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A STATEVEN' ON THE IN'ERNAL SITUATION
By Oscar Shoenfeld and Alfpod Russel

The authors of this article returned to New York on October
20 after an abseonce of nearly ten months, We had stored up consid-
erable energy and eagerness to get back inte tho work of tho partye.

We had read all the Fourth Internationals for 1944 and the
Militants from July on. We had read Morrison's oriticisms of Hane
sen's article in the Fele, the censure of tho four, the refusal te
publish Farrell's lotter, Morrison's proposal that his answer to
Macdonald be printed and his coemments on Comrade Martin's gducation
proposal.,

We found eight internal bulletins waiting for us, plus a New
York Clty membership meeting at which an alarming atmosphere was
manlfest. Needless to say, we were very glad.te be back, but were
dismayed at the internal aémosphere within the party.

; We have eaeh boon in the Trotskylst movement for many years,
- We do not mention this in order to appeal to our authority, but to

- mako elear that to us the condition of our party is of great coneern,

We feel 1t an elementary obligation to speak out frankly and toll

the party members exactly how we feel about the.questions that have
arlsen during our absence,

: It may be that many comrades are weary of the mass of material
which has been written; they may have made up their minds., We appeal
to the comrades te be patient with us and study carefully what we
have te say.

To our knowledge there are no differences between the “major-
1ty" and tho "minority® of the N,C. on questions of program., All
stand on the program of the Fourth International, The authors of
‘this document present their own opinions. Comrades Morrison and
Morrow and others may be 1ln agroemont with some of our views., They
have No rosponsibility for them, :

The flrst 1ssue which we reacted te was the Hansen article,
“How the Trotskylsts Went to Jail.™ And here wo must state frankly
what our reaction wase. Wo learned first that this article was re-
sented by many comrades and that a protest had been made against its
publication in the F.I, Later we were able to rcad Macdonald's attack
on it, which included certain quotations from the article. Some time
lator we received Morrison's answer to Magdonald's attack and finally
the lssue of tho F.I, containing Hansen's article,

We shared the resentment that was manifested by many comrades
of the party to Hansen's article, We found the article to be utterly
alien to the tradition of Bolshevlk j}ournalism., This was something
new 1n our movement and we found 1t distasteful, It is the type of
wrliting that is common in the Stalinist press, but never, up till now,
has found a place 1n the Leninist<Trotskylst pross,

' It was distasteful because of the tone of adulatioen and the
completely personalized and sentimental i1deallzatlon of a loader.
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‘We approve of omotional appeals, but we must be careful that these

- appeals never obseure what is always fundamentals the pelitical 1deas,
We considered the publication of this articlo in the party's theore=~
tical organ to be a mistake, but, of course, did net coneider it to

be a mistake of major proportions,

But then we learned that Morrison's answer teo Macdonald's con-
clusions, which included a criticism of Hansen, would not be published
in the party press, We considered this to be a worse mistake than
the publlication of the original article. It now appeared that the
- party leadershlp was operating on the prineiple that everything which
appeared 1n the party press, rogardless of whether it was an editorial
on the European Revelution or a comrade's personal reactlion on how
the Trotskyists go to jail, had to be the officlal policy and binding
on all comrades, :

Certainly, on programmatic questions, we had always agreed
that the press giveo the party's program -« and that every party com-
rado defend the party position on these political questions. But to -
our knowledge, the concept of not publishing divergent views on ques~
tions of a nonwprogrammatlic character 1s ontirely new, and incorrect.
To publish Morrison's answer would have been an extremely effective
answer to Macdonald and a convineclng demonstration of the demoecratic
regime within the party. Not publishing the article is a reflection
of an unhealthy condition wherein self-criticism within the party
press 1s not permitted. ’

Next we learned of the Farrell letter, and the party's decls-
lon not to publish it. Here, too, we know of no precedent in the
history of our movement for such an action. This is not a question of
oponing the columns of the press to onemles of the party., It should
be abundantly clear that the author of this letter 1s the best type
-of friend to the revolutionary workers! movement, Witness his support
to the defense of the 18 and his publicly stated anti-war positlon.
Testament indeedl.

What did we have to fear from publishing this letter? Was it
a8 Comrade Stein has said, that the party leadership feared that the
rights of the "minority% would not be represented if this letter were
published together with an answer to 1t? The proof that this solici-
" tude for the rights of the “minority" is not thc answer can be seen
in the fact that Comrade Stein and the loadershlp wore so set against
publishing Morrigon's attack on Macdonald.

The Cecnsure of the Four

In our opinion the dispute on the Censure of the Four does
not involwe any issue of democratic centralism. There 18 no disagree~
ment on the right of the party to control collaboration of members
of our party with any other party. To make the theory of democratic
centralism the 1ssue in this case is to cover over the real dlispute;
namely, the false usc of the right of censure by the highest bodles
of the party as a method of educating young and lnexperienced com-
rades; comrades who in the course of thelr edueation have made and
will continue to make mistakes. The net result of this kind of pro=-
cedure is an atmosphere in which the members feel that they have no
right to talk with members of other groups.
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2 The following statement by Comrade Morrison has apparently
disturbed many comradess "“,,.I have nevor heard nor read of any case
~where responsible Bolsheviks havo even discusscd such a quostion as
‘was ralsed at the New York membership mceting. I havce always felt
freo to attend any meeting of any opponent organization or to‘arrango
p discussion wilth any members of an opponent organization., I still
feel free to do the same thing. If it was important enough I informed
some member of a hlgher body:; if it wasn't of sufficiont importance
.I-did not mention 1t.® We solidarizc oursclves with this attitude.
‘This is not a proposal to bulld a "soft" party, nor is it an invita-
tion to undisciplined activity in rclation to an opponont organization,.
" It 1s a rclteratlon of a basic attitudo which we have always had., We
~do not attcmpt to obtaln party loyalty by using the tactics of fore
bidding assoclatlon with membecrs of opponont organizations, just as
in the same way we do not attempt to obtaln thcoretical understanding
by preventing members from reading books written by enemies of our
“movoment .

~ We had many experlences with Stalinists in our early days.
They were very “hard®" on us; they rcfused to hear or read our views.
We have no need for such "hardncss™, We do not conciliate opponent
organizations by studying their program and actlons., It 1s wrong
-to inculcate a féar of discussion with opponent organizations and 1%
~1s preciscly this which is the nect result of the censure of the four.
;Usin% a sledge~hammer to kill a gnat may wreck much more than the
gnat - :

Hansen's Answer to Morrison

Upon our return we were confronted with Hanscn's reply to
Morrison. This in many ways is the most dangerous of all the articles
which have appcared dcfending tho actions of the majority. We wilsh
to protest against Hansen's method of argument. Wec cite the following
a8 the type of argument we objcet tos "Rank and flle members of Mor-
rison's tendency who whisper among themselves that the petty-bourgeols
opposition of 1939-40 was right on the organizational question have
probably been advised by thoir leader not to state openly tholr views
about the source of infection but to confinc themseclves simgly to
stamping out Stalinist germs whenever thoy become manifest.,

, This is an cxample of tho method of argumont by innuendo and
false implication. Which members of "Morrison's tcndency" ®yhispe r®
among themselves that the potty-bourgeols opposition was right on
thé organizational question? Hansen can make these vaguo charges pre-
¢lsely bocausc he has no evidence to back up anything more specifilc,
So far as we know, his assertion is made up out of the whole cloth.
This attompt at an amalgam with Shachtman sorves to prejudice com=
rades against seriously considcring the arguments on their merits and
" mekes an atmosphcro where comrodely discussion is extremely difficult.

It would take up much space and we £imply do not have the time
to deal with the many other examples of lnnuendo such as the above,
We believe that Comrade Morrison has dealt adequately with many of
thom in his answer. .

. We feel that wo must deal with a dangerous theoretical con-
cept that Comrade Hansen gives in his article. It is Comrade Hanscn's
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contentlon that degeneration within a revolutionarv w !

tako placo through only one of two formsy (1) thoyStgiggigt gggzﬁo?Z?
tion, taking place after a succossful rcvolution in an isolated back-
wark country and (2) a soclal-patriotic degencration, prior to revolu-
tlon, which begins "under the banncr of independent thinking."

It is very well to counstruct a logical schema; unfortunately,
this concept does not square with reality. It provides a facile
~guarantee that since our party 1s not social-patriotic there can be
no dangcr of dcgeneration.

The fact 1s that within present-day capitalist society there
are many sources from which dcgeneration can infect revolutionary
workers and revolutlonary workers! parties. We 1live in the most
‘powerful capitalist nation in the world; we are part of this society
and subject to its influences. It should be clear to all that there
arc no guarantees of Immunity; constant vigilance and intellectual
alertness 1s a prerecquisite for mailntaining unstained the revolutlonary
progranms

Comrade Morrison has reminded us of the tremendous weight of
the degenerated workers' statcs Can we blind ourselves to all the
implications of the rolc of Stalinism, not only in the Soviet Union,
in Europe, but also in the U.3.? The fact is that wo must not recoil
in horror, but face calmly the fact that we are opecrating as a small
party, in a labor movement in which the Stalinists have great influ-
ence. The methods of the Stalinists pervade the arena in which we
operate. Only a constant guard can check against well-meaning com-
rades beginning to adopt certain characteristics similar to the methods
of the Stalinists,

The charge that those comrades who warn against the dangerous
Influence of Stalinism even on our party constitute a brake on the
growth of the party 1s false. To chargc that these comradecs seek to
chango the goal of the party from an active penetration into the
ranks of the labor movement, to simply bccoming a society for the pro-~
vention of Stalinist infectlon, is also falsc.

We are party bullders. That also means for us that wo have a
duty to speak up in clear terms whenever we:'seo instances of practice
that are not compatible with the democratic tradition of Bolshevism.

The latest article by Comrade Martin in Bulletin #10 statess
Mie believe that the tondoncles in our own ranks in the U.S. toward
conclliation with the pctty-bourgeols opposition, reprecsented by the
present ogposition to the party loadership, is an anti-Trotskylst
tondency.® Thus the majority's casc is now complete. An amalgam has
been constructed and the present “minority"™ is placed side by sido with

Shachtman and Co.

‘ How docs Comrade Martin prove that we are an ™anti-Trotskylst
tondency®™? One must go to the end of the document for the proof.

"It is not without intorest to note that the party leadership, 1n the
dispute over tho incidont of the New York membershlp meoting, shows
its unqualificd hostility to signs of loosencss or lrresponsibility
~= to say nothing of disloyalty -~ in reolatlons with the Menshevik.
traitor clique of Shachtman and Co.; while Morrison, in his plea for
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unsupervised fraternization, manifests a more conciliatory attitudo.

‘On both. sides, here as always, the op anlzational met
political 1ing.V A 8 nal mothod serves tho

anti-Trotskyist tendency! This no doubt falls into the category of
political analysis, We have always becen cducated in the school that
proves a political tendency by analyzing its political line; by show-
ing where its line diverges from orthodox Marxism, This charge 1s so
fantastic ‘that Comrade Martin cannot oven attompt to prove it.

If, then, as one deduccs from Comrade Martin, the censure of
the four beccomes the criterion whoreby one divides the Trotskyists
from tho anti~Trotskyists, how is it then that tho Political Committee
was eble to rescind its action so lightly? Could it be that this
political criterion was net recognized until Comrado Martin spoke?

And is it true that Morrison plcads for "unsupervisecd frater-
nization"? This charge is falsc both in lettorp and spirit. This is
an unwarranted assumption, drawn apparcntly from the fact that Morri-

~8on has defended thc right of party members to attend moetings of
other political groups. Isn't it true that this 1s the only proof
of this sweeping charge? If it is not, it 1s up to Comrade Martin to
produce other proof.

_ It was a mistake, we believe, for the party leadcrship to
schedule this convention at the present time., In view of the fact
that Comrades Morrison and Cassidy, who have been the main protagon-
1sts of the points of view that are in difference, would have been
eble to attend a convention were it held three months honce, we think
that the convention should have been postponed until the end of Janu-
ary or February., We do not bclieve that the other questions to be
taken up by the convention aro of such immediate importance, that it
is imperative to hold the convention at this time,

‘ We feel that the refusal to postpono the convention is an
- Indication of a cortain rudeness, Impatience and intolerance on the

part -of the party leadership towards those loading comrades who have
ralsed differences with the leadership. We do not question the
legality of this action. What we arc calling attention to is the
8pirit of domocratic functioning rather than the lettor.

We have ralsed thesc issues not so much beeause they are
signs of a ¢risis within the party, but rathcr because they are im-
bortant for the futuro conduct of the party. To approve of them now
means they become acceptod guides and models of behavior. It is
‘necessary to speak out now and say plainly that they are not models
of Bolshevik conduct. . : .

o We urge the convention of the party to discuss all the issues
with great care. It is not enough however, to mercly discuss them,
and we therefore proposc that the convention formally state 1its disap-
- Proval of the publication in the Fourth International of the Hansen
~artlele "How the Trotskyists Went To Jail", To Indlcate clearly both




“ 6 =»

to our own membership and our periphery of sympathizers how we react
to this type of difforence within the party, we propose that Morri-
son's answer to Macdonald be printed in the next issuc of the maga-
zines« Wo also propose that James T, Farrell's letter of protest be
printed with an answer by the Editorial Board, stating tho action of
the convention, This answer should also reiterate our position on
those othor questions whiosh were ralscd in the lettor. '

By prompt action of this sort, we can turn this whole situa-
tion from one where the party loses to one where the party makes
a great gain; a gain in the decper understanding of the party member-
ship and a demonstration to our friends on the outside that tho Trot-
skylst party, precisely because it 1s Bolshevist, is also the most
democratic in the working class movemont.

g i d
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WE_ARRIVE AT A LINE

By A. Roland

Tho convention has beforec it a resolution on the Europcan
revolutlion and the tasks confronting the advanced workecrs, 8o far
as I am aware, this resolution will be adopted unanimously with pos-

- sible amendments which are unlikely to affect its "line". A separate
resolution, not unrelated to be sure, will deal with the question of
our attitude on dcfense of the Soviet Union. Hero again we will most

likely arrivo at unanimity. I have not secn this resolution, but I
baso myself on the .published letters of Natalia and Martin and on what
I know went on in the P.C. '

Hore, one would suppose, is an ldeal convention for the funda-
mental education of the party. Unfortunatecly, this is far from tho
case. Actually, the Committoe is trying to avold any kind of real
gducation of the membership, due to 1ts unusual hyporscnsitivity to
-oriticism. The very resolutions adopted should have been tho occa=~
g10n for some open self-criticism, as I propose to show,.

, Let me explain here that what is involved is not at all mere
polemics that went on inside the precincts of the P.C. It 1s perfoctly
natural that differences should exist on questions that arise inside
"the Committee. What concerns me 1s not how we arrived at a linc

through discussions of the Committee itself, No. I am concerned with

a line arrived at without discussion at all (excegt on my part), with-
out any motions made in the Committeo “Wofficially"; a line that ap-
peared in the press of the party on the inltiative of the editors with
tho consent of a committeo within the committee, as a “fait accompli.
Iam concerned with a linc that was wrong not in the Committee alone,

but in the public press, one that has since beon %corrected" after the
lapse of months of incorroctness without so much as informing the party.
T am concerned with the attempt to hide thils patont fact from the Con-
vention and to place, not organizational criticism, but political
criticism, in a virtual stralt-jacket under the gulso of "discipline .™

Tho question of “record" has becen raiscd in connection with
my criticisms. This quecstion must also be decided by the party. The
political record stands perfectly plain in the open pross, both minc
and that of the cditors., Bubt what is meant is also the rocord in the
P.C, Let us sec how this stands. The Constitution of our party
(quoted in anothor connection on this score by members of the Commit-
teg) states that it is the duty of the N.C. to establish the linec of
the party, betwoen conventions. More particularly is this the case
when a change in line 1s involved., Such a change must be motivated
by discussion and a motion in tho Committeo., The question of lino in
rospect to the European cvonts first arose in connection with Poland
and Yugoslavia. Wright raised the question of our attitude towards
the Partisan movement on the one side, and towards Stalin's grabs of
territory on the other. Wright was encouragéd in this matter by
Comrado Cannon. But when I challenged the new line, Camnon refrained
from participation in the discussion. No mot ion was made at all, and
1t was more or less understood that the matter would be discussod
further. It was I who raised the problem of Yugoslavia twico more on
the agenda, each time criticizing the attitude already adoptced 4in the -



- 8 =

-gress without any authorization. The line was in fact adopted as a
falt accrmpli®™. My criticism was never cven discussed, but was

met by complete, frlgid silence. Let the Committee now read to the
convention one single scrap of evidence authorizing the line taken in
the press! Instead we have a line thrust into the press over my-
sole protest.

But was there any changc in line? We must now examine this
‘question. We turn to an editorial in the April 1943 issue of Fourth
International.

WAs John G. Wright explains in the 'Civil War in Yugoslavia?,
in this issue, Stalin himself is being driven to take steps
which may well go beyond his control. and.in the end under-
'?ﬁgigjﬁngremlih'BuféaﬁcfaQy;ahafunleash the European Revo-
ution.™ T ‘ T '

I shall quote later somewhat extensively from Wright's article, be-
cause there are two questions involved, one our attitude toward
Stalinism and its role, the other our stand on movements of Natlonal
Liberation. Here we merely quotc the followings

“But the same fundamental forces arising out of the irreconcileble

clash betweon Soviet economy and world imperialism are driving

~the 38U i £ measures.which. ara. revelutionary in
thelr objective. conseguences... The Stalinist bureaucracy
depends for its own oxistenco upon the mgintenance of the

workers! state created by the October Revolution. In des~.
peration and as a last resort this bursaucracy has provesd

itself capable of acting in self-dofense as to stimulate
revolutionary developments.™ ' ' )

Bethinking himself or our previous line, Wright adds a caution that

"'he pecord of Stalinism warns that the Kremlin clique at

a later stage will try to rcstrain within its bureaucratlc
strait-jacket and opress.the self-action of the revo-
Tt 1 oriEvy Worke vs and poasants.”

He continues, howevers

“But given continucd successes of the Red Army and a fav-
orable relationship of forces vis-a-vis London and Wash-
ington, the Sovietlzation of Yugoslavia along with sections
of Poland and Eastern Europe is, oven under Stalin, by no
mcans excluded."

Far from being excluded, this became more and more tho line followed
by the cditors of both the F.I, and The Militant.

‘ Wright 1aid tho basis for his thesis on Stalinism becoming
. “objectively™ revolutionary, like i1t or not, in carlier lssues of
fﬁE&FﬁﬁﬁW“T%EEWWﬁmﬁﬁﬁii“ggb in comection with his theory on the
Red Army. The February 20, 1943 1ssue of The Militant contalins an
article on “Military Aspects and Political Roots" by Wright. This
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begins to set the foundations of the idea that military necessity
forces Stalin to use revolutionary means. No wonder Wright (and with
It PLUCY Was witling to su port every fait accompli of Stalin's}
This politica :WAS, glven each time.on the grounds .of Defense
of The Soviet 50

upport
2400 m0viet. Unlon., Speaking of the attempted Federation proposed
by Poland, 1n reality directed against the Sovict Union, ho writess

- "Such a coalition would obviously not be directed primarily
agalnst Germany, which would have to be defeated beforo a
Federation could be establishecd; its ehief purpose would be
to block off and isolate the Soviet Union from the rest of
Europe, to function as an organized obstacle to the spread
of revolution.®

The spread of the revolution is here clearly to come from Stalin and
the Rad Army.

To be sure, Wright thought that he was basing himself on
Trotsky's views on Poland and Finland, views concerning which he,
miseducated the party quite badly.

YJust as in the peried of the Stalin-Hitler pact Leon Trotsky
used the events in Poland as the key to the Finnish develop-
ments, so today we can use the events in Finland, the north-
ern flank of the USSR to understand the civil war in Yugo-
slavia and the meaning of Stalinist intervention there...
Stalin took preparatory steps for the Sovietization of Fin-
land by trying to provoke a civil war and by establishing

his puppet Kuusinen government ."

Thus Stalin was proparing the ground for the Sovietization of Yugo-
slavias (The Militant, April 3, 1943) This same issue contains
another afﬁfcie by Wright on the "Civil War in Hitler's Rear Spreads
to Poland." ’

“'ho successes of the Rod Army and the heroic defense by the
Soviet masses of the remaining conquests of the October Rev-
olution have added new explosive powecr to the irrepressible
conflict in Yugoslavia and have spread it beyond tho bound-
arles. Poland 1s now aflames This inspiring news can no
longer be concealed by the *democratic allies' of the Kremlin,"

What remained concealed to Wright was that these same allies would
- shortly recognize the regime he was so busy halling. But, had his
analysis been correct, that recognition need not have so abruptly
changed his mind about Yugoslavia.

The January 29, 1944 Militant contains Wright'!'s article "Red
Army Victories Alarm Stalin's Allies". He gquotes Browder as openly
declaring Stalin's intent to prevent any revolution. Browder was in-
terpreting the Teheran agrcement and he sald in his speechs

"British and American ruling circles had to be convinced that
their joint war together with the Soviet Unlon against Hit-
lerism would not result in the Soviet socialist system being
extended to Western Burope under the stimulus of the victor-
ious Red Army."



"But the whole point 1s", says Wright, “that the capitalists
refuse to reconcile themselves to the prico that Stalin needs
and demands, that is, the strengthening of the Soviet Union
in Eastern Europe. Stabllization of capitalism in Europe is
impossible without a capitalist Poland as & '"buffer! in order
to keep the Soviet system 1soleted in preparation for its
eventual destruction. Churchill and Roosevelt know this and
are working to this end.s. PFurthermore implicit in the Krem=-
lin's territorial demands 1s the extension of Soviet property
forms to the whole of Poland., That this threat 1s not distant
is bornoe out by the latest pronounccment by Stalin's Union of
Polish Patriots calling not only for the inclusion of Silesia,
Pomerania, East Prussia and Danzig in a ! New Poland', but also
- for the selzurc of Polish landed estates, thelr division among
the peasants and the 'nationalization of industries and mines
taken from the Germans.' Inasmuch as Polish industry 1s almos’
wholly 1in the hands of the Germans, the realization of this
program would signify the complete dostruction of Polish capl-
talism and a glant step in the inevitable extonsion of Soviet
property forms far beyond the frontiers of 1939. In its turn,
this carries a twofold threat to capitalisms first, in addi-
tion to strengthening the USSR lmmeasurably, it would greatly
hamper further attempts to isclate it. Second, the revolu-
tionary wave in Europe, especially in Germany, would recelve
so mighty an impulsion from such developments in the terri-
torles of former Poland, let alone Silesia, East Prussia

otcs, that tho attempt to drown the coming European Revolu-
tion in blood would be rendered well-nigh impossible.”

: How did this linc prepare tho party for later events? How did
1t prepare for our present revived Trotskyist 1line on the role of
Stalinism? Whore was Cannon with his warning against speculation?

"The line of Wright, quite difforent indeed from that of Trotsky, was
fllled with 1llusions, could lead only to surprises, gave credit to

the Stalinists “despite themselves" as pursuing policies which would
“mmeasurably strengthen® the USSR, and would practically automatically,
through the victories of the Rod Army, spread the Revolution through-
out Europe., )

This line was in complete contradiction to all the warnings gf
the 0ld Man., It gave first importance to the "nationalized property"
.under Stalinlsm, trecating this nationalized property as a fetish.
Trotsky said:

- W he primary political criterion for us is not the transfor-
mation of property relations in this or another area, how-
ever important these may be in themselves, but rather the
change in the consciousness and organlzation of the world
proTevartat, “the ralsing of their capacity for défending

PMET conquests and accomplishing new ones. From this one,
-and the only decisive standpoint, the politics of Mescow, taken
as a whole, completoly retains 1ts recactionary character and o
remains the chief obstacle on the road to the world revolution.”

Trotsky warned agaln and again that thoe extension of territory domi~-
nated by the bureaucracy, even when “cloaked® by socialist moasures,
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might augment the prestige of the Kromlin, and “ongender illusions
concorning the possibility of replacing the proletarian revolution
by bureaucratic mansuvers." Wright (and not alone Wright) tended to
engender preclscly all the illuslons that Trotsky tried so unromit-
tingly to dispel. Sald Trotskys ™Wo do not entrust the Kremlin with
any historic mission. We werc and remain against scizurcs of new
territories by the Kremlin,%

; But that 1s hardly the only sphere in which 1llusions were
creatoed. I must be pardoned for going back to the F.I. for 1941,
becauso the formulations there are completely in line with what Wright
had to say later concerning the Red Army. At the timo 1t appeared as
exuberant exaggeration. The August 1941 issue contains his article
"Soviot Union at War®., Here we have the beginnings of a very “special"
theory concernlng the place and role of the Red Army. To make perfect-
ly clear the differtnee Ih attituide’ révealed on ‘tho part of Wright and
his collaborators, it 1s only necessary to sce what Trotsky wrote as
far back as 1936 in ™'he Revolution Betrayed".

The scction on the Red Army shows how the dogeneration of the
Soviet Union is most clearly of all indicated in tho changoes in the
Red Army. Theorotically this would naturally be so, Practically it
is Indubitable, Trotsky sayss g

“'he army is a copy of cociety and suffers from all its dis-
oases, usually at a higher temperature .t

Further, in discussing the restoration of caste and rank worship, he
sayss

- "No army, however, can be more democratic than the regime which
‘nourlshes it, The source of burcaucratism with its routine and swank
18 not tho spocial neeods of military affairs, but thc political needs
of the ruling stratums In the army thesc needs only receive thoir
moat finished cxpressions The rcstoration of officcrs! castes elght-
een years after their revolutionary abolition testifies equally to
the gulf which already soparates the rulers from the ruled, to the
loss by the Soviet Army of tho chlef qualitiecs which gave it the name
of “Red™, and to the cynicism with which tho bureaucracy orects these
consequenccs of degenoration into law,"™

This was in 1936-7 when the purges took place in this very arﬁy to
bend 1t completely to Stalin's will. ,

{ Now Wright in 1941, carried quite away by his "Soviet patrlot-
sm%s

"It is not Stalin's Red Army that has successfully resisted the
first two Nazi offensives. It is the Red Army of tho October
Revolution, It is Trotsky's Red Army, which was bullt in the
fire of the Civil War, built not from the wreckage of the old
Czarist armies but complectely anew -- unlike any other army in
history.%® ’

One must believe in ghosts to write this after all that had happened.
By Octobor Wright had hypnotized himself completely with words. His
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article on "Trotsky and the Rod Army" pocrforms what might be termed a
mighty service -- for Stalin. Degencration hasn't gone so far after
gr1tT "The Stalinists werc saying that the purges had actually streng=
thened the Red Army. Victories, it scemed, went to Wright's hcad like
Wine ’ .

"Without the essential organ of tho Red Army the workers' state -
could not have endured for morc than a few months, It could
negvor have survived the years of Stalinist rule. Again this
should not be understood in a purely military sense. In the
1life of tho workcrs' state the army plays a role that is
qualitatively different from the role played by military

forces in a class soclety ruled by an exploiting minority.%

Is therc pernaps hidden in these words the idea that the Red Army,
despite Stalin, fights for the International working class?

“Tho Kremlin is of courso trying to usurp credit for the

herolc resistance of the Red Army, but Stalin will not

succced in this. We Trotskyists link up tho present heroic
resistance of the Red soldiers directly (L) with the Russian
October and the Civil War. Whocver is astonished by the

power of Soviect resistance 1s unaware that only the revolu-
tion unleashes forces capable of overcoming insuperable ob-
stacles. This is being demonstrated in the battleficlds todaye.
This was most graphically illustrated in 1918 in the organi-
zation of the first victorious army of the proletarian revolu-
tion... Terrible as worc the blows dealt by Stalin to the Red
Army, 1t remalns the onc institution least affected by his de-
gencrated regime, This oxtraordinary development (note: extra-
ordinary indeced) which no onc could have foreseen, may well
play a vital rolc 1n determining tho future not only of the
Soviet Union but of mankind.™ :

One could pursue this theme right up to the present moment in
the writings not only of Wright but of almost all comrados of the Come
mittees Tho Red Army apparently is somecthing totally different from
tho other institutions of Stalin., Yes, our resolution now M™corrects™
this view somrwhat by magistcrially laying down that the Red Army is
Just anothcr instrument of Stalinist policy. Stalin does really con-
trol the army and runs it on nationallst lincs. But where is the
eriticism of the kind of"Sovict patriotism" that “dhgondéered illusions
concerning this instrumcnt of Stalinlst policy? Trotsky taught that
tNETT Were no guarantces concerning the use of the Red Army. He re-
fused to guarantec that it would never bc used for reactionary pur-
poscs. Wrlght gave somcwhat of a guarantes by declaring that tho
institution most affocted by degencration was least affected. Wright
helped creato an illusion that whon it came to a final show-down and
the Red Army might be ordercd to drown m workers! revolution (say the
German workers) in blood, the Red Army would refusc and would turn its
arms against the Stalinist burcaucracy. There can be no guarantee at
all on thils score, one way or the other. We can only watch to judge
te ics and evaluate cvents. But certalnly onc can say that if at
some stage the Rod Army should reach the stage of disobedience of
reactionary orders (so far it has carried out completely the will of
Stalin) then this will be no simple process in which the Red Army



1tself remains intact. A vast section of the officers'! caste will
undoubtedly be found on the side of the bureaucracy. A political
revolution is no palace affair., It will mean civil war with every
jnstitution involved, not at all excluding the Red Army by some magic
of Wright's. '

Oour party had been the most consistent and correct regarding
phenomena connected with the USSR. We prided ourselves on our ablility
_ to grasp every nuance of Stalinist degencration and expose 1t to the

working class. How does it come then, that we have now to devote such
length in our resolution to variations on the theme of the reactionary
role of Stalinism? That very fact shows that we consider this (cer-
tainly no new line) essentlal at this time. It 1s essentlial because
it is m nessamary corrective of a false line that was pursued in our
press, But the resolutlion tries to hide this fact. It contalns
criticisf in a ¢ompléetely hidden form known only to the initiate at
the tops ILet us for a moment look at the one paragraph that indulges
in such ®distant"™ criticism. It is contained in what was Paragraph

51 in the first draft.

%A1l those who are propagating the 1dea that the Kremlin
bureaucracy intends to !'Sovietize! Europe under. Stalin's
bonapartist dictatorship misunderstand both the class nature
‘6 the Soviet Union and the meaning of Stalinist foreign
policy« Their theory, which can only disorient the Euro-
pean proletariat and divert it from 1ts necessary tasks,
represents in essence a theoretical 'justification'! for
their own abject surrender to Allled imperialism. The
European Revolution cannot be harnessed by any bureau-
sTEey W Qarngssea

" When I inquired in the Committee as to whom this was directed at (a
not altogether naive question on my part) I was informed that 1t was
meant for the Social Democrats who were warning the "democracles™
against Stalinism because it had this aim. But I had taken up 1n the
Committee some time bcfore tho common attitude expressed by Wright

and by Dan, the Menshevik, Both were in favor of the grabs of terri-
tory by Stalin on the ground that they served to sproad the prole-
tarian rovolution over Europe. Dan and Wright had in’ common the views
that Stalin dosplte hifmiself would be forced to resort to revolutionary
measures to save himself. I brought in quotations from Dan's maga-
#4115 Novy Put which could not have boen in any way distinguished from
WrightTs 1ine, except that Dan thought it possible to reform Stalinisn.

The truth is that Wright had been “haulod over the coals" for
his whole 1ine when cvents had broken over the head of the Committoe
and shown how disastrous that line was. M. Stoln informed me con-
cerning this fact and was himself taken aback when I expressed aston-
ishment that this should be done in hidden form among a group of
"friends®, not even in the P.C.t Naturally in that case there could
be no qucstion of criticizing Wright openly in the party or inthe =
oonvention. But what becomes then of the political sducation of the
party ienbership? Are they permitted to know what is correct and
what is incorrcct? Or is it sufficiont 1in a centralized party for
the leadership to be educated? The paragraph remains inexplicable



excopt for 1ts indirect and implied criticism of Wright and Warde.

, How does the record stand with rcgard to my criticisms, past
and present? I stated at the outsct that a new _line was followed in
tho press by the process of making it an ac¢complished fact. But the
accomplished fact was approved not in the form of a motion, but by
tacit mgroemont 6f all but myself, My protests met with complete
silences THere followed then a kind ofeonpetition for tho press in
tH6"Torm of articles. Here I was distinctly handicapped by the pin-
. prick mothod of delaying publication of my articles or not printing
them at all, Herec then is tho rccord of my articles, which often
enough appeared incongruously, side by side with Wright's.

: The issuc of The Militant of February 27, 1943 contalns the
article by A. Roland, YA Common War Aim of Stalin and the Alliss.®
The line set forth in this article is consistently followed in every
later one, and it 1s the line presented now in Noverber 1944 in the
European Resolution.

"The Soviot victories with their distinct effect in shortening
the entire war and bringing victory sooner than was proviously
expccted, have at once brought the reminder that the Allled
coalition consists of two distinctly different camps. An enig-
ma hangs over the Soviet war aims. Alrcady the Soviet embassies
hore and abroad have given wide publicity to certain Russian de-
mands¢ +tho retention by Russia of tho Baltic States, onco part
of the Russian Empire, and of Bessarabla, forcibly torn from the
Soviet Union in the Civil War following the October Revolution.
This demand would hardly have disturbed thc Allies as much as 1t
has, if it werc not for the qucstion of the spread of the Soviot
systom of society. What kind of Russia will exist after this.
war? That is onc of the fundamental quostions facing the capl-
talist nations -~ and also the world's working classl What sort
of regime would be set up in any territory added to Russla? The
fAnalysls of this question is far from simple. The inner effects

- of the war on Russian gcpnomy,gpeiveiled.to_us.*”True enough,
The hationalized industry was of inestimable advantage to the
Soviet Union for conducting the war. Its superiority over the
anarchy of capitalism has now been demonstrated in war as 1t
was previously in peace. But the war itself, with the previous
victories of the Hitler armies, has struck frightfully heavy
blows at the bureaucratically distorted planned economy, that
had made considerable gains over a gencration. An enormous por-
tion of the capital accumulated at such a frightful cost under
the Stalinist methods of planning, has been destroyed by the
super-gangstor Hitler... Hore we arc concerned not with thils
primary problem, but rather with a subsidiary political problem,
the role of Stalin.

“I,ong in advanco of the war 1t was perfoctly cloar that Stalin,
left in control of the Soviet Union, would play the same reac-
tionary role that he had pursued all tho ycars... Such a regime
could never survive another wave of working class revolution.
Wit are tho aims s6t by Stalin for the role of the Soviet Union
" in the world war? He has spoken in the natlionallst terms of
'throwing the fascist invader off our soil'. Is this all he
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will have to show to the Russian workers and pecasants and the Red
Army after the war? Yes, he will be able to point porhaps, as

a ncw 'aggrandizer' to the regaining of Latvia, Esthonia, Bes-
sarabia. And to 'nationalist! Russians that might be somcthing.

"There is one aim that is common to Stalin and his capitalist
allicse, That is the prcvention of a working class revolution
anywhere in Europec, but expeclally in Germanyeees

"Phe reason why the Allies view Russia with misgivings is not
becausc they fear Stalin., He 1s not the onigma. On the con-
trary, they understand quite well the counter-revolutionary ald
which Stalin affords to them. But Russia is as yet a working
class state. Its further degencration could only mean the res-
toration of capitalism. But the capitalists cannot breathe
casy until this is not a potentiality, but a fact... The roal
onigma THeTefore 18 what will happen in Russia when events dom-
onstrate tho one common aim of the leaders of the Allles and of
'Stalin with regard to Germany.®

This article, written in advance of events, places matters in
proper pcrspective, without fatallsm, without mechanist thinking. It
was followed on May 1, 1943 with the article "Stalinism and the Plans
to Save Capitalism in Europe.® Rcmember again that this article was
written programmatically and wcll in advance of the later events that
led to the prescnt resolution.

BPhe fate of the European continent and of the world lies in
whot happens in Gormany and France in the near future. It 1is
only a question of timc for Hitler's doom to bc sealed. Gor-
many will stand defcated in the sccond world war, just as in
the first. France, having tasted all the dregs of the bitter
cup of catastrophe, will face the problem of renewing her
national life. She will bo in the position of a stop-child

of the victorious allies. What will be tho class reclations

in these two countries as the war. begins to terminatc? It is
¥# the dccisive phases of wars, when it bocomes quite clear
where the victory will fall and whore the defcat, that the
social problem of the relation betwoen the classes assumes
primary importancce... The capitalist nations now fighting
him (Hitler), were faced with the contradiction of supporting
the Hitler regime inside Germany in its suppression of the
German proletariat -- but of opposing him in his world aims.
This contradiction now takes on a new forms. How to defeatb
Hitler in the war, thus depriving the German ruling class of
its savior, and yet somehow maintaining this samec ruling class
in power.e«e«

“It is with this openly avowed perspective that we must examine
the role of Stalinism in and aftcr the war. Stalin's alm in
Yugoslavia or in Poland have entirely secondary importance com-
pared to the role he proposcs to play with regard to France

and Germanye These will be the decisive sectors for the world
working class in the coming perlods.. Stalin and his Kremlin
clique occupy a strateglc position at a time which must prove
so momentous for the future of humanity. The Soviot Union

under revolutionary guidance could today play a decisive role



in assisting.the European workers to achlove the sociallst
rovolution. Only Stalinism stands squarely in tho way. Tho
most far-seeing section of the capitalists understands this
guite well. This section is prepared to pay a heavy price

for &talin's aid in disorienting and supprossing tho working
¢T&5s rovolution in France and Germany... These capitallsts
Know that this will mean the nationallzing of property in those
sections of Poland, Esthonia, Latvia, etc. taken over by Stalin.
But better that temporary calamity than to lose all of Westorn
Europc and especially powcrful industrial Germany %

This attitude has nothing in common with that of Wright and Warde, and
it is the stand now taken in the Europcan resolution.

. In the May 15th issue of Tho Militant there is the article by
Roland, WProblem of Post-War Italy" . It statess

.Mhe end of the campaign in North Africa places on the order of
the day for the Allied armies the problem of knocking Italy out
of the wareee If Lhe political steps taken by Roosevelt and
Churchill in North Afrieca proved dishearteningly strong medicine
for the liberal and social-democratic supporters of the war,
they stand to be sadly cast down indecd at the policiles to be
pursued in Europe."

The article then takes up the possible attitude of the Allles and
their chosen native leanders in the conquered territories, to the
underground movement. This movement will be suppressed as soon as
possible, That is the general attitude takon.

May 22, 1943, Rolands “A Russian Menshevik Turns %0 Stalin®,.
This is an answer to the Menshevik Dan who had taken a position in
defenss of ‘the Soviet Union but was in reality defendlng Stalinism
as well by thinking that it could reform itself. The article ends
with; "The fear of war always stood in the way of the opening of the
struggle by the masses against tho Kremlin bureaucracy. That fear is

~ now gone-- or will be with the emergence of a victorious Soviet Union."

In the June 19, 1943 Militant I again return to the themo "Fear
of Gorman Revolt Worries the Allies Too." Here again is the line taken
on dtalinismsg

"Byt Stalin succeeded in convincing the leaders of 'democratic!
capitalism that so long as he dictatcs the policies of the Soviet
Union, they have nothing to fear from that quarter."

And again, on the plans of the Alliess

“Phat 1s why Churchill and Roosevelt, in order to save capital-
ism and stave off the soclalist revolution, propose to impose
a military dictatorship from the outside M

%We were told at the plenum and before that too much attention was paid

$t0 the machinations of the Allled and Btalinist leaders, not ¢nough.
£ tThe movemont among the masses. Cannon called this a breeder of

p6§8Tnism. But weé learnod from Lenin and Trotsky that it is nocessary
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at all times to expose the machinations of the capitalist leaders and
a1l thelr henchmen. This would serve to forewarn and thus forearm
the massese. At any rate the point of view oxpressed by Roland may
now be found in the European Resolution. : :

‘ In thg August 7, 1943 Militant is the first article on the
WpPpee Germany” movement sponsorea by Staline. It needs quotation in
full_to show its reasoning. Its conclusion iss

"Phis is the meaning of the 'YFree German' movement burcaucrati-
cally constituted on Russian soll. Its purpose, aside from any
immodiate propaganda value as a military weapon to unde rmine
Hitler's armies, is not to 'frec' Germany, not to ald the pro-
letarian revolution, but on the contrary to set up a capltalist
Germany favorably inclined towards Stalin and willing to ally
{1tself with him. Stalin errs badly. He 1s mistaken when he
thinks that the post-war world can possibly settle down again to

the old game of power politics. The problems of European and
world economy have become too acute to await solutions in the
distant future."

The same line is followed in the article of Septembor 4, 1943
“he Conflict Betweon-the USSR and Her Allies". Let me quote just a
few sentencess '

“ho Quebec Conference and Stalin's reaction %o it can thus be
seen in the light of moves in the game of power politics.e.e Tho
trend within the Soviet Union -~ towards capltalism or onco
more towards socialism -- remains an uncertaln quantity. Thils
class question will not be solved at any conferences, cven at
the future ones in which Stalin will be includod. It is the
massos of Rurope, including Soviet Russila, who will give the
final answer. The Churchill-Roosovelts and the Stalin bureau-
cracy have one aim in common -- t o prevent the success of any
proletarian revolution anywhore in Europe. In their incvitable
upheavals, the Europecan workors and poasants will have to face
the opposition of both the imperialists and their aids within
the degenerated workers' state, the Soviet burecaucracy. Stalln
hopes to keep the Russian wgrkers‘and‘pqgsagtswquigscenpfuanﬁ
tho~ speall’ of natlional expansion.ss Not the seizure of terri-
tory by the Stalinist clique, but tho independont actlon of tho
e51lcrs will recsolve the awful crisls brought on by the second
world war.® .

Is this or is this not the attitude of the rosolutlon now being adop-
teds It is entirely different from the “speculative, independent -
spirited® thinking of a Wright.

The October 30, 1943 Militant contains an article by Roland
on Mhe Kremlin's Revival of Foudal and Czarist Military Traditions.®
This shows a reactionary Stalin looking backwards. In the same 1ssue
appear two articles by Wright on the Red Army victorics. They are
veritable paeans of victory, without a single trace of warning that
these victorics by tho Red Army do not necessarily_leadvto,the revolu=

tTom, but with continued Stalinist dominat 1on would lead to reaction.
The £ heme undsrlying these hosannas remained that the Red Army was not
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the same as Stalin at all, that its victorles would incvitably bring .
the revolution; in fact, the very advances of the Rod Army wore part i
of the revolution. Wright sayss =~ ‘

Militarily the Soviet Union is beginning to asscrt itself as

a dominant power. The revolutionary forces in Europe threaten
to explodec with unprecedented force. Undor the impact of the
war, the masses who suffored one defeat after another for more
than two decades are clearly preparing to reenter the political
arenas Tho altered rclationship of forces groatly narrows down
Stalin's field for diplomatic maneuvers and agreements. The
more this relationship of forces altcrs in favor of the USSR,

all the more docisively must thc laws of the class struggle assort
themselves, bringing to the forefront what has temporarily bcen
submergeds that 1s, tho fundamental antagonism of our epoch
between the decayed aystom of capitalism, and the new soclal
order which the Sovict Union still represcnts dcspite 1ts degon-
oration under Staline.s.s Stalin and his allles aro secking a com-
mon solution for probloms whieh can be resolved in life only
through mortal strugglo.®

‘The very next issue of The Militant, alas, had to devoto 1t~
solf to an explanation of the Moscow Doal. The victories in short
gave Stalin more scope than ever before for agroements on his own
tﬁ?ms;””The‘prestigc'of“thc“Kremlin;-WG must roluctantly admit, grew
afiong the workers alsoe Instcad of warning against the effects of
this growing prestigo, Wright was lulling the workers with soporifics.:

Let us sum up the thcses followed explicitly or implicitly by
Wright and the editors of our press, in order ta see how these same
views expressed themsolvos on the question of national liberatlon
movements in Yugoslavia, Poland, Grcecoe

(1) The advanco of the Red Army oreates automatieally a
revolutionary wave in the occupled landss

(2) Stalinism against its own will, duc to tho exigencles
of military dofonse, is foreed to resort %o revolutlonary
measures. Its objective role is thercfore progrossive
and worthy of support., ‘

(3) To the Rod Army in particular must go the credit for tho
oxtonsion of tho Rovolution through Soviotlzatlon and
the nationalizing of property, since this instlitution
js the least Of all tainted by Stalinist degenoratlons

Wo must now add to this lino a profound crror in the cvalua=~
tion of the movements of national libcratlon. This crror is all tho
mora- sstounding in view of the fact that the cssenco of this line was
rojected in theory long before in the controversy with the German
‘comrades, only to be complctely accepted in fact at every turn. Hero
again it must be sald in advance that the line followcd was nover
accepted by motion in the Committea. It merely beceocame an aceomplishod
fact in the press, with thoe complcto acqulescence of tho Commlttoe.

My protests went unhcedcde. Articles which would havo 1aid the basis
for corrcction were delayed for months or completely suppresscd.
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‘The question of national liberation movements and of national
1iberation in general remalns for discussion in the party. Here I
propose to.deal only with the pertinent phases of the problem. The
Germans had early advanced the thesis that our forces in Europe should
pecome the ardent proponents of national liberation from the Nazis.
They maintained that in thils movement the masses would be found. In
this movement would be the workers who would fuse their class strug-
gle against the ruling class with the struggle for national libera-
tion. The two would be completely merged one in the other and our
forces,by becoming the foremost proponents and advocates of national
1iberation, would at the proper time be able to lead this movement
against caplitalism 1ltself,

We decisively rejected this point of view. Against 1t we
posed the slegan of the Jovlet Unlted States of Europe as more cor-
rectly expressing our program. Not that we were opposed to sending
our forces into movements for national liberation directed against
the Nazis. On the contrary, our forces must be present with the
masses of workers and peasants in their struggles, but in order to
tear away from the national liberation movement those advanced wor-
K67 and peasant elemonts who could be propagandized and taught by
thetrexporiences that their fight must be directed not only against
the Nazi invaders, but also against the native exploiters. The col-
laboration of the home exploiters with the fascists would help us
enormously in the necessary task of education, So long as the masses
remained in the movement for national liberation, they would be in a
people's front, immersed in class collaboration and necessarily under
the domination of petty-bourgeois and outright bourgecols democratic
elements. At most our task must be to agitate through the best de-
mands and slogans possible in order to crcate a sharp differentiation
between petty-bourgeois elements and the tollers who mistakenly saw
in the anti-Nazil national 1iberation movement their social salvation.
If they were ready to fight, they could be made to fight for a pro-
gram of their own, a progrem sctting them in opposition to the leaders
of the movement for national liberation whose object was the restora-
tion of power to the rullng class. Ve were emphatically not the ar-
dent proponents of national liboration, but of the soclalist revolu-

SHL v

This, all too briefly stated, was my understanding of our
position as against that of the Germans. Had our press followed this
1ine meticulously, its correct interpretation of events would have
served as a complete refutation of the false theories., Once again we
‘could have shown the enormous value of correct theory for the working
¢lass. It is a bitter irony that the position taken by Wright and
Warde on the role of Stalinism, led them all unconscicusly to adopt
in practice the views that we had rejected in theory. One error un-
failingly leads to the ncxt. As Trotsky says, not even the smallest
mistakes pass unpunished, much less the big ones. "And the greatest
mistake of them all is when the mistake 1s velled, when one seeks
mechanically to suppress criticism and a correct Marxist estimate of
the mistake . : ‘

Romember that it was the events 1n Yugoslavia that above all
sat Wright and Warde on the course of making serious polltical COne
cessions te Stalinism by giving support tp-movemants,thatuweren,Qbf
- jectively revolutionary, desplte the will or desire of Stalin.® It
was only when events conclusively demonstrated their false course,



that our c¢dltors recoiled and found -- that they had been betrayedl
Tlte, the GPU Stalinist, you see, betrayed them =- and of course,
the workers and peasants of Yugoslavia. ILet us begin at this end of
thingss We shall return later to the earlier statements in our
pross.

By Decomber 25, 1943 Wright was remarking in Tho Militant (it
was the time when Churchill and Roosevelt were making clcar their
support of Tito)s '

"One year after the formation in Yugoslavia of the Anti-Fascist
Zoviet (Vece) by the Partisan movement on Novomber 26-7, 1942,
comes the news of the formation of a provisional government .,
Thls marks a ncw and important stagc in the development of the
Partisan movement, dominatod from the outset by the Kremlin,..
Whatever its actual cotitent may be, in 1ts structurc the newly
created Partisan govornment parallels closcly bourgeois democrae
tlc forms. It consists of a parliament and an éxccutive ... Many
6 the clrcumstances surrounding this latest development in Yugo-
slavia are most sinister in their implications.%

He explains further that they "adopted the decision to transform tho
Ant i-Fascist Vece of the People!s Liberation Front of Yugoslavia into
a supreme legislative and executive body; and the Prcsidium of the
Vece Into a National Committee for the liberation of Yugoslavia,."
Wright wasn't quite sure yet whether he had beon botraynd or not.
But he felt the neod for a "bridge" to a new position, So he adds:
"The links that have been and are being forged betwoen the Stalin-
Tito clique and the capitalist 'democracics! can at a certain stage
basically alter the character of the struggle that has boon conducted
in Yugoslavia by the Partisan movement, and can transform it from a
¢lvil war into a mere appendage of the allied war machine.®

Warde shows us hew well we preparcd for further cvents and
how open-eyed we were to the role of Stalinism in ails article of
January 1, 1944 on "Scerct Diplomacy and the Yugoslav Partisans®,

He sayss

"'hese figures show that King Peter's government-inecxile and
his military tools around which the most reactionary forces and
ellques have clustercd, command no support among the Yugoslav
peoples, The firm refusal of these insurgent workcrs and pea-
sants to follow anyone associated with the monarchy and the re-
actionary ruling classes has frustrated for the time being the
Anglo-Am¢rican conspiracy to rcsaddle the old discredited mon-
archy upon the backs of the Yugoslav pooples."

Warde then rocites the epic tale of struggle and the search for the
revolutionary way out by the Balkan peoples Then he adds:

™'his struggle of the masses for natlonal libceration was from
the outset fused with the c¢class struggle against the native landlords
and capltalists who for generations have savagely oppressed and ex=
ploited themssse Although the principal organizers and official heads
of the movement are either Stalinists or under Stalinist influence,
1t 1s by no means an artifigial or burcaucratic crcation of the Kreme
lin. It is rather an authentic movecment of the workers and peasants
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emerging out of their armed uprisin although dominated at
present time by the £talinists.® & g1 d ated at the

Warde evidently supposes that the Partisan movement may yet
throw off the yoke of Ctalinism. It was already far too late. And
mow had the editors preparcd for such an oventuality? By announcing
that the Stalinists were Sovictizing Yugoslavia in revolutlonary
fashionAdgsp;ta themﬁéi?dé?"Warde‘is'COnstrainCd to warn howevecrg

""he acknowledgcd predominance of the Stalinists within the
Partisan movement prusents, of course, (of coursel) the greatest
inteornal danger to its success... For Stalin the Partisan move-
ment 1s only a pawn in his mancuvers with the imperialists., To
promote WI8 réactidnary nationalist policy Stalin is capable of
selling out this revolutionary mass movement and attempting to
restrict 1t within 1imits imposed by the Anglo-American capltal-

Tats,

Warde was warning as though it lay ahcad, but the betrayal had al-
ready occurrad. In fact the basis for the betrayal stemmed from the
very momont thce Stalinists built up the Partisan movement, stcmmed
from the very momcnt they set in motion their program in Yugoslavia.

Churchill courteously assisted our press to changc its tune.
The editorial on his specch (March 4, 1944) says nothing on the “ob-
jestive logic® that was driving Stalin in despcration to revolutlonary
methodss Instead it states really forthrightly;

"The countcr-revolutionary policics and reactionary aims of the
Kremlin ruling cliquec are of the greatest service to the Anglo-
Lmerican partncrs in promoting their sinister designs. To crush
Germany and Japan, and cven mor¢ in order to obtain Stalin's ald
in crushing tho European Rovolutions, they must come to terms
with the Kremlin and give ccrtain concessions to Staline..s That -
is why Churchill tacitly dcqulesces to the incorporation of the
Baltic countries into the USER; aprees to surrender part of old
Poland, and switches military support from Mikhailovich to Tito.™

What! Has the nationalized property of Poland turned to ashes? Per-
haps we should count it a pain that the egditors came to my stand-

point of one year earlier.

' Apparently Wright also began to doubt that the Red Army vic-
torics were automatically Yimmeasurably strsngthering" the USSR and
reviving the October spirit. “He writes in “Kravchenko's Break with
the Kremlin® (April 15, 1944): "The clements of capltallst restora--
tion in the USSR have grown uninterruptedly. They were greatly
strengthened by the Moscow frameups and the purges. Stalin's wartime
pclicies have acted to strengthon them etill further,“ (Is it per-

mistod to say that this was the time that Wright received his behind-
the--scenes calling-down from the Yinncr Cormituwco®™, without any cor-
rection of the previous line of the press?)

The April 22, 1944 editorlal on the "Balkan Fcderation"™ again
puts the matter not too well. tomodlaka's proposal is still another
roof that Tito and the Stalinlsts scek to betray (Note: why not
have betrayed®?) the rcvolutionary movement of the Yugoslav peasants
and workerse® The word “obviously® in another section of this

.



pditorial deserves high-lighting also 1ln view of the policics pre-
viously pursued, “What 1s now obviously 1n progress (we had to walt
for it to become quite obvious) is that Tito and his clique are work-
ing under the guidance of the Kremlin toward the establishment in the
Balkans not of a genuine Federation, but the ecrcation in alliance
with the old ruling groups, of a South Slav cnbento, within tho
KTSHIInts sphere 'of fnfluence.®

Wright and Warde were, of course, aware of the leadership of
the Partisan movemont right from its inccption (as we shall quotc).
But 1t took them more than a year-and-a-half to recach the concluslon
contained in the little word "soon" in the articlc on Yugoslavia in
the July 8, 1944 issuc of The Militant.

"Phe recent agreement of the Tito rcgime 1n Yugoslavia with

the Yugoslav Government-in-Exile highlights the sinister ains
and rcactionary rolc of the Stalinists. The Yugoslav liberation
movement originated as a revolutionary movement of the masses,
who aspilred not only to drive the Nazli conquerors out of tholr
country, but to abolish forever the rule of the rapacious and
reactionary landlord and capltalist clique reprcsented by King
Peter and his government-in-exile... The Stalinlsts headcd by
Tito took the lcadership of thls mass movement and soon began
bending it to their own reactionary alms... Stalin is attempt-
ing to put through his hopelessly Utoplan and thoroughly reac-
tionary program of recconstituting capitalist repimes in Fastern
Europs !'friendly' to the Soviet Unlon and under 1ts sphere of
{5Flushce. Such is the meaning of his maneuvers and policles in
Yugoslavia, in Westorn Poland, in Rumania,; ete.!

Such 18 the outcomc of a policy impesed upon the party, with-
out real discussion in the Committce, let alone in the party. Can
one possibly avoid irony in quoting the next sentence? "Ihe advanced
workers and peasants of Yugoslavia must draw the final lessons from
the latest Stalinist betrayals The Yugoslav masses can fight for
‘these aims not - in allianee with the Anglo-American imperlalists who
come to displace the Nazl tyranny, only to substitute it with their
~own, nor in alliance with the Stalinist traitors, who would dellver
them[again,intobthq_hands_ofwtheir‘opprgsgors,“ ’ ‘

No onoc couldipve been more surprised at the denoucment in
Yugoslavia than Wright and Warde. Our Resolution on the Europcan
Revolution contains an exccllent old trulsms Do be forewarned 1s
to be foroarmed. The advanced workers of Europe must sound tho alarm!l
They have the clecar duty of warning the working class of the counter-
revoLgﬁiQnarymschamesnowabalin-andmhismnativemhenchm@n. Tho workinﬁ
olanss must be preparced to combat Stalinlst treachery and scll-outs.
How could our edltors forowarn, or our Committco? In fact, how did
they act when a forewarning wag attemptcd (by myself)? Lot us scc.

The name Tito Broz was given wido publicity from the very
first in conncction with the Partisan movement. We traccd this name
back in the literature on the Yugoslav workers! movement. It appearcd
in no less a place than The Militant itsclf, in the articles by Cil-
iga (1936). Those articles rcferred to the double~dcaling Stalinlst
agent and policc spy Brezovieh. Tt was only a short time later (this
occurred in Decembcr 1943) that positive proof was obtained that Tlto
Broz and Brezovich were onc and the same. I requecsted that at lecast
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the information contained in The Militant bo reprinted, first under
the title "Is thiaTito?®, Lator In the carly part of January, 1944
an article was presented cxposing Tito completcly as a GPU agent of
ataline This news was in its way scnsational, but our purposg was
hardly mere sensatlonalism. To us it was self-understood that a

GPU agent could only act to betray the movement led by him in the

. intercsts of his boss in the Kremlin. Tho manner in which this
matorial was handled was shameful. The editors took litcrally months
to "verify" what was stateds A motlon was finally adopted to publish
the matoriale But Martin wrote that "we are not social democrats® :
(meaning I presume that 1t 1s not germane or material that the hcad of
a movement we were supporting in our press was a GPU agent.) The
edltors finally sabotaged the wholec issuc by rcprinting (two mont hs
1atert) a garbled account on the back cover of the FeI. in small
print. Nobody understood what was involved. And, of coursc, thils
“was the intention in so printing thoe material.

Why was this donc in such fashion? The role of Tito bccame
increasingly clear during the time the editors (and the Committce)
‘werc pondoring on how to aveld printing the cxposé. If at the start
theigmline.prcventcd the Committce from printing matcrial that could
vqn[y‘apgear’couhﬁérpOSédﬁtd_thié[linc (as indeced was my intcntion),
later, after matters began to clarify "obvicusly", the Committeo
played the pclitics of prestige. It wished to cover up 1lts previous

Tine and give ftsslf time to switch over to new ralls. Had the mater-
ial appearcd in time, the later cvents in Yugoslavia would have becn
well preparcd for in advance. Workers would indccd have beon foro-
warned. Was not Martin, in his way, shiclding Tito from cxposuro by
‘calling the attitude of de¢nouncing a GPH agent in our prossa social=-
democratic? What is social-democratic about 1t? Tho rcal trouble
‘wag thet Comrade Martin was apparently still holding to Wright's line
on Yugoslavia and the Stallinist role thore.

: Compade Martin was presont in the Committee when the Yugoslav
1ine was first broached by Wwright. Hie failuro to carry through a
thorough and earnest discuseion not only on that question but on the
mettor of Poland and theﬁsgg}inistwgrabs~ofmﬁcrritpry, made him a .
Yyictim® when the Comﬁiﬁtéb”lﬁfef”éhdhgéd‘its”liné"without having as
yet convinced him.

We are far from having exhausted the Yugoslav 1ssue. There

1s no worse politics than that which gives lts sqppgpbkto,awmovement
(in this case the Partisans) which latér turns out to be reactlonary
due to its leadership, without having warned in time against that
lsaderships Tito duped the workers and peasants. Wright gave appro-
val, unwittingly, during tho process. To yoll "Betrayalt" afterwards
agalnst the betrayer hardly puts one in position to glve advice to the
masses. ®ro support the hangman in every actlon directed agalnst the

workers 1s a crime, 1f not treachery.

The attempt to cover up the line later wlthout criticism and
discussion not only does not cducate anybody == 1% miseducates -=- but
only leads to the same ©or to new errors. Warde, in the process of
correcting the line of uncritical support to Tito's movement, repeats
the very,eprqr,which“paused the trouble in the first instance. He
wishes U8 to understand that the Partisan movemont was a rcal mass
movement s Wright and Warde are virtually hypnotizea“when”it comes to
mass movements. The question 1s what kind of mass movement,»what
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program does it fellow, who leads 1t? Warde denounces Tito as having
petraycd a revolutlonary movement of the workers and peasants who
comblined the struggle for national libecration with their class strug-
gle against the landlords and capitalists. Let us grant, for the
moment, that this was the case. Our whole theory should have indica=-
ted to us the danger of such a comblned mcvement. It contains an
innate contfFadiction that can only be an obstacle to the workers who
may strive for social revolution., The movements for national libera-
tion in capitalist countries places the internsts of the nation above.
those of the classes, morc properly and actually, tho interests of
the ruling class above thosc of the exploited. The Stalinists can
make full usc of such movements in their politics of preventlon of
the proletarian revolution. Thelr objeet is to subordinate the
workers and peasants to the capitalists in thé lands frcod from the
§6ko of thc Nazis by the advance of the Red Army, (We omit here the
gquestion of the border territorics desired as direct acquisitions by
Stalin, although we recognize that the intornal poliey cannot but be
affected by the external)., The appeal for national liberation is
mado to all classes, cxclusive of collaborationists. That 1s why 1%
15— 60 much casicr to constitute such a movement, a Pcople's
Front movement fighting for People's Domocracy, than an Independent
revoluticnary workers! movement . -

It is perfectly true that workers and peasants will join such
a8 movemrent which always offers them some class concessions. "Land
to the landlcssl Higher wagesl A domocratic government i But if
rebellicus workers and peasants are to be led to take the rcad to the
struggle for power, they must be seot in opposition to tho capitalist
and landlord class, thoy must bceome an independont force with a
cloar program of thei¥ cwn, It 1s Sur funetion 0 aid thém to bring
gbout this cleavage, to liboratc the advanced workers from the . ’
people's front, to show them the way cut from under the bourgeois
leaders of the movement for national liberation, so that they may iIn
turn liberate the masscs from capitalilst slavery. There is nothing
automatic about this process.

We have granted the idea in our reasoning thus far, that the
movement for national liberation was "fused" with the class struggle.
The wholc history of People'!'s Front movements, above all the examplo
of the Spanish Rovolution, should have served to warn against tho
danger of betrayal of the workers and peasants - particularly in
view of the Stalinist leadershipt There are surely distinct analo-
glcs with Spain. The Stalinists built up a guerrilla movement, mostly
of peasants in Yugoslavia, basod on a People's Front. Thoy estab-
1ished a Stalinist-dsminatod Vecce or Popular Assombly. This word 1s
mistranslntcd by both Wright and Warde as Soviets It could be tormed
at best a pscudo-Soviet, The Soviet tends to unite the workers and
the exploited in a struggle for their own aims, whoreas the Vece dis-
unites them by immorsing them in tho general organ of class ¢ollabora-
tion. The Vecc (in the form in which it oxisted among the Partisans)
Was not the instrument of dual pcowers

. The Stalinist GPU, with Tito at thelr head, acted in the
Vece or Pcople's Assembly, cxactly as in Spain, to minimize the
social domands of the peasants and workers and to kcep the movement
solcly on the planc cof the strugglc agalnst the Nazls for national
liberation. Wright hails many of the traditional mcasurcs of all
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guerrilla warfare in the Balkans as_though they worc far-reaching
revolutlonary measures, It is truc that the Stalinists put forward
mands in~order tobulld the Partisans as a mnss

Moty democratic 4

movemont s The larger the movement became, the morc Tito watered
down the social demands, kept anyhow, as Browder kept assuring
Wright, within the confines of prlvate property, although some land
was seized by the peasants from reactionary landlords. More and more
Tito channcled the movement as a purcly military struggle t2 drive
out the invader. The same idea of military victory before Rpgforms™
in order not to disrupt the Pcople's Front, was followed in Yuge-
slavia as in Spain. MFrecdom for all peoples, death for fascismi™
That was the mllying cry of the Partisans. But that 18 what kept
the movoment on a bourgeois~democratlc plane.

) Wright, under thc concept that the Vece was a Soviet of
workers and peasants, 1s taken completecly by surprisc when in Decem~
ber 1943, this Vece becomss (to him 1t is “yransformed™) the nation-
al bourgcois-democratic government. So he says that Ywhatever its
Aontsnt® 1t has certainly taken on bourgeois-democratic forms. Ivan
Ribar, the Croat Catholic lawyer and membor of the Serbo-Croat
Demoeratic Party, did not bccome the nominal hoad out of thin air
without having bcen a member previously. Ribar was the son of the
first president of the National Constitutional Asscmbly which met in

1918 to organize tho state which became Yugoslavia,

But Tito controlled the real power, the Army of National
Liberat ione. thsff@fcé}hédfétartéd‘mhcﬁ'as had the Spanish Militlas,
with_Qgﬁiqgrﬁyglgctedﬂbynphe,sgldieps. But the officers had no
particular ranke Tito worked cautlously 0 reorganize this militia
of peasants and wcrkers and petty-bourgeols ecloments, as an obedient,
disciplined force under his dictatorial control, much as did Miaja
in 8pain. By August 1943 this was completely accomplished (not
without the terroristic aid of the GPU and its Spanish methods). The
process thon culminatcd when officers! ranks were restored, much the
same sort ashad come into existence within the Red Army, and, sig-
nificantly, whon the clenched fist salute was abolished in favor of
the traditional Yugoslav salute. There is cvidence to show that
thereaftor the workers and pcasant§ bécame apathetic and indifferent,
sgaln as in Spain, Not that they did net carc about driving the
Nazi invaders out, but they found lcss and less difference as between
Tito and Mikhallovich. T o '

Our thoorctic stand on the problem of national liberation com-
bined with the Spanish experience, and above all our knowledge that
the Stalinists were in control of the movement -- these should have
made intcrpretation of Yugoslav cvents rclatively easy. But we have
feon the 1ine followed in our press, 5 1inc which, in the main, gave
uncritical support to the Partisans; which falled to warn of tho real
Aatipo of this natisnal liberation movement in timoj which spoke of
the fusing of the national 1ibepation struggle with the class struggle
even aftey all cfforts in the direction of class struggle had been
supprossed; which falled to cxpose Tito and his real aims so that
hts-“latér openly rcactionary stops came as a surprise, It was a llno
whose tendency was to Kkeep the workers and peasants enslaved, rather
‘than to help free them.

We have seen what Wright and Warde sald about Stalinism in
Yugoslavia after its role became clear. Let us now go back to what



was sald earlier in the press. The April 1943 issue of the F.I. has
Wright's article on “Civil War in Yugoslavia", He sayss

"Generally speaking, all movements 1n society and all the key
problems including those of 'National Liberation' are governed

by and solved through the mechanism of classes and the dynamics
of the class struggle. In occupled Europe the national questlon
15 fused intimately with the social. In the case of Yugoslavia
the struggle against the occupying armies could not unfold with-
out entering immodiately into a head-on collision with the Axis
collaborationists headed by the native landlords and capitalists
and their central and local bureaucracy. The Stalinlsts inside
and outside the USSR have sought to hide tho inspiring fact that,
while ostensibly operating within the framework of 'national
liberation', the guerrilla movement no sooner acquired a mass
character than it inexorably proceeded to ‘assume class struggle
forms..s Needless to say, Washington subscribes to thno same
theory. Thelr common aim 1s to defeat Hitler only on the basis
of preserving capitalist property forms and relations. Whoever
vidlates the latter in any shdpe or manner becomcs the main enemy
in place of Hitler, Washington, London and their Yugoslavian
satellites (notes that is Mikhailovich) all oppose expanded
guerrilla activity in Yugoslavila becausc it 1s necessarily ac-
companied by the extension and intensificatlon of class warfare.
Expanded guerrilla activity, which the Kremlin does require, has
moant the continuation of the policy of confiscating food sup~
plies which, when not destroyed, are distributed among the local
population. (It is almost laughable to call such a guerrilla
measure in itself a class measure)..The opposition of the capi~-
talists is all the morc bitter because tho policy of the guerril-
las even under Stalinist dominatlon has gone far beyond partial
selzurosess The wording of the Stalinist dispatch 1s a euphe-:
mistic way of describing agrarian revolutlon. The Yugoslav pea-
santry, land hungry for conturies, have selzed the opportunity %to
divide the landlords' cstatese..s It is a fact that the Stalinist-
cont rolled leadership of the Partisans has tried, 1f not to fos-
ter, then at least to supply a legal cover for some of these land
seizures " |

Wright goes ong

Wphe Kremlin must secure the southern Balkan flank not only
against Hitler but against the present allies just as, in the.
pcriod of the 3talin-Hitler pact, it was driven to protect the
northern flank in Finland against its then 'ally'. Just as Leon
Trotsky used the Pollsh experience of 1939 as tho key to the Fin-
nish events that followed, so can we use the Finnish experionce
as the key to the current situation 1n Yugoslaviaess The Krom-
lin is seeking to oxplolt the civil war in Yugoslavia -~ where

S he “Communist Party still retains & mass following -- through the
establishment of a central government with a program which vir-
tually duplicates that of Kuusinen's puppot govornmont."

There 1s not a single trace of any attempt to analyze or
evaluate the foreces involved, thelr leadership, thelr policics. In~
stead we have tho worst kind of illusions. “Evory succoss of the Red
Army adds new explosive power to the irreprecssible conflict in Yugo-
slavia and spreads 1t beyond the boundaries.® The entire Wright
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thesis 1s then transferred to Poland. There follows a kind of ritu-
alistic phrases MIt requires a clear conception of the class nature

of the Sovict Unlon and the parasitic role of the Stalinist bureaucracy
to analyze corroctly this seemingly unprecedented situation." Just

how the parasitic bureaucracy fits in is most unclear, unless one is

to understand that mechanically and automatically the working class
nature of the Soviet Union determines the merging of the war Into

fevorutlon, with tho parasites (even though in control) cafried along
willy-nilly. And in fact thls distorted concept was preciscly the one
helds "But the same fundamental forces arising out of the irrecon-
cilable clash botween Soviet economy and world imperiallsm are driv-
ing the burcaucratic caste to measurcs which arc revolutionary in
their objective consequenceﬁ%ﬁi’”Thé“Sﬁdliﬁigt”bdréaucbacy'dépénds
5% 1{ts own exlstence upon the maintonance of the workers' stato
eroatod by the October Revolution.  In desperation and as a last re-
sort this bureaucracy has proved itself capable of acting in self-
defense as to stimulate rovoluticnary developments,® ‘
NS

The not by any means consistent line of the editors and the
committoe based itself on formulas treatcd mechanically as fetishos
as quantitics fixed once” for all. The world may wax, the world may
wang, but the formulas aro unchanging and go on forever, We shall
seo thls best oxemplifiocd on the quostion of defense of the Soviet
Union. It exprcssod itself too in the mattcr of the nationalized
property and in the ritual formulag the irrcconcilable and insuper-
able charactcr of the antagonism between the Soviet Unilon and the
imperialists. Thils entirc question should havc been the pivot of tho
discussion at the plenum in October 1943, But 1t bocame submerged 1n
the hcatcd discuscion of the democratic quostion and, above all, tho
organization question. I tried to at least call attcontion to a dif-
_ ferent approach on the entlire Russian question,s The Committce mado
a 1littlc conccssion to me, and then forgot all about the matter. Re-
member this was still October, before events scattercd to the four
winds all the chaff that was the Wright and Warde thesis. The plenum
Resolution refers to the Moscow Pact and states thatb this could mot
eliminnte the fundamental antagonism between tho sconomic system of
the Soviet Unien and the capiltalist world. The Pact will provc no
moro enduring than that with Hitler. UNeither Stalin's subservience
to impcrinlism, nor his counter-revolutlonary ailme 1n Europo, can
abolish this basic antagonism. At a subsequent stago, the underlying
antagonigﬁgymust broak into tho opon and, unloss the European Rovolu~
tion intervenss or Stalin makes concessions which change the basic
character of Soviet cconomy, will lead to armed conflict between the

and Anglo-Arcrican lmporialism.®

The rescrvation concerning Stalin's concesslons was the little
detall that was caesually thrown in. Of course, this was not done
morely on my own instances. Tho hicrarchic attitude of the Committce
(we shall sce this demonstratcd on the quostion of Dofense of the
Sovict Union) required that a quotatlon bo shown in Trotsky's works.
Very wcll. I brought along the 0l1d Man's Revolution Betrayed and
showed tho proper sentcncos Winhe situation woulid e radically differ~
ent, of coursc, if the bourgeols allles (of the Sovict Unicn in a war)
recoived matcrlal guarantces that the Moscow government stands on the
same slde with them, not only of the war trenches, but of the class
troHehes tooe. Avalling thomsclves of the difficulties of the Soviet
Unlon, which will be placed botweon two fires, the capltalist “friends
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of peace™ will, of course, take all moaéures to drive a breach into
the monopoly of foreign trade and the Soviet laws on property"

Analysis aleng these lines would have indicated that it does
not do merely to repes a formula, The antagonism between the Soviet
system and the capltallst system 1s not at all a fixed quantity. The
evolution of the Thermidorean bureaucracy with its concessions to
Imperialism, we know, while visibly weakening the Soviet Union as a
gsoclallst (more properly a transitional) system, for that very reason
softened the antagonism and le¢d to the so-called Stalinist diplomatic
sugtessos, One had always to keep in mind that the stronger the bur-
TEUCYELY, the weaker the strength of the Sovict Union as a socialist
“gtate, Conversely, the appearance of a rovolutionary wave would ro-
vive the antagonlism of iImperialism to the Soviet Union at the same
time that it weakoned the deadly grip of Stalinism. Stalinism has
created all the political prerequisites in the Soviet Union for capi-
talist rcstoration. All 1lts institutions are bourgeoisificd. The
Kremlin gang would not hesitatc to make oconomic concessions to capi-
talism 1f that becamo necessary to preserve its powor. The cconomic
structure 6f" the Soviet Unlon has becn struck a terrific blow by the
war. Trotsky pointed out that a prolonged war would almost inovita-
bly -- barring revolution -- bring about capitalist rostoration. So
‘long as the Stalinists retain their powecr in tho Soviet Union, the
capltalists watch their cvolution with friendly interest (I speak now
of the democracies) just bccause they see the distinct possibility of
a change in the forms of proporty following on the prolonged dogencra-
tion of thce October Revolution in Russia,

Stalin has mecantime given material guarantcos (uncxpectcd and
surprising to Wright and Warde, although they will now deny this) that
he 1s on the same sidc of the class tronches as woll as the military
trenches., Witness Yugoslavia, Italy, Greocc, France and Germany.

Our -Resolution now spcaks of the common conspiracy of Stalin and his
capitalist allics against the Europsan proletarian rovolution. This
position comes by an abrupt leap from the previous position of the
edltors, without real explanation, without a pcep of criticism,
Everything now depends on the course taken by the workors in Europe.
The formula on antagonism is &also 1n tho melting pot of the class
struggle. Is this pessimism?  Any optimism bascd on the Wobjectively
revdIutionary role" of Stalinism, any optimism bascd on.a mechanical
and automatic revolutionary process, is illusory. Stalinism has in-
deaed become the greatest obstacle to the Revolution. Tho prestlge
gained among WoTKoTS ¢VEPywhere dus to Russian victories, unfortu-
nately does enhance the position of Stalin and makos the difficultiles
all the greater. Thc uncritical halling of Red Army victories in our
,gress did nothing to warn workers against this aspoct of the viector-
8. . ;

The unconditional defense of the Soviet Union «~ that which
differentiated us from thc petty-bourgcois Shachtmanites -- at least’
that was handled properly in our precss, was it not? This, to be
frank, was if anything our weakest sides You will find ia the Case
of Loon Trotsky his answer to a question on this scorc. (Page 289)

Trotsky: It is a vopry cemplicated question. T believe that
during the war the allies can imposc on the Soviet Union such
concessions, soclal and oconomic concessions, that the Soviet
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. Union can beccome a bourgeois states It 1s, in connoction with

. bourgcois states, all alonc, At the end of thc war 1t 1s pos-

~8iblc we will have a capitalist 'Soviet Union, If tho Soviet

" Union will opposo tho pressure of its allics, then I believe the

~allies will come together with its encmies to stifle the Soviet

Utiton at thé end of tho wars.. But in tho Sovict Union, I would
support the Sovict Union, the Red Army, the Soviet Statc agalnst

. all lts enemles, Because ==~

Finertys Onc way you'would try to sustain or support theo Soviet
Union would be by fomonting revolutions in Germany and Japan?

Trotskys By both means. In the Soviet Union, I would try to bo
a good soldier, win the sympathy of the soldiers, and fight well.
Then, at a good moment, when vietory is assured, I would sayt
“Now we must finish with the burcaucracy."

Trotsky later makes the analogy betwoon this situation and tho
Kerensky period of the Revolution.

Our press, up to May 1944, did not follow this line at all.
We had always intcrpreted the unconditlonal defense as meaning ‘that
whilo tho Sovict Union was in immediatc dangur, wc would not demand
as a condition for our support the removal of étalin. Yet, in The
Militant you will find things quite in roversc. During the pofTEE of
dofcats, we demanded the removal of Stalln, without the removal the
Soviet Union was bound to bo defoateds Then when Stalin began to be
vietorious we hailcd the victorics no cnd and, forgetting completely
that we were for a political rcvolution against Stalin, spoke in the
most glowing tcrms of the wonderful unity of the Russian poople.
Trotsky had explained so many times that our dofense of the Soviot
Union had nothing in common with tho politics of the totalitarian
regime, that "While arms in hand thoy dcal blows to Hitler, the'Bol-
#névik-Leninists will at the same time conduct revolutionary propa-
ganda against Stalin prcparing his overthrow at the next and perhaps
yery near stage."

Did Frank make a political conecession to Stalinism or not when
he wrotc on Decembor 4, 1943 in "Labor's Soclalist Perspcctives and
Tasks of the Revolutionary Struggle in Europc." .--"Tho next great
event in the coursc of this world war, which has affectcd the whole
coursc of the military strugglc and altored the waole razietionship of
forces, is the rmazing and unprecedentced “ictories of tac Red Armye..
How 1s anybody golng to explain today that amazing unity of Soviet
peoples, that unpreccdonted vitality and moralc which oxIsts through-
out thc Red Army and,thé‘pcopIcS"bfjthequviot'Uﬁibﬁ;*0xccpt”6ﬁ”ﬁﬁﬁw*‘

tRe6Ty that the Octobor Revolution, though stifloed and degraded, still
1ivese.., The contradiction is thcrc, and at a subscquent stage it
mist again break into the opcn, and unloss the Europcan Revolution
intervenes, murt oventually lead to armd conflict between the USSR
and Anglo-Amcrican capitalism."

The complete unity of the Soviet peoples -- under the totall-
tarian rcgime of Stalin! How could ono possibly.call for polltlcal
revolution in that caso? The unity of tho Soviet pcoples amldst the
growt i of Incquality and an almost completo indiffercence of the bur-
caucracy to thc lot and fate of the peoplc . .during the war, The unity



of the Soviet pcoples == and the imprisonment oven during the war not
of tens of thousands, or hundreds of thousands, but of millions in
the concentration camps of the Kremlint Could Stalin have wished for
bgttor.propaganda in his favor? Stalin could Havé polntdd to duyr =
press and asked what further proof was nccossary that his killing off
of all the opposltionists had united and strcngthencd tho USSR,

Do you want further proof as to thc attitude towards Stalin-
1sm? Martin remarks in his letter (on which morc anon): "The re-
sults of the Soviet-Nazl War must have had profound cffects on the
Russian masses. We are shut off from cvery scrap of authentic infor-
mation on this score.% By chance wo happencd to obtain the report of
a doctor who had escaped into Russia from Poland whon thc Nazis in-
vaded his country. He travelcd to the Far North, to Moscow, to Si-
beria., He saw in particular thc lifc of the refugecos and of tho
working massese. This report was madc available to The Militant cdi-
tors in the form of an article rcporting verbatim, questions and
answers. Invaluable materiall It was rcfused publicatlont On what
ground, you will ask in uttcor astonishment? Woere the facts qucs-
tionod? No. Wardc and Frank (the same Frank who had writtcen on unity
at exactly the same timc the article was submittcd) did not question
the article at alle They agreed as to its completc authenticity. But
"t painted too black a picture™l Too black a picture for whom, may
ons “THguire? For the workers who beclieved that cverything was hunky-
dory in the Soviet Union? For the cditors who woro palntlng up the
rovolutionary consequences of tho Rod Army victorles? This rcason
was later modified == you will hardly believe 1t! The socond rcason
was that the article was not political enough!l It would scrve to
discourage workers. ‘ ' B

Today the article on Tito, the artiele of the doctor too,
would be printcd. The falsc line which virtually forced the oditors
to exclude them has been modificd cnough to permit this.

The article would have shown the utter cmptiness of spcaking
of the “unity" of the massos of Russia, suffering under the whip-
lash of a criminally-hardencd, utterly indiffcerent burcaucracy, a
gang intcrested solely in 1ts own future, its own powcr, lts own
priviloges, ' ~ _ :

: How then can we speak of having, in our press, lald the basis,
when it beecamc clcar that the USSR would bo victorlous, for tho over-
throw of Stalinism? What understanding did the Committce show on tho
entire mcaning of our dcfenso of the Soviet Union?

: The touchstone of this question came with the events in Poland,
particularly in Warsaw. Thc linc followcd in our press on the entire
question of Stalin's grab of tho eastern part of Poland, was onc of
support, political support, on_the ground that this would mean the
nationalizing of more propcrty and, thereby, the strongthening of the
USSR. Read, if you pleasc, the editorial on Stalin and Poland in the
January 8, 1944 issuc of Tho Militant. I have already quoted Wright's
article in the January 29, 1944 issue on “"Red Army Victorles Alarm
Stalin's Allies®, These articles vielatcd the clearly stated pro-
grammatic line of Trotsky that we take no political responsibility for
Stalin's grabs of torritory, that the burcaucratic cxtension of nat-
ionalizcd preperty to this or that bit of land is secondary to us, the



primary thing boing the world rcvolution to which the defense of the
Jovitt Union is subordinatcd. The Moscow and Tcheran agrcoments had,
however, already raised many misglvings in the Committeco. It is this
that explains how my article got into the press as an cditorial in

the February 5, 1944 issue of The Militant. This "Program for Poland™
was Intonded as a correctlve of tho line previously followed on Pol-
and. Tt placos reliance, not on Stalinism, not on any automatic or
buroaucratic spread of thc Revolution, but rather on the independent
~action of the Polish workcrs and peasants.

The role of Stalinism was telng demonstrated in event after
event that shattcred the line the press had previously pursuecd. You
would look 1in valn for any open correction thcre, or even any cduca-
tional discussion 1n the party. The February 12, 1944 issue contains
the edltorlal “Stalinlsm and the Danger to Europo'!s Coming Revolution®.
Here, aftcr discussion in the Committec, we findg

"It is this haunting fear of the Europoan Revolution, it is
thelr common dctermination to crush it that brought the Anglo-
Amecrican impcrialists together with Stalin, first at Moscow,
then at Tehcranesse Tho Stalinist bureaucracy, itself panic-
stricken beforc the rcvolutionary specter, likewise wants to
crush the rcvolution in its desperat: attempt to prescrve its
criminal rcgime by maintaining the capitalist status quo in
Europs & , i eiaie< T S RPN G Sutieheiub il Ou e e TR SR

One might supposc that the qucstion would then arise as to the
cffeet of this external policy on internal policy in the Soviet Union.
But the Committee doclined to "speculate®, When I proposed-thatedt-
be indicatcd in the cditorial on the fraudulent "autonomy™ granted to
the Russian Republics, that Molotov had hinted that this autonomy
might also apply to the economic spherc, and this might be a way of
preparing on a local scale for a breach in the monopoly of forelgn
tradc{t this was callcd purc "spcculation™, Yet Trotsky had "spccu-
lated®™ yecars before on the exact method that might be uscd to. restore.
capitalism in tho Sovict Union. Did the danger oxist, and oxlst now,
OF dId It not?

The Committ@e corrected itsclf, but only 1in part and without
doigning to answer my sharp attacks on the provious line, Spceaking
of the Polish undecrground, the February 12, 1944 editorial saysg
"They undérstand that Stalin's Kromlin gang camc into Poland not as
liberators but as oppressors™, But the Stalin gang camc into Pollsh
territory == 1In the form of the Red Armyt This fact did not strike
the editors. Later they would have to say that the Red Army is but
the Instrument of Stalinist poliecy.

The May Day Manifesto returns to a corrcct line without, how-
ever, understanding its full lmport. "Inseparable from tﬁeVreai de-
fense of the Sovict Union is the irrcconcilsble fight against Stalin-
ism, 1ts regime and its policles.Y It says, this timo quite correctlys
"Down with Stalinismi" What was not understood was that this very
call meant a change of comphasis. on the . slogan of unconditional dofense
of the Soviet Unlon., The USSR was clearly geing to bo victorious.
Henve the danger had lesscned, our unconditional defonse must begln

to retirc to the background. But by this timo the Committoo was
treating the formula of defense in purecly fetishlst fashion, as somc=-
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thing unchanging and irrevocable,

The truly pathetic culmination on the question of defense, and
on the question of national libceration, cnme in August 1944. The Aug-
ust 5th issue contalned the editorial ﬁDangors‘and Tasks Faclng the
Workers of Poland®, This declarcss

"Moscow's declaration oxplicitly statess !Tho Soviet Govern-
ment declarcs that 1t does not pursie aims....of a changc of
social structure in Poland'. This is the identical language
used by Molotov aftcr the e¢ntry of the Rod Army into Rumania.
There this statement of policy has bcen followcd by practical
measures upholding the domination of the capitalist-landlord
oligarc&y and suppressing the most clecmentary rights of the
masscs," '

What has happened to the theory that Stalin must espread the Rcecvolution
all over Europc despite himself? What has happencd to the Wright-
Warde theory conccrning the Red Army? The editorial speaks of the

- Polish workers and saystg

"They must seck to cnlist in their common causc tho rank and file
soldiers of the Red Army, and forge bonds of solidarity with the mil-
lions of Soviet workers who remain true to the internationalist ideas
and revolutionary traditions of 1917. Through their independent
struggle the Polish workers will inspire the Soviet masses to settle
accounts with the hated Stalinist burcaucracy.™

Those members of the Committcoe who still held to the old line,
who did not know what had transpircd at the conter, lmmedlately recog-
nized that there had bcen a change, one with which they disagrecd.

A collaborator of Martin's thercupon wrote a letter to the Committcee
in the name of Martin and his collaborators, This letter, written

on August 16, 1944, and a latcr letbtcor I propose to quote in full. I
know that wild accusations will be hurled at mc as a violator of dis-
cipline of the Committee. This too I propcse to answer, and to leave
to the convention and to the party who truly violate the discipline of
a Trotskyist party. ' . o

Excerpt from a lettor from Martin's collaboratorsg

“In our opinion, the editorial on Poland in the August 5 Militant
falls into error through a tendency to lcap over the Incomploted
stage of Eurcpcan events -- the Soviet Unicn's 1ifo and death
struggle against the armics of Hitler., 'With their own armed
forces they (the Polish workers) must continuec thelr independent
revolutionary struggle! the editorianl states, and adds in a

later paragraph 'against all the agents....of the counter-revolu-
tionary Stalinist bureaucracy.' This swceping statement can bc
understood as implying armcd struggle against the Rod Army, which
is the effective controlling force under Stalin's command 1n
Poland, Nothing i1s sald clsewhere in the editorial to negate
this implication. We must not forget that as long as the Red
Army remains locked in combat with the armies of a capltalist

- Germany, our slogan *'Unconditional dofemse of the Soviet Union!
retains its full content, regardless of Stalin's counter-revolu-
tionary policies in occupied areas beyond the Soviet borders.
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Furthermore, this slogan must at all timcs be cmphasizcd, cspec-
ially in cditorials such as the onc on Poland. We should sutline
a revolutlonary program for Poland, as the editorial docs. But
we must make 1t explicitly clear that in the struggle for this
program there 1s to be no sabotaging of the Soviect Union war
apalrst - Hivler. A Workers' revelution in Gormany will drasti-
cally altér the charactcr of the military struggle. in Europe.
Events will have recached a new, highor revolutionary stage. Then
W& WIll approach all questions in the light of the changed cir-
cumstances. But Hitler is still in power, Goermany rcmains cnpi-
talists Its Imporialist assault on the Soviet Union is not yet
totally defeatcds  We must kcep our policy cearcfully attuned te
the situation as it is right now, Bccause of the prescnt dispute
on the Europcan question, we must be dnubly careful in thinking
these problems through to the end before writing about them.
Great care should be taken in treating the Polish and similar
questicns in the conventions resclutiosn., We must ncver forget
that our party statements and editorials are now regarded as
programmatic documents and talzen with the greatcst serlcusness
by the revolutionary workers of the ontire world., This impnses
upon us a stcrn responsibility to be careful what we say. This
carefulness, this aversion teo the practice of golng off half-
cocked, this habit of waiting to think things through befors we
spcak, has been denominated 'conservatiem! by light-mlinded
feuillaton writers, who imagine themselves to be altér politic=-
ians., But it is this very 'conscrvatism! that has given all our
previous resslutions since the dsgath of the 0ld Man their thoughte
out character and made them stand up from year to year as supple-
ments logleally flowing from onc unchanging program, and like the
program itsclf, needing no fundamental revision,"

Excerpt from a letter of Martin's collaborator:
| August 23, 1944

“he August 19 Militant editorial "Warsaw Betrajed™ goos cven
- furthor afield than the prcvious editoerial we wrote about, in
muddling up our line of 'Unconditional Dcfense 5f tho Soviet
Union' in the struggle against the Nazi-impcrialist invaders. To
call upon the rovolutionary Polish workers to !'organize frater-
nization! with the Red Army soldiers, as the cditorial docs, 1s
to think in terms of g¢stablishing contact with the rank and file
of a hostile military force. But the Polish workers must be tho
allice of thoe Red Arry in its war agelnst Hitler's armles, no
mattor how reactionnry stalin's policy is. Therefore, the task
for the Polish revolutionaries is to organize revolutlonary
propagande in the ranks of the Red Army, with which they will be
in ccntact as allles, not to 'organize fraternization'. Secceondly,
the editorial adds that through this !fraternization' the Pollsh
workers will help the Sovict masses to 'settle accounts with the
bloody Bonapartist dictatorshlp of Stalin.! Our program rccog-
nizes the vital necessity of overthrowing Stalinism In the Soviet
"Union and has always placed this task in order =f importance
second only to the dcfcnse of the Soviet Unicn against imporialist
attacks. Howcver, it is preciscly the latter consideration that
the editorial slurs over, thus laying itsclf open to the impli-
cation of war against Hitler, Finally, the cditorial again falls




to put coxplicitly and unmistakably our slogan 'Unconditisnal
defense of the Soviet Union' against all imperialists, The cdi-
torlal also takes for granted a version of the Warsaw cvonts
about which there is little information, none »f it reliable,
and many uncertaintics. A full-scalc battle agninst the Nazis
by the Warsaw proletariat 15 assumcd, as is the 'order of Stal-
in's generals! in halting the Red Army attack on-the city. The
Moscow charge that the London 'Polish government-in-exile! or-
dered the uprising without ccnsulting the Red Army crmmand 1is
brushed aside without being clearly étated, much less analyzod
in the light of the current Soviet-Polish negotiatisns. No con-
slderaticn i1s glven to the questicn ~f whether ~r not the Red
Army was able at the moment to launch an all->at attack on War-
saw 1in view of 1ts long-sustaincd 2ffensive, the Nazl defensive
preparations along the vista, the necessity to rcegrsup forces and
mass for new attacks after the not inconsiderable expenditure of
men and material in reaching the outskirts of Warsaw, the fact
that there was a lull along virtually the entirc Eastern front
concurrent wilth the halt before Warsaw, etec, Nor docs the cdi-
torinl take up the questisn of the duty of gucrrilia TODPCCS e
and in the circumstances that is what the Warsaw dectachments are
-- to subordinatc themselves t- the high c-mmand cf the main
army, the Red Army, in timing of such an important battlec at the
selge of Warsaw. On tho contrary, the cditorial appears to take
as its point of departurc the assumption that a full-scalec prole=-
tarian uprlising occurrcd in Warsaw and that Stalin deliberately
mancuvered to permit Hitler to crush the revolt. A hasty,
sketchy commentary on evente, including the badly-limping Badog-
lio aralogy, 1s then fltted into this arbitrary framcwork. We
egree, 1ndeed, ns to Stalin's countEv=¥évrlutionary intentirns,
"Moreover, one has the right to suspeet or belinve pnrsonally that
the Warsaw cvents are just as the editorial pilcturcs them. But
we have no right to put in writing in sur press, and in an edi-
torial to boot, such swceping assertions for which we have no
proof and to draw conclusions based on such flimsy information.
Thet is not the traditicn »f the Militant, We arc deceply con-
cerncd about this carclessnmss 1in writing about such a crucial
questisn and are anxiocus t2 hear the comments on our criticism.M

-3\

Letter from Natalia (translation) August 16, 1944
RDear friend, '

I do nct consider mysclf competent in political questions to the
extent of condemning this or that line of your ccnduct. But in
the given instance y»ur mistaken c-urce is all toc clear to me.

"Permit me a few werds in this c-nnceticn,

"You seem to be hypnctized by the slogan »f the 'defense »f the
USSR! and in the mecantime profrund changns, politieal as well as
moral-psychological, have taken place in its sneial ztructure.

In his articles, especelally the last cnes, L. D, wrate of the
USSR as a degencrating workers'! statc and in view <f this out-
lined two possible paths of further soclal evolution of the first
woerkers! stategy rev:olutionary and rcacticnary. The last four
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years have shown us that the reactionary landslide has assumed
monstrous proportisns within the USSR. I shall not recount the
facts, they are known to you -- they bespeak of the ccmplete
moving away of the USSR from the principles of Octobor. &oviet
Iiterature for the war years (Moscow magnzines which T am receive
i1ng) confirm these facts; in current Moscow literaturc there is
not the slightest echa of socialist ideelogy; dominant in 1t are
petty-brurgenls, middle-class tendencies; the cult of the family
and 1ts welfarc. The Red Army at the basis ~f whose srganizati~n
were lr~dged the principles of the October overturn, ard whose
(the Red Army's) goal was the struggle f-r the world revoluti-n
has become transformed int~ a nationalist-patriotie -rganizatisn,
defonding the fatherland, and n 't against its burcaucratic rogime
but together with its rcgime ns 1t has taken shape in the last
decades Do you recall the answer of L,D. to the questisn put to
’HTm'Tn the Politbure in 1928¢4 whether the Oppesiti-n would de-
fend the USSR in case of war? 'The soclalist fatherland -~ yes;
Stalin's regime -~ no,!

"'he 'soeciallst! has fallen away; the 'regime! has remained. A
degenerating 'wnrkers'! state' presuppnscs that it is msving along
the path of degenerating, still precscorving its basic principle

-~ the natlionalizatien of private property, But just as it is
impossible to bulld soclalism in onc ceuntry, so it is impossible
te preserve inviclatc this basic principle, 1f one pursucs the
reactionary road, destroying all the other conquests of 1917, It
rs-necessary to explain this tirelessly day by day. It is imper-
missible to rcpeat an antiquatcd slogan by rote.

YAt the present time therc is -nly -~nec danger threatoning the
Sovict Union -~ that is the further desvel-pmont of black rcacticn,
the further betrayal of the internatiocnal preletariat. This is
preciscly the direction in which it is necessary to socund the
alarm. T2 defend the Soviet Union against the regime of its
"master', mercilessly laying bare the policy of the master who
¢7mes to the frre on the international arcna in the capaclty of
a conclliater with bourgeels capitalism and as a counter~revolu-
ti-nist in the Eur»pean countries liberated from Hitler., (As
far back as 1937 L.D. wrote in the Bulletin of the Russian 6ppo-
sltion that n~t a single serious person beliecves any longer in

the revglutichiry role of Stalin).

e

"You are correctly criticizing the foreign policy of the Marshal,
but after all, foreign pnlicy is the coentinuatlen of the dsmestic
policy, it is impérmissible te separate the one from the other,
In youyr positicon there is a crying c:ntradictinsn. It 1s necessary
t > hammer away at ono printg te warn against the consequences ~f
Russian victories; t@ warn, t-"g7und the nlarm on the basis of
threeloment s that have alrcady bsen disclesed with c-mplete clar-
ity, as well as to lay bare those clements which are about to be
disclcsed, and at the same time to polnt the way out.

™Warmest regards tp ocur friecnds, I warmly shake your hand,
Yours,

Natalis



"P.5. Have just rcceived issuc No. 29 of the paper. Nos. 30

and 31 have not yct arrlivcd. Comparatively, issue Wo. 29 (the

article on Rumania) is alrrady a step forward (the article

on Germany) in which there 1s talk about the possibilitiss of

the Red Army, if it hnd romained as 1t was. It is necessary to

?O alon% further 1n this dircetion, explaining what the Red Arnmy
S now, S

The Commltteo decidcd, in the light of its correcction of line,
to write to Martin and hils collaborator, aiving its vicws. I parti-
cipatcd in the discussion on the letter and cxplaincd my view, which
was that the time had long sincc come when it was ncecssary to shift
emphasls on the slogan of unconditional defense of the Soviet Union,

It was now necessary to lay the political basis in the light »f all

the openly rcactionary pollicics of Stalin, for spoaking more and more
loudly for his overthrowe. It was now clear thnt the Soviet Union
would be victorious in the war. We must now follow the line of Trotsky
and countorposc the prolctarian revolution to Stalinism,.

There then appeared in our press the e¢ditorial on the Warsaw
uprising. I protested against this editorinl to the Commltteo., Ny
protcst -~ the Committce agrccd that it was corrcet -~ was not all
against that phase which c¢nllcd the Staliniet action a betrayal. That
part was corrscct cnough. It was rather once more on thce attitude taken
towards a movemcnt for national liboration. The editorial rceferrcd to
- tho uprising as that of the revolutionary socinlist workers of Warsaw.
This sumrmed up 2all the previous crrors made in thils conncetion. It
"fuscd" the class struggle with the struggle for national liberation
once agaln., It lgnored the banner under which a movoment conducts its
strugglc. It showsd the old hypnotism before a mass movement. The -
Warsaw uprising was clearly under the banner of the cxiled London Pol-
ish Government, under the dircction of General Bor. How then could
onéc call this an uprising of the soclalist workers? ‘It was a People's
Front movement, with all Polish clements representcd., Without ques-
tion, the recvolutionary socianlist workers had participatced in 1t.
Stalln betrayed it preeisely in order to pormit the Germans to annl-
hilate theee indepcndent non-Stalinizcd workers on the onc hand, and
the nationalist Poles who opposcd his territorial demands on the other.

The next mecting of the Committsoe saw a second letter of pro-
test from Martin and his collaborator. This letter tock up the “War-
saw Betrayal®™ also. It takes for granted the real mistake of the
editorial, that on calling a Pcuople's Front movement onc of the revo-
lutionary sociallst workers. It protests against calling tho act of
Stalin a betrayal, It calls fE¥ ufcHanging unconditlonal defonse of
the. Goviet Union. It is truly difficult %o take up all the mistakes
in this lamcnteble lettor, The Committor would like to hide this
letter from the party. Again it sums up all the previous crrors that
had appearcd in the press.

Let us look a little more closcly at the lectter. The charac-
ter of the Warsaw uprising? Martin's collaborator says; "Nor docs
the editorial take up the qucstion of tho duty of gucrrilla forces ==
and in the circumstances that is what tho Warsaw dotachments arc --
to sub-ordinate themsclves to the high command of the main army, the
Red Army, in timing of such an important battle as the sicge of War-
saw,? TLet us take this point of view for a moment, Suppose there
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were Pollsh workcr-guerrilla fighters alono involved. Why must they
subordinate themselvcs to the reactionary Stalinist high command of
the Red Army? Why should thcy not aid thc Red Army but, ns rcvolu=-
tlonary Polish workers, constitute thcir own independent force? Act-
ually the answer 1s not that there is any principle arninst their do-
ing so, but on the contrary, the Rod iArmy high command would
never permit them to do so; ttidse nIlitant workers who are suspccted
0T such deslgns are arrestced and shotl! As a matter of fact, Martin's:
.colleborator took the entire matter on a purecly military basis. Ho
had a mechanlical conception, Unconditional defeonso, that immutable
formula, comes first, before cverything else. Stalin uses the Read
Apmy for his own political aims. Martin's collaborator would subor-
dinate the Pollsh workers to the Red Army high command; that 1is, to
the Stalinlet aims.,

You may belicve porsonally that Stalin committed an act of
betrayal. But that must not appcar in the press. And it neced not in
the least affect your advice dirceted to the Polish workzrs. How can
this be? Martin's collaborator c¢nters into preocisely the kind of
defensc of Stalin's aot that the "friends of Stalin" gave (rcad Upham
Popo in the Times)s Nos The evidence 1s absolutely clears Stalin
deliberately betrayed Warsaw into the hands of the Nazis. Where sare
the Polish workers of Warsaw who are to subordinate themseclves to the
high cormand? They are¢ either dead, or they are imprisoncd by the
Nazls to whom they woro handed over by Stalin. Even 1f we wantced to
obey your advice, says the Polish socialist worker, we couldn't do
1t, becausc Stalln and his Red Army don't permit us to do so. How
can fhis-e just a mattor of porsonal opinlon? Has it no effect on
the advice that you will give, say, to the German workers? Will you
tell them to place themsclves under that high command which will carry
out the policles of Stalin and send millions of them t© Russia as

8Tave labor? ~ Isn't it clear thit your fetishist thinking gets you into
- an uttey Impasse? Tho conclusion 1s incvitable: your thinking is
wrong!

, You says "But the Polish workcrs must be the alllcs of the
Red Army in its war agalnst Hitler's army, no mattcer how reactlonary
Stalin's policy is. We understand that here you base yoursclf on a
statement of the Old Man, but let us quote him to you on this scorcs
Tt is cne thing to solidarize with Stalin, defond his policy, assume
responsibility for it ~- as does the triply infamous Comintern -~ 1t
is another thing tc cxplain to the world working c¢lass that no matter
what crimes Stalin may be gullty of we cannot poermit world impeoriallsm
to erush the Sovict Union, rcestablish capitalism and convert the 1land
of the Cctober Revolution into a colony. This cxplanation llkewilsc
furnishes the basis for our defense of the Soviet Unilon.®

All that you forgot was that this "formula" applics when the
menace of impcrianlism stands ready to crush the Soviet Unlon. When
the menace rcccdes we do not at all pursue the same pollicy. Our em-
‘phasis becomes différent and we cannot wait 111 the last gasp of the
war to makc our position clcar to the working class. That would be
fatal indcod. The greatest menace today is no longer defeat by imper-
ialism of the Red Army. It is rathcr that if Revolution docs not ap~
ptar in Burepe, then the Stalinist burcaucracy will carry the down-
sliding of the Octobor to completion, and will yicld to imperialist
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pressurc to begin the restoration of capltalism in the USSR. That
mcans that now the Europcan Revolutlon assumes first place and the
defense formula rcccdes to the background. Events may cven cause
it to disappear completely, if recaction succecds in 1ts aims,

We listened in the Committce to Wright and Warde defond the
unchanging formula of defensc, now and forever, cven after Natalla's
first letter arrived at the same time as the sccond lettecr of Martin's
collaborator. Natalia's first lettor was dat:ed August 16th. The
accents of thosc members, these cditors, who thought thoy were defond-
ing Martin's point of view, were clcarly the accents of sectarianism
and fetishisme The filrst letter of Natnlia (with whose vicwe I was
completcly in accord long before I saw her letter) contalncd one scne
tence of condcecmnation of the linc that the Committee had pursucd.

That scntence rcads V"I do not eonsider mysclf competont in political
qucstlions to the cxtent of condemning this or that linc of your con-
duct. But in the given instance your mistaken coursc is all too clear
to mes" The Committee is detcrmined apparently ~=- or was ~-- tO proe-
vent the party from secing this criticism. Frank put it that he did
not want unnceccssary polemics.

The Committoc sent Natalia's letteor to Martin and the others
(not, however, to Morrison and Cassidy)s. It 1s herc that was demon-
strated the completcly hierarchic attitude of the Martin group. There
was nothing new in the situation. The lettcr of Martin's collaborator
and that of Natalia's wero dated the same day. The Martin group
changed 1its minds Martin thon wrotc a letter to the Committee with hils
new point of vicw, without so much as taking the troublo to officlally
withdraw the loettcr of his collaborator! I proposcd that a new sec-
tion be added to the Resolution on the change in cmphasis on defense
of the Soviet Union. To motivate thils I proposcd to put in the inter-
nal bulletin both Natalia's two letters and those of Martin's colla-
borator., I explaincd that evidontly the letter of Martin's collabor-
ator had been withdrawn, since these comrades had ehanged tholr pelnt
of view. This was ccrtainly permissible, but on onc condition; that
wo educatc the party by a full criticism of thc previous crrors. The
Committee delayed acting on this motion, and thon flnally doclded to
put ovcr another accomplished fact, Without mecting so that I could
be prescnt, the sccond letter of Natalia's and Martin's letter wore
rushcd into the Bulletin by the Committoc,

Lect us sce what purposes the Committoe is scrving. Natalia's
letters are not thr private property of the P.Cs They werc writton for
the party and for its cducation, The Committce however wanted to
cover up its previous coursc and so did not want Watalia's critlcisms
‘to appcar. Thay adopted her political conclusions -- but rcjeected her
criticisms. ~“ETEET the rcccipt of Natalia's first lctter, Wright wrote
£o-Natudtn asking for a further clarification of hor point of vicew.
Natalia then wrote the lctter which appecars in the Bulletin., When I
- proposcd that both latters appear, Stein advanced the speclous argu-
mont that the first lettor had been written hastily and that he wanted
to save Natalia's prcstige! It might be nccessary, he sald, to sccure
her permission to print the first letterl I informcd Stcin that this
was unprocedented and would no doubt astonish Natalia, but that I would



cortainly agree to have the Committee write to "requerst her permis-
,sion®". My =agreement with this proposal disturbed the Committee no
ends, They then proposed to keep the entire matter in abeyance (that
is, to caucus on the situation after the meetingl). Thoroupon, for
the first time in our movement, so far as I am aware, the Committec
acted in the manner of the old C.P. when ik uscd to send telegrams to
Moscow -- with the object of "putting something over"., Without in-
formlng me, they sent a telegram to Natalla, asking her whether her
second letter did not express her views more clearly than her first,
Netalia's reply must have caused a very distinct burning of the ears
of the Committee. 8She understood very well what was involveds The
Convention should demand that this telegram and the reply be produced
and readl Natalia agreed that her sccond letter gavo her cntire point
of view better than thc first onc. But she went on to remind the
Committee that 1t was necessary for 1t to listen to the criticism of
merbers with more attention. She reminded them (pleasc tell us in
what connection, Comrade Stcin) of an incident way back in 1927 in
which the 01d Man and a Stalinist burcaucrat wore involved. The Old
Man was criticizing tho Staliniste in the Executive Committee. One
of them askeds UWhere is the party?® and Trotsky replieds "You havo
strangled the partyl"™ Natalia recounted this incldent in a vain
attempt to bring the Committco to 1ts senses in 1ts cxtremely nervous
attitude towards criticlsm.

One must asks if Natalla's criticismes are suppressed -=- cven
after those who suppress thom have adopted the i1deas of Natalia (they
were hardly preparcd to do so when the same, oxactly the same, criti-
cisms emanatcd from me) -~ what chance has the ordinary member of
getting a hearlng?

_ The letter of Martin on the qutstion of defense of the Sovlet
Unien that appecars in the Bulletin ls undatcd. The roason for this
is quite simple. The lottor of Natalia's that appcars in the Bulletin
{s dated August 23rd, 1944. Her first letter was written August 16th.
‘Martin's first letter in rcply was written in betweon. To hide thc
fact that a first August 16th lettcr had beon written, the cditors aro
forccd to suppress the date on the firet Martin lotter. '

Thoe publishing in this fashion of the Natalla and Martin
letters serves, does 1t not, to make 1t appear that both together
wore motivating a turn in our course, with a ncw cmphasis, a different
one, on the European Revolution and the question of defunso of the
UsSR, It is this false face before the party that makes 1t neccssary
to publish, under my namc, the letters of Martin's collaborator.

Those lottors werc also the letters of Martin. They arc all tho more
significant because thoy are the first documents of this kind to
appcar under the name of Martin and his collaborator in a period of
years., We cannot quote from tho articles of Martin on the tromen-
dous political events of the past scveral years. Not onc _has_appcared.
Not onc! We can ¢uote only from the articles of thosc to whom he
gave full support =- Wright, Warde, Frank. Martin never wrote to
critieizo the distortions of these comradcg .~ He nover cautloned
tﬁvm’ﬁgaiﬁsﬁ'SpééuiationS“which“havw'indcoﬂ~provod to be the purcst
inventions of a warped point of vicw. Martin's first documents (the
lotters from his collaborator) show him lagging bohind tho Committce
after 1t had already begun to corrget itstlf, Why thon should 1t now
WE-sttoripted to makc 1t appoar that Natalla and Martin have sct the
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party on a new line? Natalia's letters were in actunlity a polemic
agalnst Martin's ard the Committece's point of view. Tho answer, in
view of the fact that the Committce wants to hush up necesesary educa-
tlonal criticism of its past coursc, not Just in the letters of Mer-
tin's collaborator, but in the open press, is that the Committco is
not concerned too deeply with the political questions; it 1is absorbed
in apparatus politics, in votes that will dotorminc tho mcmbership of
the next Committec. The lotters of Martin's colleborator arc impor-
tant, not in themsclves, but preciscly because they throw an illumina-
ting light on the past course of the P.C. in the press.

Glance for a moment at the Martin letter, written without so
much as mentloning the letters of his collaborator which therefore
st1ll lay on the table before thc Committcc. It statoss "And, I
do not for a minute forg:t that the objective logic of thc Red Army
achievements in the war against tho Wazls, rcgardlcss of the officially
declared aims, 1s profoundly rcvolutionary.® This scntence sorves ag
a "bridge" from the old course to the new. It 1is corrcct only in a
certaln scnses If it is intended to testify to the corrcctness of the
T PYeviously pursucd -- namcly, that Stalinism, in 1its defensc of
1tself, and thercforc in defenso of the Soviet Union wifth its nation-
alized propcrt « Was forced against its own will to use rovolutionary
methods which l'o‘bjectivcly" alded the Europcan Revolution -- then 1t
i1s falsc. It 1s truc in one sensc only} namcly, that the success of
the Red Army means tho defeat of the Nazl and Fascist armies, that
this lcaves a highly fluid situation in which the capitalist class
nas bcen critically woakencd by its completc identification with
Fascisme It glves risc to the Revolutionary Situation, during which,
1f the workers find the propcr road and the propor lcadership, they

have the possibility to comc to powsr. o

But to point to the "objcctive logic™ is preceiscly completely
inadequate at such a time., Comrade Frank tclls us that we have a com-
pletc and unchanging program which we prescnt to the working class,
and we leave 1t to those advanced militants in the Europoan movement
("with all their stores of cxpericnce") to pick out from the program
what they consider best at the given time. That attitude (tho atti-
tude of the Mobjoctive logie") means the avoidance of tho entire
problem, not its solution. ("Oncc burned,twicc carcful),

It is prceiscly 1n the pre~rcvolutionary and rcvolutionary
situations that the subjective factors becomc far more important than
the objective. Without the subjcetive factors, the objective situa-
tlon can pass on without loading to anything. Need I quote on this
secore from Trotsky, who repecatcd it to us so many times? ®But as soon
as the objcctive prercquisites have grown to maturity the key to the A
whole historic procossim handed to the subjecctive factor, that is, the
party and its rovolutionary lcadcrshipess In all thesc cascs, as woll
as 1n others of lossor importanco, thc opportunistic tendency oxprossed
1tsclf in the fact that it reclicd solely upon the masses and completcly
noglected tho question of a rcvolutionary loadorship. Such an atti-
tode,"which 1s falsc in"genoral, operatcs with positively annihilat-
ing cffect in this opoch,® Ve :

It is part of the duty of the "subjcotive factor" to warn
the workers of tho obstacles and dangers in thoir path. It is part
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of the duty of the "aubjective factor® to say what is, to characterizc
events correctly, to indicate thc tendcncics involved in cvery major
situation so as to gulde the working class along the correct road.
The plenum was a small instance of maklng an uncxpected and abrupt
leap in the charactcrization of the Badoglio rcgimec as a rogimo of
provention of the proletarian rcvolution. Cannon told us then that
we neod not "spcculate® on what goos on among the "tops" -- that 1is,
as botweon Churchill, Rooscvelt and Stalin -- 1t was sufficicnt to
follow the coursc of thc masscs. To keep your eycs solely on the
masscs, that was revolubtionary optimism, to spceulate on the dangers
from the tops, that could lcad only to pecssimisms The optimlstic
attitude lcd at oncoe to dcelaring the Italian Revolution “defoatod"
when it had har@ly startcd. The word was doloted from the rcsolutions
of both "majority" and “minority" at my instance. I tricd to tcach
the Harry Frankels, the youths of our movement, that 1t was nccossary
to kcop in mind all factors, all tcndencics, in order to warn workers
Y time of the @angors in their road, in order to help them avold
those dangers and win to firm ground, Do you romember my disagrocment
with you on “tcmpo®? You had comrades believing that the Italian
Revolution was two wooks, at most two months off. What could such an
Bincautious® attitude lead to axcept pessimism whon 1t had to “Wlot
down" those comrades who had been "koyed up" by your Yoptimism".

The party is paying now (it will not rcallzo 1t until after
the convention, which will not take up the really burning issucs,
that T warrant] for its incrcdiblc attitude towards Stalinism, Now,
mind you, we nced a lengthy Resoluticn to persuade "oursoclves" that
Stalinism is a frightful meracc to the world revolutlon. The "sub-
joptivqufactpr“.is,warkingiatﬁgxtromoly slow tempo in a poriod when
1t should be gcarcd for the most flexible functioning. We are told .
tmatthe party must, If anything, be morc ccntralized. Why? In ordor
that the Committcc may becomc cvon more scparated from tho membership
than it already is? In ordcr that the P.C, may makc its docisions
(some of which we sco hero) completoly bohind the sccnos, only to
have them changed abruptly and then covercd from the view of tho party?
Tn order to crecate the kind of discipline in which the oditors arc
allowed to put over a linc by Waccomplishcd facts®? In order to
build up a thecory of an infallible lcadership? In order to make 1t
impossiblec to cxercisc.criticlsm, the only form of control?

A further word on %discipline®. Haven't I brokon all the dis-
ciplino of the decaloguc in thils longthy article? No, comrades, I am
only carrying on thc best kind of discipline in our movcment. That
disciplinc must bo bascd first and forcmost on loyalty not to persons
nor to committecs nor to an apparatus, bub to the basic principles of
our movemont, In final analysis, our kind of disciplino dcpends on
ideas, correct idcas. Beforc a convention, the ordinary discipline
to carry out decisions of tho various party bodles, rclaxes and 1s :
partially dissolved so that the convention can make all i1ts docisions
on the basis of all facts, laid frcely before it. But cven the ord-
inary discipline in betwcen conventlions is being misinterpreted by
some comrades. Our discipline is based on the frecst possible dis-
cussion inside the movement, so as all the botter to carry out our

doeisions in "iron discipline® in actions outsido tho party.
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Comradc Martin spcaks of “literqry polltics™ in his lotter. I
urge him to turn his attention to cditor VWright 4n this connection.
Wright can tcll us (and we are hardly yot in a Civil Warl)s WNo
statement on the war has been issuod in the name of that party which :
under Lenin held congress after congress under conditions of complote @
democracy in the very midst of the civil war", Arc we striving to
emulate Lenin and the party in his time, or some more ccntralizod
party? It dois not dc to make a paradc of democratic contralism just
before and cven, perhaps, during a convention, only to violate 1ts _
real splrit all the ycar round. The attitude of the Committce towards . -
eritics (and I include here those who are right in their criticisms as
wcll as those who arc wrong) is a completcTy apparatus attitude, It
simply will not brook tho slightest criticism, Isn't thorc an “anx-
lety complex"™ involved herc? Instoad of infinitd pationce in order
to cducatc membecrs, therc is utter impaticnce, a real Wbaiting®™ of
ecritics, a split spirit. S

Lenin glves you his vicws on discipline, and Trotsky gquotes
them with completc approval. "We have defined more than once our
view in principlc on the significance of discipline and on the meaning
of disclpline in a working class party. Unity of action, frcedom of
discussion and criticism, that is our definition." Then hc addss
"Discipline without idcas -- is an absurdity which transforms the
workers 1in practice into miscrable appendages to the bourgeolsic in
powere. Thorcforc, without frcedom of discussion and criticism the

prolctarint docs not reccognize unity of action,™

Trotsky explains thils quotation more fully in the Case of Lcon
Trotsky. "Bccause cven in the Bolshavik Party, with its very scveiv
discIpline, Lenin first cmphasized that the esscnco is more important
than the form; that the ideas arc more important than tho discipline;
that 1f 1t 1s a gucstion of fundamental importance, we can break the

vows of dlscipline without betraying our ideas.™
This 1s the attltudc I take on disciplinc, I violate no sta=-
tute of cur party, no principle of our movement, by bringing loyally
to the convention ry open criticisms of the lradership. On the con-
trary, I am carrying out an clementary principle of our party, to

say what is, to help prescrve a corrcet linc. But, if T were viola-
ting the narrow interprotation that the Committce falsoly places on
lts discipline, thecn I do it completely In the Trotskylst spirit end
tradition., And I say catcgorically that tho effort of tho Committeo
to ®put somcthing over on the party" completely violates every con-
cept of lcyalty te principlc ard Bolshevik disciplinc. Had the Com-
mittec bron willirg to c¢nter into a wee bit of self-criticleom, the
outcome would have buen cntirely diffecrent and far morc beneficial,
The party would have cxperienced a real impetus In ite cdueation.

I must rcpent what Trotsky saide It cannot bo stated often
cnoughs W“In politics not cven the smallsst mistakes pnass unpunished,
much loss the wig onese. And tho groatest mistake of them all 1s whon
the mistake is veiled, when onc secks mochanically to suppress criti-
olsm and a corrcet Marxist cstimatc of tho mistake." You think to
correcct yoursclves without discussion. Enough of discussion; we aro
tTrod of 1t! You will accusc me of wenting interminable discussion,
and no action. All I can say to you 1s, action based on the wrong



"45w

1deas will harm the party sooner or later. The only way to assure
correctness is to listen carefully to all points of view in discus-
slon before arriving at decisions, not to precipitate ideas into the
open press as accomplished. facts, .

Let me return to the Martin letter, Ho repeats in it what has
appeared in the press again and agaln, as a formulg without analysis.
This time a little analysis 1s added. ®In reality the irreconcilable
conflict of economic systems completely excludes the possibility of
an Anglo~American toleration of the Soviet economic system over one-
sixth of the earth any longer than it is compulsory by reason of
necessity; 1.0+, the relation of forces and the disunity in the im-
perialist camp. If we leave aside the préspect of workers' revolu-
tiens in the capitalist states, or such a state of unrest and insur-
gence as that which followed the first world war =-- and it is just
these detalls that are omitted in all varileties of literary politics
~- then there is no room to doubt that an economic, and, if necessary,
a military offensive of the allies against the Soviet Union is pre-
determined as soon as accounts are finally settled with the Nazis and
the Japanese; perhaps sven before." Then Martin takes up the other
possibllity, of economic concessions opening Russia to imperialism.
In that case, military intervention would hardly be necessary.

The alternatives are net posed quite in accord with the

entire present situation., The Allies nced Stalin to help drown the
proletarian revolution in blood, or at the least to strangle 1t.
This problem is paramount, so long as Stalin remains in power. The
Allles, far from attacking the Soviet Union in that case, will do
everything they can to uphold Stalin's rule, leaving 1t to him to
bring sbout, under their economlic pressure, the slow restoration of
capltalism in Russia, It is true that tension will arise in the
ﬁg%epe of power politics (I wrote about this a long time ago in The

1tant) when the question of the gpoils in Asia arises. Martin
thinks that a workers' revolution in Europe, comlng to the defense
of the Soviet Union before restoration can occur, will prevent
another war of intervention. The "irreconcilable conflict™ will re- -
sult (it is "predetermined") in interveatien, if the Revolution dces
not come about, But this should be statcd the other way too. If
Revolutlon does not break out, then economlc pressure alone -will
probably suffice for the Allied imperialists, If the Revolutlon comes
in one of the advanced countries of Europe, and if it brings reper-
cusrions in the Soviet Unlon, repercussions bound to weaken the grip
of Yhe bureaurracy, then the question of military interventisn will
arnin rise In full force. Defense of the European Rcvolutlion and
Defsnse of the Soviet Union will then ¢eineide and the thesis of
irreconcilable conflict will becoms the predominant uro. If we say
at _present In our Resolution that the defense of the Soviet Union
retires to the background in view of the victories of tho Red Army
&nd the menace that Stalinism constitutes to the proletarian revolu-
tion in Europe, we are at the same tlme saying that so0 lonug as Stalin
remains in power and carrics through his policies, the {rreconcilable
¢onrilcs" 1s also softenod (1t 1s not a fixed thing, you see) and re-

tiros to the background with the question of defonsoc.
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The exact way in which these questions arise again will depend
on the ability of the “subjectivo factor", the revolutionary party,
to lead the working class into action, If we are to participate in
the class struggle in Europe, then we also must discuss their programs
end tactlcs and not offer them our "complete and unchanging program®,
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NOTEs Internal Bulletin, Vol, VI,, No. 8, "On the European Situation
and Our Tasks", page 6, 17th line from the bottom, The scn=

tence should read:

"essit doos not mean 'today' in a goneral way as
belng the period we entored in 1914,,,%

and not "1944"™ as typed.,




