens,
divided and separated, tend to re-group themselves agein, on the basis of their
common interests. The victorious proletariat organiged its State in order to beat
down the hereditary enemy, the bourgeoisie., Eaving exterminated it, the prole~
tariat however did not enjoy the fruita of its victory. Its State was turned
egainst it, exproprifting the proletariat in ite turn from the benefits of its
victory over the bourgecisia, It'has lost its immediate means of defense (the
union), it has lost its means of political representation (the Soviet), it has
lost 1ts means of conscious expression (the Party). It has seen itself atomiged
like the gther classes, the pensants and the bourgeoisie. In the Btate that it
iteelf created, all ity own means of defense, of representation and of expression
are as scattered, as indirect and oblique, ag improvised or spontaneous, ss under-
ground or illegal as those of the other social groupings. In the gemeral misery
the only thing which can distinguish the proletariat by any sign whatsoever of
superiority, from all the other social groupings, and this includes the totali-

tarian bureaucracy, ig that it alone can find in the gtill existing social rela-
{idnehip of property, in the statified property, & rvad tuwerds progress and the

future,

But in the given economic and political situation, national as well as inter-
national, that is rather a theoreticael advantage. Fer in the totalitarian impasse
of Boviet society under Stalin, development ®ends to follow the line of least re-
sistance. 4And in the present conditions in Ruesia no one can hold that the easi-
egt way out is that of the integral maintenance of collectivized property and
centralized economy. The road of the proletariat, being the only progressive
one, is perhaps here too the most difficylt and the most radical, (We must never
forget that unlike capitalism, the process of building socielism ig a conscious
one, that ieg to say, & voluntary, political task,) In any case, the road of the
political restoration of the proletariat is not a "dry" road but & revolutionary
oney On the other hand, the road of counter-revolution, which has been follswed
for a long time, marked frém time to time by violent explosidns, by a sort of '
spasmodic civil war, can, with the war, be finished the "dry" way, - The war, with-
out a victorious revolut n, will be fatal to the Russian proletariat, even
though it ends in the military victory of the ruling Bonapartist clique. The
mogt important channel of the counter-revolution is the “bureaucracy itself,

Why then cannot the proletariat of Russia, even if it be considered the yul-
ing elass, be defeatist in "itg" State? After all, a defeatist attitude is the
natural consequence of the lack of national cohegion of a glven esocial or politi-
cal regime, Can you conceive of a solid national cohesion in an atomiged, total—
iterian society™ - ‘ ,

8y But here we have to do not with & theoretical question but rather with a
practicel policy that must be determined according to immediate perspectives,
Which 18 the best tactie in the —2—~-- --- AL = s ‘ -t
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Urder the tension ard in the atmcsphers of war, the rhythm of historicael pro=-
cessés bteccmes increesingly accclerated, In the U,S.S,Ry the dénger comes from
the fact that counter-revolution may advance faster than revoluticn, The policy
of untonditional defense’can slow up evcn more a proccss thet is alrcedy lagging
tehind, Lacklng conscicus or semi-conscicus orgens: of expression, the social
grouplngs in the atomized socisty menifest themselves through whatever channels
or'ucc1denta1 means they happen to find. along thaoir road, Or by improvising, In

%dtalltarlan society, .all roads lead to the State, Once war comes, all those
groups or individuals who ses security for themsclves in the partial or complete
enlarging of privete property and 1nd1v1duallst1c accumulatlon will find them=
selves together, in & broad upited front. The proletarlat already in rectreat
*11 aleng the line, may find itself isolated into the bargain, The revclutionary
v;nguard must nect tie its hands in advance, a priori, by a defensist tuctic, that
is to say, a levltlmlst loyalist attitude tovrards the bureaucracy. This policy,
in a certaln sense a passive pne, will not helr us prepare in time those subjective
‘ factors necossary ‘for actlon when the chance comes,

We 'must not lose¢ sight of the inner nature of the struggle of the Russ1an
proletarlat it wants to-defetd  the statified property egainst all its encmies,
both oxternal ard internel, HBut it is precisely the war that is-the shortest -and
surcst means for thc destruckion of this property, We do not meen that the most
immediets and most-damge rous threat comes from an invasion by a foreign army, but
at least in the present phase of the war, that the main danger 1s from w1th1n.

The constructlon of" SOCl&llSm is above all a conscious process. This moans
‘that the ‘ecconomic relitionships by, themsclves do not declde: there is no automatic
organic. evolution from statificd proporty tewards soclallsm. For fhls is required
in the political domlnatlon of the prolétariat, which must oxerc1sc ‘active control
through its specific organs, partlos, unions, soviets, ctcs It is’ ﬁhércforo nce-
essary that the proletariat be in a position to dircet, to usc effoctively and in
actuality, the economic progess based upon colloctlvized property. This.collec~-
tivized cconomy.in -itself;, abovc-ell -in.an isolated ard backward country, given
tho gencral rctreat of the world-: prolctariat, given the fact that a usurping
burccucracy has robbed- the national proletariat of the fruits of its victory over
the bourgooisio -=- given all this, and the colloct1v1zod economy is only a sccon=
dnry foactor with rclation to tho subguctlvc, conscious factor of political powors
If, im order to give.to the statlfled property all the p0551b111ties of & sociale-
ist devolopmont the proletariat ought to defend it against the burcaucracy, ought
to snateh it out ‘of tho honds of the burceucracy, then we cannot oxcludc by any
affirmation of ‘o principle (i.ce, "Russia is a. degencrated workers' state") the
ngcesslty in cortain eoncrgte cascs, aqcording to tho character or Historic role
of the.war into which tho burcaucracy wants to drag thp gntire country, of o dc=
foatlst tactic on the part-bf the worklng class,

‘94 Thé Sovict Statc, lika its cconomy, Is forn apart by the same 1rruduc1-

blc antagonisms, The inhorent. tondoncy of cwery Statc, if left to itsclf, to clo=

vate itsolf above classes, ocbove socicty,” ‘has boon ablc in Russia, thanks to ox-

- geptional historical circumstances, amd porhaps. for tho first timc in history, tc
work its¢lf out to, the onde This dovglopment of the proccss has been possible
beeausc the prolct“riat the dominant ¢lass; . bas ‘boen too weak to excrcisc its
control over the burcaugracy, thé 1ncarnation of the State, The burcaucracy has
jdentifiscd 1tsolf with tho Statc, In so idontifying "itsclfy it has’'attained an
absolutc devolopment, as far as it can go os a burcaucracys This means that tho
burcaucracy, too, hns«comv to the cnd of its proccss of dovelopmont and now canno®

“but ‘ceasc to bo itsolf . we.that is, it must transform itsclf or*dic. Now that tke
Stato *is' its private propcrty, the cnd of the procoss of infroversion is reached
from boing a scrvant of thc Statc, thc burcaucracy has become its mester,



By the same process of evoluticn, of r=alizaticn of its avsolute nature, the
State, completelr. burenucratized, places itself above societ ¥y becoming, in: the
process asccigl or anti-social. In order not to racognize itg master,. the ruling
class - (the proletariat) 1tl-PI;OCI&_i{mS»fth'GIA.ClaSSlOBS society, it becomes the whole

- society, the totalitarian providenco, soeiclism. At this stage of hypertrophy,
it puts itself in opposition to all of society, suffocates and crushes all the
‘¢lass groupings in society -- classes whese. vory existence it disowns, by proclaim-
ing their disappearayice, Thq_v'.‘li’f_e.bf socioty is menaced by this excrescence, by
this tnceasing and evergrowing irvasion.by a State which bas remched a kind of
social olephantingig.. ' .

In order to réstore the equilibrium that- society. has 1pst, .var proaks. out bo-
tween the Frankenstein State and society as a whole. But the organizod class
struggle (violence which is.10% grbitrary and unilateral, but rather,-organized
and counter-bhlanged by other foreds) --.the motive power ¢f history.-- is not. .
pregsent to re-estoblish’ the; vital equilidrium of :society and its dymamism —- & -
process which must go on until classes. die & natural denth as the tyue secinlist
society ig achigved., Aiud @0 the burenucratized State contimues to rot and dry:out
the vital lifesprings of the. social organigm.. The bureaucratized State must there-
fore be overthrown so thot the normal propess of class struggle may resume-its:
march forward, its dynamic functions preserved, restoring the State to its natwal
place, its orgonic limits, its true functiops as servant of the ruling cless, the
ihgkriwneht par excellence of history. Then the §tate:will be censtrained within
thege limite, &nd 4ts ingnte mgocial tendeneigs Wwill be reprossod, by tho-play.of
the clags ghrugeld, by the dsfensive action.bf other, non-ruling classes.. This
will D& tha tesk of tho rostored workingclass democracy;-that is to sayy. of the
‘dictatorship of the prolctariat,

.,.Pasing itself on the stgtification and planification of.the .gconomy, bxtend-
ing 1ts"discretionary power over the entire economic life of society, the.Stnte
hag ‘secured complete freedom. .1t hos. become what Engels, .in:a letter to-Bebel
eriticizing the draft of the Gotha Progrom, defined as. the "Free Statel; Ya State
which is free in rolotion to ite citizens, hence a State with a despotic govern~
ment." The U,5+5.B. today might .give ug a rough idea of .this burcaucratized "Free
State."” But such a State hna no future and.no possibility of .survivins.

At eny rate, 1t.would sgem we are not golng.outside of Marxist tradition if
wo. eall .into .question the theoretical carrectness of the formula -of the."degener=
ated workers! state" iy 9rdeér to admit the hypothesis, under :exceptional and
transitory couditions, as a temporary phonomenon, of a cortain monstrous deforma~-
tion of the Marxist concept of thé State,. such as that of a Bureaucratigod Freo *
State,. A . - T '

. . In any case 66 theoreticel analysis can exhaust the question of the nature
of ‘the Soviet §totp, Yesterday's analysis no longer suffices for todmy's situa-
tiohs " Engels spoks:of a "Free State in relation to its citizens." M~rx, spesk-
ing of the bureaucracy of Louis Benaperte, called.it an "ertificipl class.? Lenin,
speaking of the Sovict State itself, criticized the expression "workers! state -
as Inexdct, because, according to ‘him,_ the Russian State was "Workers e .end pess-
ant, " .orjrathe_x-,j_e{t{' he defined it,.a dureaucratic State.dominnted by -the prole-
tariate .And fihally, Trotgiy, in characterieing. the, Stalinist buresucracy, rec-
ognlzed that it.is "something more; than a.simple ‘bureaucracy.”  And mere recent-
ly; he Bffiriied: "Thp, Soviet . buresucracy at. present has united: within- isseif in

a gghge” the charactoristics of all the old classes,~but without-either: their ‘gow.-
clal rooté, or their fraditions" ("The Tetalitarian Defeatists, ko Quatriems .
Internationale, Nov.-Dec,, 1938.). A new and unique phenomenon in higfory, the
degensrated Soviet State, or Pree State, is an extremely tronsitory process. Eu-
closing it in a formyla which lacks 20y -great sclentific prosision ~-.-"degenerat-
ed vorkers' §tatd" -+ ‘ddes not resolve our practical problem, . . ,
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But, on the other hand, to know whether we should refuse to defend it in a
concrete -case in the present war, we 4o not have to proclaim that a new ruuz_:g
clasg ‘has taken tne 'place of the proletariat in ‘the U.S.S.R, Historical parspec-
tivea and the developmert of events alone can decide the question. Wkt @
and must ‘do 1s to weigh the perspectwes in an efﬁ.rt to analyze and forene the
meaning end tendencies of the development., It is these tendencies that can give
us che test answer to the question of the social nature of the burcaucracy. For
owr part, we believe that tho bureaucracy has no future; that its immediate fu-
ture does not point in the same direction as the historical current, but quite
the coutrary, in the reverse direction, towards certain decline. (Ou;r ba;sis for
thie belief, we shall try to explain below.) ' '

Now of all the inmtruments of production, said the young Ma.rx, the most im-
pcrtant is a-dew soclal class. A4t least from thig angle, 1t is difficult to
reconcile Marx's concept with the reality of thce Stalinist burcaucracy, Accord-
ing to the vital and diaslectical standards of the young Marx, the Soviet bureaii-
' - eracy as a class does not pass the test of history. This class that exhausts i

itself in less than a g neration, guiding ‘the society-that it lends etraight
toward.s @ blind alley and min, is rather an abortion of a class.. .
- 19, Let us now lgave aside, for the moment the purely theoretical dispute
‘over the nature of the Soviet .State. Let us 1imit ourselves to an analysis of
. practical perspectiveaa _ There lies the answer. This is all the truer because
the fcrelgn prlicy of the U.S.S.R. does not.neceesarily flew from what remains
for us to defend in Rusgia: the statified property and plentied economy.  In fact,
it is quite the contrary.

: Just-ag the foreign pclicy takes on a character more and more consciously
hostile to the interests of the. world revolution, gp the internal policy of the
bureaucratic pa.rty in ptwer tekes on a character-more end-more a.ntagonistic to~
wards the’ collectivized economic structure. A

l'or years the buree.ucra.cy has been conducting a systematic offensi.ve a.ga.inst
the Soviet proletariat. A consideration of the past few years from the angle of
the present Stalinist policy (in the light of the pact with Hitler) clarifies the
meaning of the- struggle to exterminate the 0ld generation of Bolsheviks and the
revoiutionary or independent . reprasentatives of the. Youth. 4s our transitional
program puts- it, this ‘gencral extermination Phae destroycd ,ever morec the politi-
-cal ¢guilibrium, in favor of the ‘bourgeoia right wing -of the bureaucracy and of
1%3 eliies in thé. eountry." It was in this sense, morcover, thet Comrade Trotsky
interpreted the hypothesis of an alliance between Russia and Germany. In fact,
trylng to weigh the posseibilitics of such an alliance before the "Commission of
ing.iry,® he believed that if it should. take place it would be against the will
of Stalin himself. He thought that it would be rather the werk of a section of
the bureaucracy Beeking "t¢ assure its poRiticn at. any price, even at the price
of an alliance er friendship with Hitler."™ Trotsky supposed that Stalin wag not
at all inclined to travel in this direction. His- interpretation seemed to be
that such-an-alliance would be. the result of a victorious struggle of one section
of the- bureaucracy against the wish of the "father of the peoples." This faction
would be composed "eof a large layer of the upper end middle buresucracy." The ro-
moval of Litvinov, we can clearly see now, is in line with thot view. .Finally,
this whole ‘strugsle-within the buree.ucracy has yresulted in the current triumph
of-sthe poliey of the )‘ascist "pight wing," the Boutenko wing; the alliance with
Hitler is the. expression of th:.s ’crium;»h. St_alin .has gone over to the ‘program -
thheﬁgh‘b‘wing. : ' . ‘ T )

7

ihy? Because Stalin gecks a new basis of auvport for his: tottering regime,
The eountry of socialism is floundering in a general crisis of under-production,
The orialg of under—~production is chronic in light induetry and consumers! goods.
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The terrible exhnustior of basic carital has become acutec since 1937. The impos-

.81bility of its reacwal by natioral resourcéds alone is aggravated by the increascd

necassities of the military machine, or & whr footing. Stalin is tempted to scek
in the industrial power ‘and high tochnical level ef.Germany the means of "renéwing
this basic capital, or, above all, of reducing the éver more alarming unbalences
in the fundamental braaches of Soviet ecbnomy. In compensation, hé promises to
re-vitalize Gormany with rew materiels, with food products, even perheps at the
risk of re~introducing famine in the U.S.S.R., unloss he profers to start out

with Hitler on a policy of brigandage and the conquost of colonies, (Let no one
raise loud crigs of pious 9indignation bocause we dare to supposc thnt the "degen-
orated workers' stato" is capable of “dmpcrialist briganddge. Lot it be remembered
that it was Comrade Crux himsclf who tms the first to belicve the bureaucracy capa-
ble of "every imaginable crime," including.the capacity of "carrying out an impe-
rialist policy," that is, by taking a pilece of China for 1t& ‘services to Chiang
Kai-shok, -- See "Discussion on the Chineseé Quostion," August 117 1937.)

Stalinism is obliged to g8t more and mpre involved in policies which seek
& way out of the blind alley, no longor wiiRin thd country, bui outside its bor-
ders. Within the cowntry, tho. national regfurcos mo longor suffice or are no
longer as available as they woro in 1928-39, This time he con no longer skin
the poasantry as he did then; he ecan no longpr sct afoot the same campaign of
primitive accumulation at the ezpense of she peastntry as he dld in the years

" of the first Pive Yoar Plan. He pan no longer count: on the suppert of the work-

ors, whose enthusiasm. devotion and confidence have sinec fallen cathstrophical-
ly. Rakovsky foresaw this general crisis of under-production in a masterful
faghion in his study of the ,probl;_em,s of Spviet econdmy, in 1930. ("Problemes
de, 1'Economie de 1!'U,R.S.5." in Le Luttg de Classe, May 15, 1932.) - T

The Russo-Germn agreemecnt, is the most convincing expression of the neces-
sity in which Stalin finds himself of seeking a way out of the gencral crisis by
going outside of Russia: -Under -the pressure of necessity, & Mliaison" is ‘being
fo¥med between the peasant économy (the- Kelkhog- aristocracy). and German industry,
that is to say, in the 0ld, more precise lenguage, betveen 'the kulak and’world
cepitalism." As Trotsky said, "It was not worth while to make the October revo-

lution for that." (The Revolution Betrayed.) A

The intensive exploitation of the national resources and of the Soviet mass-
es! capacity for work -~ the corner-stones of the. first industrialization —-
saved, for a time, the economic basis of $he October revolution by assuring the
development of the productive forces of Soviet economy. ~ But we arc how faced
with a new cycle of reproductions  The promissory notes’ 0f the first industriali-
sation have fallen due. Thus, all the acoumilated capital must be renewed. At
bottom, it is a question of finding the bnses for a new accumulation. On the
basis of the first two Five Year Plans, the bureaucracy hos exhausted its progres-
sive role, that is, its role as a working plass bureaucracy. It has thus succoed—
in in "saving" the oconomic foundations of thc workers' state, but by definitive-
1y dethroning the proletarint. By means of the planned economy it has made the
means 0f production and the national income its exclusive monopoly. It therefore
is in the same relntion to the éntire economic proceas as the great imperialist
magnates are to the monopolized branches of capitalism; they also need not be the
nominal proprictors of the majority of the gtocks and bonds of the large corpora-
tions in order to dispese of tham at their wish and According to their conven-
ience. By controlling production and credit they dispose of the property of
others, the little stockholders, the little coupon-clippers, the little savings

’

‘of the little geqple, as if they were their omn.

The burcaucracy 'begins to wnderstand that .it cannot repeat the histsry of
the first industrialization. It now has much more to lase. It wants te get the



sountry out of the erisis, but %c its cim exclusive profit, &nd nc longer es.e

simple workirg cless bureenrucy suek as it was esserntielly in 1928 ard '29, 1t
is hers tret the Aiffersnce of histerical perspuctive botweer. the two periods is
most clesrly merksd, - = o : S )

To sclve the crisis,ﬂcoﬁsalidatingJits.position once for :ell, the bureau=

- eracy hesitates tetween two methodsy peace end war, Stalir inm now helf in the

war ond nelf outy ‘Hut he hos né choice, He would much profer peace, & peace
dictated 1y Eitler, fer he would hcpe not enly ta hold what he has already teken,
but alsc to get a snure of the bocty without risking & real ware Also, with
peuce, the: Russc-German sconomic ".olleboration™ would bte able to reach its full
development, The latter, however, would remlly mean the "peaceful® colonization
of Rusczia ty Germerys But ewen this perspoctive. of peace 1is more: - and more probe
lemobice OStalin fears wer, but he is tempteds He elready plays at war, and
‘after all ir réality his geme cen only lead to wari This cen prove fatal to the
Scviet ecorcmic structurs, even as it opens up an nistorical way cut for the
Puresucracy, cr-at the very least for tre rulirg eligtrehye Feonomically, howevsr,
it would rnct have ccrsequasncss vVery differont from thtso of en imms iate poéce,'
with the triungh of Hitlaery- War wquld put &n end to the morqpoly of foreign trade
g5 @ barrieér tc foreign, that is to:say German , irdustry, Tne eccuomic plen, ale
roedy presshed by the sudden needs df,,BbiIizaﬁion'andﬁthe'anncxation of new ter=-
riteries, would bhe definitivoly put eside in erder that thc ontirc natiorel eccn=
omy might to adsptod to the rotcssitios of thqﬁdr and ccoporation with;Gcrman
soonomy, 17¢& mcbelerated mevemont of the centrifugel forces of the ccenemy and
- of individuslistic accumulation in some of the most‘fuhdamontal,SGctors of the
cocnomic 1life of the country (agriculture, 1ight industry and consumers' goods,
ertisan proéuction which is alrcady. in the proccess of legal decertraiization, etc.)
will breal down &1l the Juridicel barriers ard end up by being sancticrcd by the
State, Merecvwer, this. will be dnthe "risterical" ‘dntorests. ~f the burcaucracy
itwelf. It .1s also Tho path of leust TCS16LLNCE, POl The Turocucracy o 8ct
- FEherwiss would moan to roturn to the prclotoriot, to the revolution, to. its own
‘solf-dogtructions. S me el N

" The buroaucracy,.espeéialiy tho top burooucracy, hopes to incroase the pro=-
duetive foreos of tho ecuantry by more and mcre thbroughgoingLccncpss;onS'in'tho

vy of Fc dcnsticnalization of the }end .and of light'industry.and“artisan.pro-

ducticre (It scoms that this is tho‘policy:thnt'hus boon adopted if tho nowlye
ammexad borritoriese) It would then find in this (temporary}) growth of the pro=
ductive Prrces. a morc solid and sutonrmous vasc upon which to. support itsclf and -
survive, - = -_ . o
_Cn such & baso, i% would btc cpsicr for the turcauecracy te dcvelop fully
. pvery tondsncy within jtgelf that might lcad ﬁo_its.trunsfoqmatiOn into & new
"indeperdent social formations It is.as rostloss as a hon that is lorking for a
safe plase to lay hor ogge . It wants to got itsdlf o propor, statlc, oconcmic
osnd social basc on which it can . spreci itself at casc and assure jtself o por=-
mencnt place in history as ghruc socinl classe 'Tt is prociscly this that it.
sécks by its polioy of ‘foreign advcnturese ’ ' oo

If it_sdccceds; thét_is.tqvéay, ir ité.péiiéy>of conquest is successful or
“if it gods through :this, entijrc War'poriod without sct-back or bunkruptqy;.thqn

* theo cld ‘question of whether or not-it is alroady a noy social cless will have
- ‘beon deoeided “in the affirmative. _Thp thoscs -on the U.S.S.R,,in.ﬁhqqtrqnsition&l

progrem prodietcd the political unfolding on thé Easis,qf~tho;cqon¢mi9_§olicy

thet we hare just indieated, _Here is what theoy said: ° A

"¢ is from that &i;ecy;oh,ithat is, f?éﬁ'fhovfigﬁt, that'wc can cxpeet ir

‘the noxt poricd incroasingly detormined attompts to rocofistruct tho social rogime

S S AP AL ST . . . "
Sro T e e



of the U.S.S.R. by reconciling it with Western c-ivili‘z'ia,rt'i'on,.' phi‘_ticulgirly in its
Fascist form." . T T e e e

It 1s. this process of Testoration that we have now before our eyos ~ secn no
longer as a perspective but: .as: somcthing already in processs ) :

.11,  Bince the.rosd back o' the revolution is definitely blocked to the bu- -
reaucracy, ve must not let ourselves bo déceived by the' "left" phrases and twists -
of the agents;of Stalin, .- - . = . . = S , .

- Thenks:t0 a momentarily. favorable historical situation, the 8talinist bureau-
cracy.has adopted.a tone.much more independent of thé outside world than it has
permitted. itself for some time past. Thik is-dué 6 ‘the surprising. and unpredict-
able fact, thnt.ths inter-imperialist war ‘has broken .out ‘without Russia being drawn
in at.the. first shot on-the-first day. Shéltered behind Germany, the adversary it
feared most, the bureaucracy has plucked up a little courage, and Moscow now apes
Berlin in: its monper.of treating émall-neighbors and hurling thunderbolts. Once
more 1% 1s able te radicelize.its vocabulary and’ to paint over its hideous visage
with a 1ittle rouge.. None Af ‘this ig of ‘the slightest real significance. . It is
simply & matter of frightening others, oi’one hand, and on the other, of salvaging -
the remants of the Comintern in the democracies who are either at war with Ger-
many or hostile to the Rueso-German entente, so as to exploit it against Anglo-
French and American imperialism.: ‘By this meneuver ‘the bureaucracy disembarrasses
itself of the embiguoud ideology & anti-Fascism, while at the same time, under
cover of its leftlst phrases; it turns decisively towards an alliance with Nazi
imperialism, which has already been whitewashed by Molotov as ‘the camp of peece
forced to.defend itself.- ‘As for the manifesto of the Communist International,
that is merely an irresponsible’ echo of -Holotov!s voice, & holiday speech deliv-.
ered on:an anniversary, . C e

Internally as well as externally, the progressive rele of the Stalin bureau-
cracy was exhausted a long time. mgo., Internally, the bureaucracy "from (being)
the guardian of Socialist property has become its principal destroyer" (Theses of
the First International Conference in 1936). . Externally, it has long been the
most powerful brake on the world revélution. Stalints contimuing in power, in
war or -in peace, means either the-colonization and dismemberment of the U.S.S.R,
or Fascism.. His victory ir the war means Fascism in Russia as well as in the
world, The flag of the gwastika is "red" alsc. Th victory of Stalin allied to
Hitler would transform tlie bureaucracy into a new clgs, after a certain process
of rationaligation with the bureaucracy itself as cbject. We have no reason te
help.directly er indirectly the victory of any imperialist camp. - The victory of
any bandit whatmoever would mean the triumph of the Fascist counter-revolution,
if it were possible to conceive that this war, could end without revolutionary
intervention by the masses. S - 4 ‘

12, In view of g1l the abeve, we belisve that the formula of "unconditional
defense of the U.S.5.R. against an imperialist attack" is insufficient, for it
can drag the International into a blind alley (Polandl).. In an isolated war be-
tween the U.5.85.R. and any imperialiat power, we will defend the former just as
we defend China against Japen, or Puerto Rico or El Salvadore against the U.S.A.
The eventuality of an attack by Hitler against the new frontiers of the.U.S.S.R.
would alse call for defensism, for that would be s war ef a different charactor
from that of the present war. - The principal stakes of thé war would then have

changed. 3But that, at least for the present, is ‘speculation.

In the c_asé -of a' mixed war, a defensist tac_,tiﬁc. must depend upon the charac-
ter of the war, its historical. role, the perspectives of revolution which flow
from i1t. and the degrea of danger to the economic structure of the U.S.5.R. We
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must therefore beware of laying down in advance any tactical 1iné to be folldwed
under all circumstdrices:. Bétter to werk thig ovt in each concrete case.  In the
present war, the participation of the Red Army 1a Poland imposes upon us & defeat-
ist attitude toward the Soviet armies. We will not discuss any furthme a$ this
pcint the readon for this'péliecy. .Other actions of a:similar kind, where the role
of Stalin is clearly reactionary (the attack on Finland, the invasion. of new tér-
ritorics) cannot be supported by the Fourth International either. That would be
playing the game of ‘Stalin-Hitler in their: imperinlist or aggressive dosigns —-
aims which are counter-revolutionary even if their intention is to destroy the
British empire, because that will be done for their profit and will involve thé
sacrifice of the national revelution of the colonial peoples. We cannot entrust
this great higtorical mission o the Hitler-Stelin gang. At the end of. such a.
war, terminated by a' victory that we would have helped to gain, we would risk
finding in-the Kremlin a:monarch, with or without. & crown, surrounded by & court
compoged of those who 'haVe eppropriated the-denstionslized wealth of the couwntry.

Bowever, the wai* may still change its charagter together with its principal
and immediate "dbjectives: it is.therefore not .impossible that we might have to B
change our tactic towarde the U.8.5.R. again. .Thet is why we do ndt believe that
you cen-exelude a:defoaglist -tactic in:evory mixed or inter—-imporialist war in’ ~
which ‘the U.S.5:R. might become engagod. o "

‘The obJjection that we capnot .change .eur tactics guring the course of a war
carries nod' weight, or, at the ¥ery least, is not in accord with Marxist tradi-
tione, Marx and Engels and the prerwar-socielists in general .changed their tac-
tics in the past in accordance with the.changes in the character or role of one
and the same war, The best known example ie: that of the Franco-Prussian war,.
where our old mastérs began by supperting:the couse. of Germany nnd ended by re-
Jecting it. The war of the, Balkon peoples began as a progressive war ageinst
Turkish domination, but by its historicel prolongation, a so-to-speak uninter-
rupted one, it ended as nothing but o simple advance guard skirmish in the gon-
ernl conflict between tha gremt. powers,. Theep examples will suffice. . .

The objective of this war ie not the restoration of private capitalist
oroperty in the U.5.S.R.; whet is st stoke ig British supremacy in the colonial -
world. The historical stake i%s: the:British empire..-.The question is; who will
profit from its collapse ~- the coloninl mnsses.or impericlism, whether it be
Fascist or democratic, Hitler and his-allies- including Stalin, the Mikedo or
Wall Street, or oven, at the .end; once again, the bourgeoisie of tho City. .of
London. That ‘is why-the -entry-ef -the U.5.S.R. into the eonflict does not chrnge .
either the character or the role 8f the conflict: It would be'rather the histor-
icnl role of the U.S.S.R. that would change. - ' ' :

We.want to underline thet we are limiting.ourselvps to the var as it is de~. .
veloping at present. We believe that we must wait for a differont conjuncture of .
events, ether circumstances, other- develepments, changes in relationship of h
forces, the entry of other great powors =- -thnt these things qust come about in
order to show ué the nacessity for re-evaluating tho situation-go as to deside
vhether or not 1t 'is proper to chonge the dofeatist tnctic that me mmst adopt
in the present gconditiong. = - - R : S i

It 1s probable; it is almost cersain that -the eénflict will be bresdened by .
tne entry of all the other.imperialist powers. The immedinte stekes in the war
will also be enlarged:. It.will ne longcr;be, or not primarily at. least, the .
Anglo-French colonial .monopoly — disputéd by Germany end its .accomplices -- but
a strugzle of all the imperialist bandits, one ngainst the other, for the iiteral
domination-of the: entire world..:Our .defeatist tactic would then be even more
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But it is possible thot as it spreads the conflict might come to take on en
entirely different turn, becoming a struggle of all the imperielist bandits, or
a part of them, against what s$ill recmaine of the land of the Soviets. In this
case, even if the Soviet. Staté, in order to defemd: itself againgt an:.imperialist
coalition (for example, the United. sqgsm;.xnglangﬁ?iﬁﬁfﬁ’mé&);,g remhined allied
with Htlep,. with:thelattar obliged in:his turn by thé: rol 2% ionehip of forces,
or for, other Teasois; tv confine himself to'hi:sx;ﬁréi;ea;p ‘territory; bunted to his
den like a ferocious beast, our tactic,ehould:agaid 'chimgs In favor of the U.S.S.R.
-~ on condition, of course,:that during all this time its social and economic re-
gime remain the same as they are teday, (That is hardly probadle it must be ad-
mitted, at least without a revelutionl) Hitler would then only be a temporery,
provisional-ally, But we are today far from any such eitustion. Unfortunately,
in all the leng years of Stalinist rcaction, the fundamental contradiction between
the U.S.8.R. and the imperialist world has begun to shade #ff rather than deepen,

contrary to the perspectives of our theses on the war.

But let us not amuse ourselves by trying to divine the future., It is impos-
sible to take up every possidle er probable variant of the conflicts life is teo
rich in surprises to0 be confined within any hypothesis that is spun by the mind,
What is needed is to keep the door open for any possible turn of events. Enough
for us to know that the character of the war and ite historical role can change
from today to tomorrow. Lenin rccognized that even an imperialist war can be
transformed into a national war, "It is not a matter of declaring such a trans-
formation impossible," said he, and he sketched out a series of conditiones that
would make such a transformation possidles The march of counter-revolution dur-
ing the 20 years since Lenin wrote those lines has made appalling and unexpected
progress: most of the conditions enumerated by Lenin have since become sad reali~
ties. Today, it is clear that national wars can find themselves on the order of
the day tomorrow, in Burope, as the immediate result #f the present world conflict.

There is therefore nothing extravegant either theoreticelly or politically
if we maintain, by analogy, that in the course of the present war it s permigsi-
ble also for us to return from a defeatist to a defensist tactic. (Especially
since the latter tactic ecan at present be conceived as in the interests of the
U.8.5.R. alone.) Lenin, for example, criticising certain leftist elements for
their "lack of concretenees" on the question of the defense of the fatherland,
liked to underline the fact that his defeatist tactic was not a genmeral thesis,
but rather a practice for that particuler war, He affirmed that "it ig theoreti-
cally much more correct and incomperably more important, from a practical point
of view, te say that the defense of the fatherland is a reactionary bourgeois
11ie in thig war (the underlining was by Lenin himselt) than to construct a
'genoral! thesis of apposition to 'all! defemse of the fatherland," ("On the
Slogan of Disarmoment," $he New International, August, 1934.)

If Lenin handled even so decisive, se programmatic, so "degmatic" a question
es that of revolutionary defeatism in such a "pragmatic" mamner, why cen we not
adopt an analogous attitude tewards a question that is Just as controversial,
Just as 1little capable of generalization, Just as conjunctursl, as is that of
the defense of the U.S5.S.R. in the given historical conditions?

It 1s therefore not only possible but necessary to remove from the defensist
position on the U.5.5.R. its programmatic dignity. We must define the conditions
under which we should adopt it or reject it in the present war. If tt must be
subordinated to the interests of the world revolution, as Trotsky says, we must,
before adopting it, examine in each case if it is not in contradiction with these
interests, The International must be glven the right of rejecting it today and
supporting it again tomorrow, according to the development of a2 situation. What
is important ie that the International, at each decisive turning point of policy,
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be in 8 position to malce the turn in time and with ‘enough clarity to assure the
efﬁ.mcy‘ sf. our revolutionary action and the firmness of our ranks.

To .each da.y the: le.bnr the.veof.
‘ 'LEBRUN
November 9, 1939




