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THE CHAMBERLAIN-HITLER PLAN

By George Marlen

T is the slementary duty of the

Marxists to point out to the
workers the road ahead. Although
Marxism is the only science which fur-
nishes the correct method of under-
standing past, present and future de-
velopments, those who apply this
gcience are limited by their immediate
surroundings and must constantly check
their analysis against unfolding
reality.

Since the October Revolution the
policy of the 1leading imperialist
nations, and therefore of capitalist
society as a whole, has taken on a new
aspect. Prior to the successful pro-
letarian revolution in Russia and the
series of attempts to overthrow the
bourgeois order in Germany, Hungary,
the Baltic States and Italy, the world
bourgeoisie in its external policy
pursued a line primarily of battling
out imperialist rivalries. No serious
thought of a possible danger of the
destruction of the entire capitalist
system was entertained by the leaders
of the imperialist nations before and
even during the war of 1914-1918. The
mighty October Revolution, the defeat
of the imperialist intervention and of
the vast White armies of Kolchak, Den-
ikin and other bourgeols generals
opened the eyes of the statesmen of
the bourgeoisie. From that period on,
the danger of proletarian revolution
has been hanging like a nightmare over
the frightened minds of the capitaliste.

*

Soberly viewing the class struggle in
its threatening final outcome, the
leaders of the imperialist countries
arrived at the inescapable realization
that unless the congquests of the Oct-
ober Revolutionware completely eradic-
ated,and the international proletarian
vanguard destroyed, the capitalist
system was doomed. The inter-imperial-
ist rivalries have been 0Of necessity
temporarily subordinated to the most
vital problem of self-preservation.
Henceforth the main 1line of inter-
national imperialism could Tecome
nothing else except the ever-growing
determination to preserve capitalisam.
from complete collapse and from pr o —
letarian revolution. The internation-
al imperialists, on peril of secial
and political extinction, have been
compelled to resort to extremely
strenuous efforts to avoid major en~
counters among themselves, and to tax
their wits against the danger of »
universal capltalist debacle. The
only form that this dimperiallst line
could take was an intensified concert-
ed drive against the proletariat in
general, and against the remmants of
the proletarian victory in Russia in
particular.

Through devioues channels the
French, British and German bourgeoi-
sie,with the approval of other partics
in the victory over Kaiser Germany,
liguidated the ¢trecaty of Versailles
which was the barrier which divided
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them into sharply antagonistie camps.
The German proletarian revolution, a
terrible threat to European ard world
capitalism, was betrayed by Stalinism
and other forms of opportunism, and
the German masses were crusaed under
the iron heel of Nazism,

But a death blow to the entire
present generation: of the Socialist-
minded proletariat, could e dealt
only by the complete eradica*tion of
the socialized property estall ‘shed by
the proletarian revolution in Ru:sia.
The reestablishment of the buurgeois
order in the land of the first suc-
cessful proletarian revolution would
crush the international proletariat
for a considerable mmber of ysars.
Relieved for the time being of the im-
mediate danger from ths proletariat,
the imperialists once again would take

up as their chief problem the re-
division of the spoils of war.
Guided by the supreme task of

saving the capitalist socliety as a
whole, and in full understanding with
the British, French, Italian and Amer-
ican imperialists, Hitler proceeded to
cut a patn towards tihe border of Rus—
sia. Checking our analysis we find
that up to this point our evaluation
of the present trend of Thistory is
correct.

But here came the gquestion of the
details of the imperialist strategy.
We calculatzd that the Nazi army would
strike directly into the Soviet Union.
Only now do we see that the imperial-
ists realized that such a step would
have been a crude and risky adventure
on their part. The Russian masses,
though directed by the Stalinist  op-
portunists, in the eyes of the inter-
rational proletariat would be defend-
ing a Cormunist country from the as—
sault of the Nazi monster.

Under such conditions, Russia
would clearly be a "defender nation"
innocently sufrering the depredations
of "the mad Nazi agzressor." Suchan
attack on the OSoviet Union could not
be justified even in the syes of hun-
dreds of thousands of the more back-
ward workers who are not clags-
conscious, to say nothing of the

¢ommrist-minded vanguard proletarians
throughomt the world. Not even tha
pacifist, '"anti-zggressor," Yant-
Nezi' petty-bourgeoisie would be
favorable to such an attack. The
direct assault of Hitler on a "non-
aggressor" Soviet Union could never be
uged to whoop wup a crusade spirit
against Stalin's Soviet Union. Plainly
when we concelved of Hitler plunging

irectly from Poland into Russia we
underrated the caution and shrewdness
the imperialists exercise in their
plots against the masses. This was
not precisely the path chosen by the
imperialigts.

Nevertheless the imperialist plan
to wipe out the remnants of October
and partition the Soviet Union exists.
And it ig up to the Marxists, despite
stupendous difficulty in sifting the
maager information, to unravel its de-
tails, and present the picture as they
sec it to the workers. Applying logic
to facts, we shall proceed to examine
the specific features visible in the
recorded events to outline what is
jealously concealed by the shrewd
political guides of the imperialist
world.

From the day capitalism was over-
throm in Rusda, the world imporial-
ists havo been planning restoration of
bourgeois order in that vast lande
The first plan, actually put ir oper-
ation, aimed at occupying the immense
torritory at a few powerful military

strokes. The Russian masses, guided
by Lenin, frustrated the direct -armed
efforts of the imperialists. Since

then the imperialists have not limited
their activity to mere rhetoric fired
against the idea of revolution. On
the contrary, they have been decvoting
not a small part of their enorgiss to
the hatching of plots to overthrow the
State which emerged out of the groat-
est revolution of all ages. Alikhough
matilated by the ©Stalinist reaction,
socialized economy still stands as the
living proof tihat the overthrow of the
capitalist ordor in Kussia and a pos-
sibility of its overtiarow olsevhere
are a tangible reality.

One plot after another was taking
shape in the councilg of the imperial-
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ists, and one after another was dis-
carded as t00 crude,unsuitable, risky.
All the plans projected we r e
along the line of direct military in-
tervention. Marshal Foch and other im-
petuous French generals urged the re~
newal of the combined imperialist cru~
sade "Against Bolshevik Russia." ‘A
Little Entente was engineered with the
express aim of being used as points of
departure for an assault wupon the
Stalin-saddled proletarian State. A
more recent plan was the Anti-Comintern
Pact launched by Hitler and Mussolini.
Obviously it encountered serious oppo-
sition from +the British, French and
American imperialists who most
thoroughly exercise the wisdom born of
vast experience in imperialist
maneuverss

Each plan was cast aside by its
sponsors. Out of wider and decper ex-
perience, a different plan, f ar
superior %0 all the previous ones,
evolved in the fertile minds of the
practiced imperialist schemers.

The key to the understanding of
the present plan was furnished by the
Finnish~Stalin war, or rather, by the
Finnish-Stalin peace. The cardinal
fact, which has Dbeen well obscured
with a heavy smoke-screen of plausible-
looking explanations, is that first,
Findand had been tricked by the im~
porialists into rejecting Stalin's de-
mands, was given considerable material
ald to resist Stalin's invasion, and
then suddenly was  abandoned, was
actually handed over by the imperiale
ists to Staline. For only a political
child will imagine that one of the
tiniest capitalist countries in the
world blindly and defimntly elected to
fight a mighty power singlehanded.
Bourgeois Finland received assurance
from the imperialists that they would
save it from Stalin.

Armed by 4ts powserful backers,
the Finnish army scored sensational
successes. At the hoight of these
successes, had the imperialists been
in carnest, they could have easily
shipped huge stocks of arms and mani-
tions, and sent tens and hundreds of
thousands of "volunteers" as Mussolini
had done in Spain. Abruptly, the

phenomenal fight of the Finnish army
was transformed into a startling de-
feat. Drawing back in dismay, the
Finnish bourgeoisie bowed before Stal-
in. The reasons offered by Chamber-
lain, Daladier and other imperialists
for failing Fanland were varied, and
one was "fishier" than the other. The
most absurd Arabian Nights tale was
that they had a hundred thousand
troops detailed to assist Finland dut
that the Finnish government had failal
to maks a public request for aid.

Acconpanying this yarn was the
story that for military reasons Fin-
land could not be defended. Actually,
Finland offered an excellont place for
a dofensive stand against Stalin's
Aruy as was proved by the initial vie-
tories of the Fimnish troops. If
really aided by decisive forces from
the impeorialists, Finland could have
stood as a bulwark which Stalin could
defeat only after a prolonged and im-
mensely costly war. Furthermore, if
the military and political loaders of
the bourgeoisic really thought that
Finland could not be defended, they
would never have pledged assistance —
which they bhad profuscly furnished
prior to,and in the early days of, the
Finnish war — and certainly would not
have contemplated dispatching an army
of a hundred thousand to perish in
Finland. Another leading ‘“reas on"
given for failing to come decisively
to Finland's rescue was that the Nor-
weglan and Swedish governments report-
edly refused to permit <the transport
of Franco-British troops on the pre-
text that Hitler would attack the
Scandinavian States. Apart from the
fact that & sea route was open to the
Finnish port of Petsamo during ¢the
high tide of Finnish successes, the
fact remains that the imperialists,
when their interests demand, disregard
and violate the '"neutrality" of small
powers. It 4is worth noting that in
tho 1914-1918 situation the British
and French actually compolled the
"neutral"® Norwegian government to lay
minefields to prevent the passage of
German submarines, (see Winston
Churchill's statement in the New York
Times, April 12, 1940.) And in the
prosont situation, tho lie is givon to
the Franco-British pretonses of res-
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pecting the "neutrality" of the Scan-
dinavian countries by the following
two facts: 1) the notorious Altmark
incident in which the British clearly
violated Norwegian territory; 2) the
British assertion that they mined
Norwegian waters and thus put them-
selves on record as violators of
"neutrality." The French and British
imperialists did not avail themselves
0f the Pedsamo route, and did not re-
gsort to violation of Scandinavian
neutrality because such violation did
not enter their plans i{n connection
with Finland. Plainly, the imperial-
ists, for a hidden reason, gacrificed
Finlands Some "strange" plan was be-
ing executed by the lmperialists.

Tho Chamberlain-Hitler plan, &
clue to which has been supplied by the
Finnish affair, and which has been
made possibde because the first Work-
ers! State is in the grip of opportun-
ists, can be briefly outlined as fol-
lows.

Under the cover of a mock war in
the West, Hitler would proceed towards
establishing a common frontier with
Stalin. The German imperialists, who
had cold-shoulidered Stalin when they
launched their Anti-Comintern Pact
whicn contemplated a direct assault
upon "Communist Russia," according to
the old plan, now discarded, were to
reverse their policy. The Chamberlain-
Hitler plan demanded that German imperi-
alism was to offer Stalin a pact of
non-aggression. Within  this Nazi
baugquet was placed a powerful piece of
temptation which c¢ould never have been
made to a revolutionist but which was
irresistible to an opportunist. The
temptation was,the partition of Poland!
Hitler was offering Stalin a gift, al-
most half of Poland. There wasn't even
a stipulation that Stalin's army must
Join in the attack on Poland. Hitler
would do the job of smashing Poland
himself and the only trouble that Stal-
in had to take was to walk in and
pocket his share, Were Stalin to re-
fusc such a rien gift, Hitler would
march into Poland anyway, and would oc-
cupy the entire country. Thon Stalin
would have been sitting bVehind his old
border, his opportunist mind tormented
wits regrot. lorcover, since Stalin's

policy of defending himself against im-
perialism is not and cannot be based
upon rousing the world proletariat for
a revolutionary struggle against the
bourgeoisie but rather on military
schemes, he would have been at a nsei-
less disadvantage in refusing an enor-
mous section of territory which would
lengthen the distance between Moscow
and the imperialist forces at the
frontier. Stalin was compelled to and
did accept the gift. In this, his
action bore out the fact, froquently
pointed out by Lenin, that opportunists,
willy-nilly, historically carry out the
policy laid down by imperialism.

The next point in the Chamberlain-
Hitler plan was the Baltic States.
Whether Stalin has grasped that the war
in the West is a mock war or not,really
does not matter. The fact clearly
stands out that since Britain is
officially at ‘"war" with Cermany the
Baltic 1s closed to the Britishk navy.
Consequently, the Baltic could now
become oither a Nazi or a Stalinist

lake. Without question Hitler held
out to Stalin the alternative: either
you occupy the Baltic States, or I

will. Again, Stalin would have baen
yielding to Hitler a valuable military
advantage had he refused.

It must be recalled that in the
military treaty between the British
and Polispkp governments it was ex-
pressly stated that Britain would
guarantee the integrity of Poland 's
territory and Poland's indepondence.
This Treaty did not specify any partic-
ular potential aggressor. The Britdish
governmont obligated itself to go to war
with any powor that would violatoc  the
borders of Poland. OCuriously enough,
Stalin's invasion of Poland evoked n o
doclaration of war from Chamberlain and
his ally. Quitoc the contrary, t here
werce heard imperialist voices find ing
somo justification in  Stalin's move
(Lloyd George).

No less I'"strange" was thc attit-
ude of wutter 1lack of perturbance a
indignation exhibited by tho groat
"democracies" when Stalin's military
forces occupied the tarec littlec "democ-
ratic" Baltic States.

The Chamberlain-Hitler Plan has
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pveen urnfolding in stages before the
wondering eyes of the confused and
politically disoriented prolatariat.
The "war" of [England and France
against Germany has been in progress
for seven months, yet there was some-
thing astoundingly “phoney”about this
No 3British, French, or German

ware
cities have been bdombed. In the
first weeks commniques from the

"Western Front" reported that the
French were secking “contact with the
enaay." Then therc developed a
tdeadlock" explained in a thousand
different false keys by the capitalist
press, radio commentators, and oppor-
tunists within the ranks of the
workingclass. Meanwhile the two out-
standing rapacious beasts, Hitler and
Stalin, have tecn wolfing little
peaceful, unoffensive, "democrati c"
nations one by one.

Needless to say, had we cloarly
grasped the hasic formula of the Cham-
berlain-Hitler plan we could have
predicted wunhesitatingly that Finland
would be thrown to Stalin as a neces-
sary sacrifice on the part of the im-
perialists.

What, then is the central feature
of the present imperialist plan to
wipe out fh¢ State which rests upon
socialized  property established
throvgh tae overthrow of Russian cap-
italism? And wherein does tae Cham-
berlain-Hitler plan differ from all
the previous, direct "anti-Commmnist"
schemes abandoned by the bourgeoisie?

Under the cover of a mock war
against Hitler, with pitched battles
fought mainly in the newspaper head-
lines, the democratic imperialists are
entrusting the small bourgeois States
into tlhe temporary custody of the Ger-
man ¢apitalists. Hitler in turn, of-
fers his "friendship" to Stalin and as
4 toxen — we work together - hands
over a considerable part of the secm-
ing loot to tae power-greedy Stalin.
In the case of Finland the democratic
imperialists directly sacrificed this
little puppet State, making sure that
Stalin covers himself with infamy typ-
ical of the Japunese imperiulists, the
dazis and Italian Fascists 4in Caina,

Poland and Spain, respectively.

Whan Dboth bloodthirsty robbers
have gorged themselves full, then the
next phase of the Chamberlain-Hitler
Plan is to be introducede Naturally
we do not pretend to figure out the
exact form the next phase will take,
but most probably it will run along
the following pattern: Hitler, him-
solf an agent of the Germah industrial
and financial magnates, placed in pow-
er to save Gorman capitalism from
revolution,retires into the background.
A gang of '"moderate"™ Nazis comes to
the fore. The "new" German government
agroes to make peace on British temms.
The capitalist world, particularly in
democratic imperialist countries 1is
ablaze with jubilation reminiscent of
November 11, 1918, the day German im-
perialism actually surrendered in the
real imperialist struggle of 1914-1918.
Chamberlain, Churchill, Reynaud, Dal-
adier and other directors of the war
"against Hitler and his friend Stalin"
are the keroes of the grecat occasion.
The deceived masses with exulting
hearts 1learn of the terms of peace.
The "defeated" Germany disgorges its
teuporarily-held bloody: booty. The
small countries — that is, those thet
were gohbied up by Germany - having
gone through a fiery ordeal, are re-
established in their "independence."
The German-occupied Poland is recn-
structed as & nation under the joint
supervision of the "dcmocratic" powers
and Germany, possibly with the puppet
Polislh government, now kept in cold
storage in Paris, as its nominal head.

Czochoslovakia, 1likewise, is set
"free." German Jews roecoive some
"rights," and Catholigs get full

"equality" and "protection."

But the great "war of liberatim"
1s not yot over. Triumphant "democ-
racy," while joyfully trumpeting that
"justice" and "liberty" have been
largely recstablished, poinis out to
tho thoroughly confused masses that
one more, the final, effort must bo
made to end enslavement by aggression
and to maka "“freedom" and '"peacas "
durable. The "glorious" work is culy
half-dono. Stretthing from the Baliic
to the Pacific and from the Arctic
Ocean ¢to0 the reaches of Asia Minor
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there 1lies a huge region comprising
over a sixth of the surface of tie

globe. This vast territory is under
the blood-stained boots of Hitler's
"partner," Stalin. In that dimmense

region there are enthnalled many mted,
small nations, some of which Stalin
jointly with Hitler grabbed in the
bloody geme of aggression. Is it per-
migsible, the imperialists will argue,

to leave them to their tragic fate and
confine the law of retribution to Ger-
many alone? Stalin, too, must be
forced to give up the plunder. There
are Finland, Latvia, Lithuania, Es-
thonia, wnder the heel of Xalin.
Thers is & huge portion of Poland,
There is the Ukraine with forty

million people, There is Georgia,
Armenia. And last but not least,there
are the Russian people themselves who
have to be rescued from the "tyranny
of Stalin's dictatorship." The great
war of "liberation," the bourgeoisie
will shout, can be terminated only
when the Russian bear gives up his
share of the spoils of wanton aggres-
sion. Then the real war of the pres-
ent historical epoch, that of world
imperialism against the Staliniz ed
proletarian State begins in full fury.

The most tragic part of this in-
fernal scheme of the bourgeoisie is
that unless the vanguard of the work-
ers becomes conscious of the situation,
the entire world proletariat in
relation to the question of saving the
socialized property will be completely
disoriented. The Chamberlain-Hitler
plan differs from all the previous
plans in that the Russiun masses are
placed in the position, as long as
they suffer Stalinist leadership, of
defending Stalin's loot. And the Ger-
man, British, French and other worksrs,
instead of being led in a risky cru-
sade "against Communism," as was called
for by all previous kmperialist plans,
are to be aroused to march to "liber-
ate" the small nations from the bloody
clutches of Stalin,

This 4is the central and uniquse
feature of the present Iimperialist
scheme. All the old plans to organize
an attack on the Soviet Union had as
their leading theme a crusade "against
Commanisms" These plans 4n every

dnstance faced a stumbling block in
the shape of the danger of proletarian
resistance. especially amongst the
most advarnced sections of the workers.
4 crusade ‘'against Commnism" placed
the clags features of the imperialists'
plans in the forefront, a factor which
made these pians I1mpracticable and
risky. The new scheme of the imperial-

ists complietely cbscures any class
features The leading theme is no

longer a crusade "against Communism."
It is, under the new imperialist plan
a crusade to %liberate small nations®
from "Stalin the partner of Hitler."
The crux of this scheme is the demag-
ogic appeal to "national liberation ,"
to a fight "against aggression" and to
smashing the "Hitler-Stalin axis."
Thus the real purpose of this plan,
the destruction of the basic fruits of
the October Revolution, the socialized
form of property, will be buried Dbe-
neath & whirlwind of demagogy about
"liberation," "anti-aggression," "anti-
Hitler-Stalin dictatorship." The con-
fusion of the masses, if this pla
succeeds, will be complete.

One might ask, But what if Hitler
double-crosses Chamberlain and at-
tempts to fasten securely his grip

upon the small countries he has been
allowed to grab? Our answer is: no
doubt some of the imperialists have

been fidgoty about such an eventuality.
Hore-Boligsha, for example, manifestly
insisted that an attack wupon the
Soviet Unjon be started at once. But
Chamberlain, indeed a wizard among the
bourgeolis statesmen, understands the
situation, With him it is not a
guestion of ¢rusting Hitler, bht of
roalizing, as does Hitler, that if the
plan is disrupted by either of the
contracting parties, ¢the only alter-
native is a real inter-imperialist war.
Then the monstrous weight of the
mighty war-engines, now standing idle
on the "Western Front" will be thrown
by the imperial}sts against onec enoth-
or. And as a yesult, the capitalist
system in ZFurope will facc the pros-
pect of being %buried under smoking
ruins, wjth Stalin calmly contemplat-
ing the epectacle, keeping an eye
pecled +to behead a possible prolet-
arian rovolution by marching his army
into the heart of Europe. No, the



present policy of international im-
perialism is Save Capitalism First.

Consequently, for Hitler to double-
¢rogs Chamberlain is to commit a
suicidal act for capitalism. And if
Hitler was not a hundred per cent

clear as t0 what Germany might face if
it tried to play unfair, Sumner Welles
mast have frankly indicated the action
the American bourgeoisie would take in
the eventuality of a double-cross. No
doubt, also, in his talk with the Nazi
leaders, a talk which is shrouded in
strict secrecy, Welles gave them a
vivid picture of the colossal strength
of the American war machine. The Ger-
man bourgeoisie has no other choice
except to play fair with Chamberlain,
Roosevelt and other far-sighted leaders
of the "democracies." In return Ger-
man lmperialism gets the enormous con-
cessions and advantages, no doubt
stipulated in the secret agrecment
concluded at Munich. After the joint
imperialist army occupies Moscow, the

Ukraine, the Baku oil fields, among
the richest on earth, Donetz coal
fields, Ural and Siberian gnld and

platinum regions, then the real
division of the greatest imperialist
booty on record comnences,with Germany
gettgng her sghare. Thus Hitler's
program in Mein Kampf 1s carried out,
but in a somewhat roundabout way — if
the stranglehold of opportunism on the
throat of the proletariat remains un-
broken.

Another, quite logical guestion
might be asked: OSuppose Stalin seeing
through tho entire scheme, refuses to

do any more grabbing? Our answer 1is
the same as we have given above: the
iron law of history conclusively

establishes that an opportunist in the
final analysis inevitably carries out
the policy of imperialism. Lenin men-
tioned this very freyuently. Only a
Bolshsvik can oppose the policy of the
imperialistse Stalin since 1921 has
been a renegude from Bolshevism. In
hisMnti-imperialist" outlook he con-
sciously sabotuges the  proletarian
strugzle against the bourgeoisie and
deponds wupon his huge army and the
military outposts at the frontier. In
his acceptance of & large portion of
Polund, in his occupation of Esthonia,
Latvia, Lithuania, his establisiment

of virtual command over Findand,Stalin
was guided primarily by military con
siderations. Even if Stalin realizeu
that the imperialists do not turn over
their property to him without some
ulterior motive in their minds, he is
compelled,as an oOpportunist, to accept

it. Elge the military and material
advantages, the only things which

count heavily with Stalln, go not to
him but to his extremely unreliable
“friend" Hitler.

Stalin, a great schemer himself,
might attempt devious mancuvers in
order to extricate himself from the
perilous situation. His old policy of
dividing the impeorialists, of orient-
ing upon the British and the Gorman
bourgeois "friendship" 1is no longer
applicable. He might take the road of
lesser eovil and engineer a war with

one or another imperialist power to
raks the war revolve around the
"Capitalism ve. Comrmunism" pivot. He

might sestrike at India in his war of
"liveration." There are many ard
devicus ways that Stalin may hit upon
0 attompt to disrupt the Chamberlain-
Hitler plot. But not one of them will
avail him. At any point the imperial-
ists will be able to terminato their
"war," have the Nazis disgorge the
little countries, and immediately turn
upon Stalin.

Can the Chamberlain-Hitler enter-
prise succeed? Absolutely and bril-
liantly - unless the proletariat acts.
The only force capable of gtopping the
imporialists is the proletariat led by
a Leninist leadorshipe Revolutionary
upheavals might occur, such as in
Spain, and might threaten the bourg -
goisic. But with the decisive section
of the workers under fairly solid con-
trol of the Stalinist political system
which includes various branches and
off-shoots, primarily Trotskyism ard
Left Trotskyism, every revolutionary
rising is doomed to fallure. Withcut
a Bolshevik leadership, the fatc of
every revolutionary situation since
the rise of Stalinism will be inevit-
ably repoated. Gormany (1923), Chima
(1925-1927), Ingland (1926) Austria
(1934), again Germany (1930—1933),
Spain €1931-1939) are only the most
outstanding, most tragic reminders. In
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oevery one of the revolutionary situ-
ations Stalinism was the decisive
counter-revolutionary force within the
workerg! ranks, and Trotsky the chief
saviour, s h i el d and target of
Stalinism.

The greatest fraud of the imperi-
alists today 1is ¢the mock war in the
West. In 1914 the pseudo-Marxists of
all stripes glorified the imperialist
war as a war for "democracy and free-
dome" Today the pseudo-Bolsheviks ,
concealing the true nature of the im-
perialist policy, label +this mock war

a "Sgcond imperialist war." Such 1is
the "evaluation" offered to the work-
ers by the Dgily Worker, Socialist
Appeal, Workers Age, The Fighting
Worker, Revolt, Workers Anti~W a T
Bulietin, Truth, Marxist Raview,

The New International and all other
"Leninist" publications.

The opportunists carefully avoid
even posing such a thing as a conscious
plan of the world imperialista against
the international proletariat. Oppor-
tunism allows the workers to live in
the illusion that the bourgeois world
somehow Jjust muddles along and finally
arrives at various goals. Marxist s
must impress upon the workers the fact
that in the clags struggle the factor
of coanscious designs plays an enormous
parte. The most advanced sections of
each class must have a clear-cut con-
scious plan against the enemy class.
The imperialists must operate on a
well-designed scheme against the
masses; the Marxiwts in turn must pro-
vide the workers with a conscious,
revolutionary policy. It is the duty
of Marxists to discover and make known

the plan of the imperialists for the
destruction of the Soviet Upion, for
the entrenchment of world capitalism
on the basis of this destruction aand
for crushing the workers decisively
for the present periods Genu i ne
Marxists will not be hesitant for fear
of making errors in their deductions,
Errors can be corrected and truth
finelly arrived at, but avoidance of
the duty of discerning reality can
never lead to a Marxist understandinge.

Aided by opportunism the imperial-
ists are putting the Chamberlain-—Hit-
ler plan into operation. Npt at odds,
as the opportunists paint the imperi-
alists to be, but working in harmony,
the International finance magnates are
preparing to transform with the hands
of the misled workers the hope for
Socialism into a nightmare of intense
oppression and exploitation. For t he
toiling masses there is only one pro-
mising avenue of escape from such hor-
rible fates That avenue is the re-
establishment of Marxism within the
proletariate It can be achieved only
through the exposure of the counter-
revolutionary forces within the pro-
letariat, the winning of the politic-
ally advanced section of the workers
from the clutches of the "Cominte rn"
and its "conditional" and uncondition-
al”supporters, Trotsky, Shachtman, Ochler,
Stamm and the rest to a genuinely
Marxist understanding of the situation.
Only mareching along this avenue can
the revolutionists gather the elemonts
for the now Bolshevik Party to lead
the masses in a struggle against
imperialism,

April 13, 1940

ON HITLER'S "SEIZURE" OF NORWAY

THE work on the article "The
Chamberlain-Hitler Plan" was begun
sometime prior to Hjtler'!s invasion of
Norway and was concluded on April 13,
a few days after the Nazis had begun
occupying the Norwegian territory.
When the

Nazis opened the new

chapter of aggression, the bourgeois
press and the imperialist statesmen to
further confuse and blind the masses
gave the impression that Hitler had
committed a fatal blunder, and hinted
at a catastrophe in store for the Ger-
man forces in Scandinaviae.

"It was a widely held view that
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the Allies at last had forced Herr
Hitler into a desperate gamble and
that the time had come for them to
strike the ¢telling blow they had
been waiting to deliver." (New York
Times, April 10, 1940, pe 1l.)

"I consider that Hiytler'!s action
in invading Norway and Scandinavia
is as great a strategic and polit.
ical error as that committed by
Napoleon when he invaddd Spain.®
(Winston Churchill, New Y rk Times,
April 12, 1940.)

On the very day that Churchill
spoke, when we were still shaping our
article on the Chamberlain-Hjtler plan,
there came down a deluge of dispatches
apparently disproving our theorye. Ine
stead of Chamberlain handing Nbrway
over to Hitler, as would be the logic~
al conclusion from our thesis, what we
had been calling the mock war in the
West seemed of a sudden to have become
galvanized into an actual war, for the
Byitish apparently were rapidly driv-
ing the Nazis out of Norway. The head~
lines shrieked: "Nazis Driven From
Bergen, Trondheim; Allies Battle Enemy
Ships in Skagerrak, Force Way to Oslo,
Order Germans Oyte" (New York Times,
April 11,1940.) Churchill's further
remarks were boldly reassuring. Hit-
lert's invasion of Norway, asserted the
shrewd and able spokesman of the
British bourgeoisie, was rather of ad-
vantage to the "Allies.Y Churchill
boasteds

"I must now declare to the Hpyuse
that we are grcatly advantaged dy
what occurred providing we act with
inceaatdg and increasing vigor to
turn to the utmost profit the
strategic blunder into which our
mortal enemy has been provoked."
(Ibid.)

Heading the most powerful navy in
the world, Churchill flung out the ter-
rible-sounding threat:- "All. German
ships 4n the B8kagerrak and Kattegat
will be sunkees. M

No sooner said than done -~ in th¢
newspaper headlinesd Fiashing acwos{
the front pages of the capitalist news
papers were stirring words "informing!
the readers of 1life-~and-death naval

&and air battles raging in the Skager—

rak, Kattegat, in the Oslo fjord, and
along Norway's Atlantic coast. On the
15th of April the New York Times cor-
respondent, Harold Callendar,announced
the occupation of Narvik by the Bitt-
ish — a story which turned out to be
a pure mythe. German communicationswith

I AT S e

ever laid designed to bar supplies to
Norway" (New York Times, April 12,1840).

To those who were not fully con~
vinced of our position on the mock war
in the West, it must have seemdéd that
this position was blown to atoms once
and for all by the reports on Norway.

The stark reality was different,
however. The smoke of the "raging in-
ferno" in the waters around Norvway was
lifted somewhat after a few days by
the bourgeois press to prepare the
minds of the masses for the final acte.
It turned out that despite Churchill's
glid assurance that all German ships
in the Skagerrak would be sunk,despite
the colorful tales about the "largest
mine field ever 1laild," German ships
carrying troops were regularly arriv-
ing in Nyrway:

"A steady strdam of German
troope is arriving in Osdo by airgp
plane and ship, Captain James
Murray, British vice consul at
Drammen, southwest of the Norwegian
tapltal, sald today." (New York
Times, April 27, 1940.)

Reports began forthcoming to the
effect that the Nazis were landi ng
heavy artillery, armored cars, and
tanks, obviously Dbrought over not by
ailr but by the very sea controlled by
the British and French navies and pat-
rolled by the Royal Air Force.

Concerning the alleged titanic
naval battle in the Skagerrak and the
Kattegat, the bourgeois correspondents
from nearby wirelessed "strange" and
extremely significant remarks, such as,
"If indeed Yhere was one here,"

"When the facts are known, it is
safe to guess that they will show
that this battle, if indeed there
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was one here, was of far less mag-
nitude than has been believed in
the days since the German assault
on Scandinaviaes

"Mat is the opinion formed by
neutral correspondents, among them
five Americans, who today question-
ed Danish fishermen gt Gilleleje at
the southernmost point of the Kat-
tegat, within earshot of the firing
of the heavy naval guns." ("DANISH
FISHERMEN DENY HEARING GUNS," New
York Times, April 13, 1940.)

Pretty soon it began to leak out
that the alleged "smashing victories"
of the "Alliex! in Norway were what
was euphemistically termed exagger-
ations,

"Even though earlier reports
from Scandinavian sources of
smashing Allied victories on land
now are seen to have been exagger-
ations, there appears to be no lack
of confidence in high quarters of
an eventual victory that will crip-
ple Germany - but responsible mil-
itary officers know, as they have
from the first, that it will be a
long, hard and dangerous campaign,
in which they must expect to suf-
for defeats and disappointments. "
(New York Times, April 27, 1940.)

Furthermore, additional leakage of

facts showmd that the stories abbout

"Allied victories" which were galled

"exaggerations® were actually out-and-

out fabrications. Not only were there

no victories, but there was noy even o

serious attempt by the FrancoyBritish

imperialists to achieve suth victories.
On April 25, 1940 Ieland .Stawe radioed

his eyewitness report ¢a the "queer"

manner in which the British were
Ydriving" the Nazis "oug® of Norway.

"Herc is the first and only oye-
witness report and the opening
chapter of the British expedition-
ary troops! advance in Norway norta
of Trondheim. It is a bitterly dis-
illusioning and almost unbelievable
story. The British force which was
supposed to sweep down from Namsos
consisted of one battalion of Ter-
ritorials and one battzlion of the
King's Owm Royal Light Infantry.
These totaled fewer than 1,500 men.

They were dumped into Norway's deep
snows and quagmires of April slush
without a singta adbd«airerpfit. ging
without one squadron of supporting
airplanes, without a single piece
of field artillery. 1Ill- equipp ed,
they were thrown into the snows anag
mud of 63 degrees north latitude to
fight crack German regularsw—— most
of them veterans of the Polish in-
vasion — and to face the most de-
structive of modern weapons. The
great majority of these young Brit-
ishers averaged only one year of
military service." (New York Pyst,
April 25, 1940.)

The "bitterly disillusioning and
almost unbelievable story" w a s a
shocking surprise only to those work-
ers who were duped by the bourgeoisie
and by the opportunists within the
proletariat.

Stowe!s reports created a great
sensation. The British statesmen did
not deny the veracity of Stowels re-~
ports, but proceeded to cover them up
as best they could. The fake "Opposi-
tion" in Parliament, Jjumping into the
breach, put on its usual airs of tak-
ing Chamberlain to taske 1In the midst
of this "Oppositional" noise, however,
Sgowe!s reports were verified. The sly
old fox, Lloyd George, stated concern-
ing the British troops in Norway that
"They were rushed headlong to the bat-
tla front without artillery, armored
cx*g or tanks, and with practically no
offoctive protection from aerial at-
tacks." (New York Times, April 29,
1940.)

It must be borne in mind that the
British ©bourgeoisie has two million
men under arms, the French nearly
double that number. Of these, virtual-
ly a handful was sent to Norway, ap-
parently "without sufficient artillery
and without adequate fighter planes,
antigaircraft guns or reinforcements."

The grim fraud was being adroitly
put over, screened by a cloud of hair-
raising show "battles," a Ddurst of
"explanations," consolations, bland
promises, and severest "criticism."

Amidst the immense dislocation in
the state stfucture of Eyrope, the

(Continued on Page 23)




THE L.R.W.P. ENLIGHTENS
THE TROTSKYITES

By J. C. Hunter

THE DILEM:A Of THE "MASS LINERS

N its "Special Bulletin on the
S.W.P, Convention" (April 1940),
the Leagme for a Revolutionary Workers

Party holds its "mass line" in leash
for a moment and addresses some
remarks to what it terms the “sect-

arian Trotskyites" who gathered
cently in Now York.

I

The Le.R.WeP. in this document
chides the Trotskyites in theso terms:

"A discussion of the character
of the Russian state should have
besn tha main point on tho agenda
of the convention o primarily
around this point should ths minor-

ity nave organized itself! This is
3ho guostion which divides the

ole working glage movement today."
Special Bulletin on the S.W.P.

Convontion, pe. 3. Our omphasis.)

In tho view of the L.R.W.P. we observe,
the uuestion of the charactor of the
Russian State is "the yuestion which

dividos tns wholc working class move-
ment todsy." It would soom,therefars,

that the L.K.W.Pe holds this to be the

gentral question before the whole
working class movomente.

Let tiie LeReWePe oOr any other
orgunization, howevor, #ry te approach
the whole working class movement with
the westion of the character of the
Russian State as ite spsawpoint. It
will soon find out that the working
class movement g8 g whole will prompt-

*

ly turn its back on it with the remark:
We don't care a hoot about the char-
acter of the Russian Statel Thoe
L.R.W.P. will discover to its astonish-
ment that only a very tiny section of
the whole working class movement 1is
concerned with this question. That
goction is the vanguard of the workers,
the revolutionary-minded workers. And
even amongst the vanguard workers, the
proletarian class character of the
Russiun Stato ie in question only with
a small minority, chiefly the subject-
ively DBolshevik, anti-Stalinist work-
ers who aro moving, likc the L.R.W.P.,
in an ultra-Left diroction.

Tho oriontation of the LeK.WeP,
however, 1is not at all toward tnese
vanguard, subjectively Bolshovik work-
ers who concern themselves with the
Russian question. Recentlytle
L.R.W.P. formulated its oriontation in
very blunt terms. It conceives the
problem of dbuilding o rovolutionary
party to be along those lincs?

"The main task of the workcrs 1s
to organize their own political
partye Once and for all we must
brocak completely from tho racket-
eoring Democratic and Ropublicen

os." (Workers Anti-War Bul-
letin, A§r11 1940, p. 17, Our

emphasis.

The L.R.W.P. in approaching the task
of building a revolutionary party is
oriented toward tae workers who have
not yot broksn from the Dhourgeois

11 parties, i,e,, tho tens of millions of



12

raw, Dackward workere. Otherwise, it
would have said:- The workers must
organize their own political party;
they must break with the opportunigt
parties, the Stalinist, Trotskyist,
Social-democratic outfits. Tais would
have shown an orientation to the van-
guard workers. The Dbackward workers
toward vwhor the L.R.W.P. is directly
oriented are not even class-congcioug,
and for the most part not even trade
union conscious. Any group that vro-
poses to approach the protlem of
building a revolutionary party on such
a "mass 1line" basis must orient toward
elementary economic struggles of all
sorts, the day-to-day concerns of the
vast majority of the toilers. Such an
organization cannot possibly have the
Russian question as its central prob-
lom. In fact, this problem must fall
entirely out of the view of sucha
"mags line" group.

The L.R.W.P. 4is plainly in a
serious contradiction when on its
"mass line" it superimposes the Rus-
sian question as a central point. The
two approaches are utterly incompat-
ible and, when jumbled together in the
manner of the L.R.W.P.,reveal a fail-
ure {0 digest thoe implications of both
the "mass line" and the Russian
question.

The contradiction 4in whicu the
L.R.W.Ps finds itself is characterist-
ic of all the "mass liners." No mat-
ter how dooply they may bury taeir
head in their "mass line," they must
butt up against the Russiun guestion.
In tnis respect, the L.R.W.P. only ro-
flects the experienco 0f the working
class in general ever since the Octob-
er Revolution. The first successful
proletarian revolution posed before
the workers the inescupadble task of
concerning themsolves with its fate.
This historical task has been mirrored
in the coursc of the development of
the proletariat since October 1917,
That course, gonerwlly,has becn this:-
Upon acquiring a revolutionary outlook,
the workers have inevitably taken one
or another definite attitude toward
the Soviet Republic. The overwhelming
najority of the most advanced revolu~
tionary workers since 1917 have taken
& defansist position with respect

Yo the first Workers! State.

The developments of capitalism
itself drives millions of workars into
a more or less anti-capitalist posi-
tion subjectively, But no sooner do
the workers break subjectively w i t h
capitalism thun they are confronted
with the Rassian question. The "mass

liners" ostensibly want the workers
to seve® their allegiance to capital-
ism. DIue to the fact that history,

playing a nasty trick on the "mass
liners," forces the Russian question
into first place in the mind of pre-
cisely the anti-capitalist workers,the
"mage lincrs," despite their big noise
about partticipation in "mass struggle"
collide first and foremost with  the
Russian questiom. Try as they may,
the "mase liners"™ cannot oscape this
dilemma.

If seuck organizations as the
L.R.W.Ps, ¢ho Workers Party of Micnov-
Joerger and the Revolutionary Labor
Group, who have adopted the position
that Russia is no longer any form of a
Workers State, will candidly take ac-
count of themselves, thoy will havo to
come t0 this conclusioni- In spite of
all thelr talk about "mass work,"
thoir chiof steck-inmtrade, indecd,the
very roason for their oxistence 1is
nothing else than their position on
the Russian quostion. Obviously, with
tacir specific positions on the Hus-
sian question as their trump card they
cannot pursue & "mass linc"} Two
patas are opsn to sucn organizations:-
elther to dabble with the Russian
question in ons way or another and
thus to fly in the face of their “mass
lino"; or to0 carry tacir '"mass line"
to its Dbitter end and, eovading the
situation created by the October Revo-
lution in the proletarian vanguard, to
address thomsclvos to tho  backward
soctions of the working class on a
puroly "economist" program.

Prior to tho rise of Stalinier,
tho problem which the warkers facod in
adopting a position toward tho Soviet
Republic wae a relatively simple one.
The rise of Stalinism on the political
scenc is what threw this entire prob-
lem into monstrous confusion and in
the eoyes of some advanced worksrs oven
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cast doubt on the proletarian charact-
er of the Fussian economy and State.
Since the rise of Stalinism, the most
revolutionary workers, becaning de-
fonsist toward the proletarian econony,
have been pro~Stalinist, falsely ldent-
ifying the proletarian economy with
Stalinisme On the other hand, some
sections of the revolutionary workers,
becoming subjectively anti-Stalinist,
have also become hostile toward the
prolétarian economy. Falsely identi-
fying tho economy with Stalinism, thoy
bave denied its proletarian form, thus
collapsing into ultra-Loftism. It is
a profoundly significant fact that
voth the Stalinist and the ulira~Left-
ist worker identify the proletarian
geconomy with Stalinism, each in his

own waye. The Stalinist and the ultra-
Leftist worker are simply oOpposite
gides of the same counterfeit coin.

Pro-Stalirism and ultra-Leftism are
opposito poles of the same eystem,
Stalinist pseudo-Bolsineviem.

As long as Eussiua has not been
returned to bourgeois private capital-
ism and as long as Stalinisw has not
been destroyed by the revolutionary
prolstariat, there will be tho "Rus-
sian qucstion," whica is really today
the gquestion of Stalinism, and, peccu-
liarly enough, it will bo tho most ad~
vanced workers to whom this question
will be of mcst concorn. Muca as the
"mass linors" may upbraid the Leninist
Leaguc for having an "anti-Stalinist
orientation," thoy thomselves are be-
ing tossed about by the Stalinist
tidal wave Jjust liko tho rost of tho
working class. The difforonce between
the "anti-Stalinist" Leninist League
and the "mass liners" is this:- the
Leninist League, fully understandirg
tho naturc and historical significance
of tae Stalinist degeneration of the
first saccessful proletariun revolu-
tion, faces sguarely the central proo-
lem of the proletarian vanguard and
orients its work on the basis that un-

til tae issue of Stalinism has been
overcome by the worxsrs there can be
no revolutionary successes. The "mass

liiers" pretend tiat the problem of
Stulinism can be outflanked and tae
proletarian revolution advanced behind
the back o0f the central issue facing
tae working class.

Waile these congiderations ars
the first to come to mind upon observ.
ing the incongruous spectacle of the
"mass line" L.R.W.Ps issuing a special
document to the Trotskyites, they by
no means cover the central features of
the L.R.WePo'!s rcmarks on the Trotsky-
ite Convention. These points have
been raised ouly to indicate the con-
fusion of the L.R.W.Pe on tho basic
problem of the orientation toward the
task of crecating a now rovolutionary
party. Lot us proceoed, thenefore,
directly to the contents of the
L.R.W.P.'s statemont to the Trotskyite
Convention.

ULTRA-LEFTISM VERSUS MARXISM

Marxism coneiders bourgoois-
nrivate ownership of the means of pro-

duction to be the social basis of
capitalism, the sine gqua non of its
exigtenco. It is an irrofutable fact

that the sociuzl tasis of Stalin's So-
vist Union is not bourgeois-private
property. Yet the ultra~Lofts in oneo
way or another endeavor to prove that
Russia is some sort of non-proletarian
States The wultra~-Lofts either hold
outrignt that Tussia is a capitalist
State (Mionov-Joerger) or, like the
L.R.W.Ps, thoy avoid the question of
dofining in positive terms +tho class
characser of the Russian Statocs Re-
gardless of wrat specific argument tho
ultra~Lofts usoe, they unanimously break

with the ilarxian principle that the
economic structurs of soclety, i.e.,
the class form of ownorship of xhe

means of production, is the social
basis of the political superstructure,
the State. Marxism maintains that it
is the class features of the economy
whiich determine thoe class nature of
the State. The ultra~Lefts, turning
Marxism inside out, hold that certain
features of tho State determine the
class nature of ¢the economy. With
respect to the Stalinized Soviet Union,
the ultra~Lefts proclaim <that the
Statc-ownorship of the means of pro-
duction ostablished by the proletarian
rovolation is not waat determines the
class character of tihe Statee On the
contrary, say the ultra-Lefts, certain
features of the State detormine the
class naturc not only of the State it-
golf ut of the economy as well.



Ultra~Leftism holde that, since the
Stulinized State is inimical to the
interests of +the workers, tiis State
cannot be proletarian in class form.
Moreover, add the ultra-Lefts, the
economy,though the fruits of a prolet-
arian revolution, has been so affected
by the Stalinized State that, without
the form of ownership as establ ished
by the proletarian revolution changing,
it has 1lost its proletarian character.
In the system of Mienov-Joerger, tais
is put most clearly, whilo in that of
the L.R.W.Ps the essence of this posi-
tion is présent,but much more vaguely.

What arc the fcatures of the
Stalinized Statc, a8 opposed to thoso
of tas orizinal State creocated by the
October Rovolution, which cawsc the
L.E.W.Pe to decido that Russia is no
longer any form of a Workers' State?
They are theso:

"Trade unions,factory committeocs,
soviets, workers organizations,
party democracy, none of thoese re-
main. Yet these werc the necessary
social conditions of the Revolution
of 1917, and not meroly the trans-
formation of private property into
State proporty."  (Special Bulletin
on the SeW.P. Convention, pp. 5-6.)

This stutement is in a way o summation
of most of the ultra-Leftist confusion
on the yuestion of what constitutes the
basis of a proleturian State. It is
worth examininge.

Whon it assorts that trade unions,
factory committecs, party democracy,
soviets and so fortih were the nocessary
soclal conditions of the proletarian
rovolution, tke L.E.W.Ps means that
these insthtutions are the criseria of
the existenco of a Workers' State and
workers economy. We seee this more
clearly in an earlior document in which
the L.R.WePe "oxplains" how the Stalin-
ist burocrats "destroyed" the Workers!
Stato and bocame a "ruling class."

"Thoy abolishod tho right of the
workers to strike or form wunions of
thoir own - choosing,eliminated work-
ers' domocracy corpletely, prohibital
tho workers from forming a revolu—
tionary party, etc. Thus the form~
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er bureaucracy became a ruling
class.," (Workers Anti-War Bulletin,
DSCn 1939, Pe 200)

It 4s from the angle of these institu-
tions allegedly bYeing the criteria of
the existence of a workers economy and
8tate that the position of the L.R.W.P.
must be examined.

The first thing that occurs to
one upon studying the thesis of the
LsR.W.P. is that all the institutions
it names as being the egssence of the
existence of a Workers! State can o do
exist under capitalism. Trade unions,
factory committees, a rovolutionary
party with democratic setructurc, the
ability and even tho "right" to strike,
and workers organizations of all types
are products of the class strugglo
waich have their origin under capital-
ism. Thoy como into oxistonco long
before there is such a thing as -a
Workors' State. And ovon soviets can
oxist under capitalism, as for example
ir Russia in 1905 and from February
to October 1917, If those institutions
alone be criteria of the cxistence of
a Workors'! Stato, thon many capitalist
states, and particularly Russia in the
above-named poriods, would have to be
dofined as prolotarian in class char-
acter to a significant oxtont.

It is obvious that whon tho
vltra~Loftist advances as the essonce
of a Workors'! State features which ox-
ist in a capitalist state, which in
fact have thoir origin under capital-
iem, ho has failed to hit wupon the
roal ossonce of a Workors! State. The
foundation of tho Workers! State is
that elcment vhich does not-and cannot
exist wunder capitalism. It 4is that
elemont which distinguisheg the pro-
letarian gociety from all othor so-
clotles in history. That olement is
tho Stato-ownership of the moans of
production bdbrought into oxistenco
through tho revolutionary overtarow of
the bourgeoisio and the destruction of
boangsois-private property. In order
for such a form of economy +t0 make a
socond appearance on the historical
scene, another section of the bourg-
eoigie will have to be overthrown, the
proletariat will have to win another
victory. It is this form of economy,



this fmilt of a proletarian victory,

this uniquely proletarian element, and
not features possible under capitalism,
whic. constitutes the essential found-

ation of a Workers! State. The ultra-

Left cries that Stalinism has destroye

ed trade unions, workers democracy and
the Bolenevik party, and points to

this as the reason for holding that

Russia is no form of a Workers' State.

But by doing so, the ultra-Loft merely

diverts the attention of tho workors

from what Stalinism has not as yot de-

stroyed, the proletarian form of ocon-

omy. And this precisely is tho crux
of tac whole problem. The ultra~Left
cannot prove that the form of owner-

saip of production in the Staliniged
Sovict Union is different from taat

established by the proletarian over-

tarow of capitalism. Characteristic-

ally opportunist, the ultra~Loft must

advance arguwoents whiclh divert atton-

tion from tic crux of the problom of

dofining the clase naturs of the

Bussian society.

-PEITY-B0URGEQIS DiMOCRACY
AiD ULGBA-LEFTISM

All thc arguments of tac ultra~
Loefts are of a nature to appoal to the
domocratic sontiments 0f tho masses.
In fact the heart of the wholo posi-
tion of the vltra~Lefts is that Worlk
ers' democracy anas boon crusaed by
Stalinism and that thoreby the glass
nature of tne Soviet Union has beecn
changed back to capitalism or some un-
specified typs of ‘"nom-proletarian”
socisty. In centering ais position on
tae question of tho Russlan State

around the factor of democracy, tao
ultra~Loft is morely followling a cer-

tain well-ostablished pattern of op-
portunist decoption. Tho ultra~Loftist
is a petty-~bourgeois democrat with a
thick coat of red paint.

To tac petty-bourgoois domocrat,
f"domocracy" is tho all-in-all, the os-
seuco of everything bewutiful in poi-
itics. Wo have democracy, sacuts tx
petty-tourgocis democrat, this doter-
mines everything; don't complain to me
about tne oxistence of capitdlist ec-
onomy; becauso we have democracy, the
capitalist economy is not yuite what

Marxism says

it 4is. And the petty-
bourgeois "social'-democrat even pro-
claims that democracy will gradually
transform capitalism into socialiem.

To the ultra-Leftist, also, "dem-
ocracy" is the all-in-all, the manna
of the political life. Only, remember,
thae ultra-Leftist is a  "Bolshevik,”"
hence he talks about proletarien democ-
racy. Don't annoy the ultra~Leftist
with the cry that the economy of the
Soviet Union was brougnt into existexe
by a proletarian revolution, that only
the proletariat can 1lay the basis of
this form of economy,that historically
this economy 1is specifically and
uniyuely proletarian. Tho ultra-Leftist
will roply:- It 4is not the econony
whicn is tns basic thing; thoro ismw
(proletarian) democracy in this oconomy;
dorocracy is the thing that countse No
prolstarian democracy, no prolcotarian
stats, arguos the ultra-Left. Tako tho
oconomy croatéd. by a proletarian revo-
lution, eliminate democracy and you
have, 80 says the ultra~-Left, some form
of capitalism, or some other kind of
"aon-prolctarian" society. As  tho
potty-bourgeois "social"-democrat be-
liovos tho existence of "democracy" can
lpsofacto change the class character of
capitalist economy,so tas ultra-Loftist,
& M"soclal'edomocrat in roferse geoar,
thinks tho removal o0f dcmocracy can
ipsofacto altor the class character of
tac proletarian economy. Or +t0 put it
thc othor way around, take the “non-
proloturian” or "capitalist" economy of
the Sovist Union, as the ultra~-Lefts
call 1t, superimposc proletarian domoc-
ricy on it, and Presto! you have o pro-
letarian economy and a Workers! State.
Evorything hinges on "democracy" in the
ldoology of bYoth tho petty-bourgeols
democrat and the ultra-Leftist “"Bolghe-
vik." Tho fact that the ultra-Leftist
inscrts tho word ‘'proletarian" %bvefore
his '"domocracy" docs not change his
petiy-bourgoois character in tho loast.
All thce poetty-bovrgeois democrat s
tramplo on ths Marxist principle that
tno economic structure in all societies
is the factor detormining the classe
naturce of that society. In one wgy or
anctihor, they all wave the slogan of
"democracy" to obscure the
significance of this
principle.



THE L.R.W.B, BORROWS A PAGE FROM THE
ANARCHISTS

Anarchism conceals its petty-
bourgeois democratic nature with a
mask of ‘"proletarian" ultra-Leftism.
The petty-bourgeols democratic element
in Anarchism takes the form of a cry
for a Stateless society, or rather of
a cry against all States. Raising the
utopian slogan of a stateless soclety
immediately after the proletarian re-
volution,anarchism attacks the prolet-
arian State and so functions on behalf
of the bourgeoisie. Marxism replies
to Anarchism that, while the Stateless
society is the trues goal of the prolet-
ariat, such a socliety is a long way
offs Until capitalism has been con-
quered the world over, a proletarian
State will be necessary to combat the
capitalist remants.

The ultra~Lefts of the L.R.W.Ps
type employ the Anarchist rigmarole in
a ' slightly altered form. Under the
guise of calling for gcomplete workers
control over the proletarian econony,
the ultra-Leftiss assault the economic
conguests of the proletarian revolu~
tion whon, as is inevitable for a long
period of time, complete congrol does
not cxiste Tho L.R.W.Pe writes:

"The new economic institutions
must remain under the complete con-
trol of the workers if thoy aro to
be instruments of proletarian liber-
ation ingtead of economic exploit-

ation."” (Special Bulletin on the
S.W.Pe Convention, p. 6. Our em~
phasis.)

It follows from this that, if tho work-
ers' control over tas now economic in-
stitutions is not gomplete, then that
economy carnot be considered prolet-
arian in class character, for it be-
comos t0 Oone extent or another a means
of "oconomic exploitation." Obviously,
accarding to the L.R.W.P., when the
workers have as in the Stalinized
Soviet Union, no control, a prolotarian
form of oconomy and State cannot be
said to exist.

It is nccessary t0 examine this
position in the light of Marxism. What
basis in reality is there in tho ory
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of the L.R.W.P. that the prolstarian
eceaomy to retain its workirng class
fam and not besume an instrumert of
"economic sxpicivation® must be under
the couplete control of the toilers?
If this position were a trues one, then
a proletarian economy could never come
into existence. In the first phasc of
the proletarian dictatorship.especial-
ly immediately after the overthrow of
the bourgeoisie, complote control of
the proletarian economy by the workors
is utterly an impossibility, a utopian
myth and, whon raised es a slogan, an
Anarchist, ultra-Loftist fraud. Bet-
ween capitalism and the proletarian
society,thore is a material continuity
which is inevitable and inescapable.
Under capitalism, the toilers are
snors of powor and are prevented from
learning how to rule and control
soclety. VWhen the ©bourgeoisie are
overthrown, the workers do not immed-
iately become complote masters of
their soclaty. Culturally Dbackward,
due to their oppressed position under
capitalism, tho overwhelming majority
of the toilors have the most incchemnt
and the most incorroct ideas on how
the o0ld, capitalist society is rulede.
As to how to rulec the new, prolotarian
society, oven the Marxist leaders, tho
most advanced parsons in this socioty,
have only an approximate and mainly
theoretical concoption. In the first
Soviot Ropublic oven wunder Lenin's
loadorsaip, the inoxperience of the
workers forced them actually to employ
hundreds of thousands of grasping and
rapacious ex-tsarist and ex-bourgeois

officlals, careorists, and sometimos
downright scoundrols in the ecomomic
and State institutions. A million

miles romoved from being able to con-
trol their oconony completoly, tho
workors wore necossarily to a profound
oxtont at the mercy of hostile cless
forces within Russia as well as intor-
nationally. Moreovor, aside from
sheor inability of the workers to
control becauwse o0f lack of knowladge
and training, therc was the factor of
tromendous economic chaos and of
counter-revolutionary sabotage which
stood as a stono wall against completo

control, All thes> elements will
bamper the workers, t0 ono extont or
anothor, overy time they establish a

proletarian dictatorship and will
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prevent them from instituting complete
control over their economy for a con-
siderable period of time after the de-
feat of the bourgeoisie.

Only a socinlist society cun have
complete control over itne economv. The
lack of workers! control over the pro-
letarian economy has its source in the
class nature of the society they begin
to destroy with the overtarow of the
bourgeoisie. As long as there are any
material remmnonts of that class so0-
ciety (capitalism),the workers will not
havas complete control over their econ-
omy. 4As 1long 48 capitalism has not
been gompletely vanyuished,the control
of the toilers over society must be,
at best partial and incomplate. .Khe
anarcinical elementsof capitalism will
be in evidonce in the proletaria
economy wuntil they have Vveen utterly
annihilated.

As socicty approuches socialism,
the control of the workers over their
gconomy will move to completion. Bui
socialism cuen be completed only on an
international scale. Whon the bourg-
soisie have Dbeen overthrown in ono
country alone,thc isolated prolatarian
economy is 8till orguanically bound to
world capitalisme In g single country,
the workers can _never have conplete
eontrol over thoir economy. Waen tho
ultra-Leftists call for completo work-
ers control over a proiectarian economy
in one country, as for examplo Lussia,
they are actuully calling for _social.
jsm in one gountry. In this respect
thoy follow in tho reactionary pats of
the Anarciists who, in calling for a
Stateless society in ono country, were
also crying in a sensoe for socialism
in one country, since tho Btateless
soclety is tune socialist socioty.

Wahen the myth of gompleie workers
control in one gcountry has beun dis~
pelled, it will Ye realizod taat tae
factor of workers' control cuannot be
the critorilon of tho existonce of a
proloturian ocoromy and a workers!
State. In one country,(and oven intor-
nationally for some time), wupkers?
control mmust bo incomplete and relat-
ivo. Today taey have less conirol,
tomorrow more, the mnext day for some
ro4son porkLaps 1083 again, and thon

more, end so on. Obviously with every
fluctuation of the degree of workcors'
centrol, if we fellow the ultra~-Lef'ts,
the class character of the economy aad
State will ©bYe shiftings Only the
rankest dougmatism can result from try-
ing to utilize the degree of workers!

conkroi. as the criterion of the class
character ¢f gociety. Each individuaa
will have his own criterion, 100k

centrod, 99.9% control, 89% control,
and so torih, of the existence of a
proletarian economy and State. This
finally must result in  out-and-out
judicrousness, fantasy and sophistry.

In the historical form of owner-
ship of the means of production, Marx-
ism has the +truec criterion of the
class character of oconomy and pol-
itical superstructure. This critorion
is derived from the whole history of
humanity, is utterly devoid of empir-
icism, dogmatism and personal whim. It
is eminently amenable to scientific
application. The State-owncership of
production established by the Octobed
Revolution can be the egsscnce only of
a proletarian form of economy and the
basis of some form of proletarian
State. Marxism takos sharply into ac-
count the nature of the form of Stato,
for thc lattor has a powerful influ—
once on the course of the economy.

That influence may be such as 10
regsult eventually in a change in tho

class character of the economy. Thus,
the Russian WOrkors! State sincoe the
inception of Stalinism in 1921-1922
has becn undergoing degeneration lecad-
ing towards the eventual destruction
of tha prolstarian economy and tho ro-
storation of tho bourgeois order. The
Stalinization of the Workers! State
does not in itself constitute a change
in tho class form of the economy. It
leads 10 suca a change. Thesc two
toings are very difforent, and this
differonce must be fully grasped in
order to avoid the distortions of the
ultra~-Lefts.
THE L.R.W.P. ON TROT

The various potty-bourgeois democ-
ratic (ultra-Leftist) dogmas analyzod
wbove are the first half of the
L.R.W.P,'s "advice" to the Trotskyites.
Tae roeet of the L.R.WePels docu-



ment purports to enlighten the Trotsky-
ites on the nature of Trotskyism.

The Trotskyite worker follows
Trotsky primarily bvecause of the lat-
ter's reputation as the successor of
Lenin, as the chief foe of Stalinism.
This reputation as an anti-Stalinist
is Trotsky's political stock-in-trade.
Trotsky flings at his followers a
mountain of books, pamphlets, speeches
and articles which seem veritably to
tear Stalinism limb from limb. Trot-
sky carries off 80 realistically his
pose as the inberitor of Lenin's fight
against Stalinism, that the Trotskyite
worker imagines himself to be engaged
in a 1life-and-death struggle against
Stalinism.

One would think that an organiz-
ation like the LeR.W.P., which osten-
sibly is anti-Trotskyite, would nave
something vital to say about Trotsky's
entire role in the rise of Stalinism.
In the "Special Bulletin on the S.W.P.
Convention," we find precisely one
gentence relating to this most funda-
mental matters The L.R,W.P. accuses
the S.W.P. program of "Covering up the
failure of Trotsky to bring the fight
of the L O against Stalin into the
open in the early days of the struggle
in the Soviet Union." (Ibid. p. 14
Our ompaasis.) Upon seeing tho
L.R.W.P.'s remark avout some fight of
Troteky and his Left "Opposition"
against btalin, one 1is justified in
asking: What fight? What fight against
Stalin did Trotsky fail to bring out
into tae open?t If Trotsky d4id not
bring this alleged fight against Stal-
in out into the open, then what system
of ¢lairvoyance, mind-reading and
mcntal telepathy has onabled the

L.R.W.Pe to 1learn that he conducted
some fight? Did the L.R.W.P. sit in
on Trotsky'!s secret councils and per-
chance overhcar Trotsky's hidden

"fight" against Stalin? What evidonce
has tho L.L.WoPe that Trotsky conduct-
ed any sort of fight against Stalin,
closed, secret, open or otherwise?

Some day the mumth about Trotsky's
having waged a fight against Stalin
will be cleared wup before the whole
working class. DBut it will not bo the
L.ReW.Pe whica will clarify the work-
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ars, for this organization prefers to
perpetuate Trotsky's pretense of hav-
ing conducted some sort of Leninist
battle against S t al i n,. Sooner
or later it will becoms known to the
working class that, far from having
carried on a fight against Stalin and
his system, Trotsky constituted him-
self a would-be ally of the Stalinist
renegades and rendered them invaluable
service in that capacity. Trotsky's
treachery - not his "error," "mistake"
or "failure" — will become known as
the chief reason for the victory of
Stalinism. Trotsky will be known for
what he is «~ & cast-off, broken-down
Stalinist burocrat.

In +this ontire documeht of the
L.R.W.Ps, or in any of its documents
for that matter, thers is not one
scrap of matoeriul which could in any
way give the workers an inkling as to
Trotsky's real role in the Stalinist
conspiracy. The L.R.WeP, 0ffers it-
sclf +¢o the workers as a Marxist or-
ganization ongaged in building a revo-
lutionary party. It claims to be mak-
ing a serious examination of the
problem facing the working class. It
even prokises t0 do research on the
Kronstadt Rebellion of 1921+ But this
same organization does not hesitate to
address the Trotskyites without having
tho slightest knowloedge of the develop-

ment of Trotskyism, without Thaving
even attempted a serious study of
Trotsky's role since 1921-22, without

having made even the rudiments of a
scientific analysis of the ontire
Stalinist structuro. iore,in addition
to having itsolf added nothing to the
workers' understanding of tho dsvclopw
ment of Trotskyism, the L. R, W. P.
ignores such facts as have becn made
known by others regarding Trotskyism,
and persists in ropeating Trotsky's
fakery about the "fight" of the Loft
"Opposition® against Stalin,

A notabdle example of the
L,R.W.Pe's distortions can be observed
in its handling of the problem of
Trotsky's support to Stalin's countor-
rovolutionary invasion of Finland. Tho
L.E.W,Ps asserts concorning the SeW.FP.:
"Its position that Russia is a Workers
State forced it to support Stalin's
invasion." (Ibid, p. 4,) What truth
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is there in the notion that his holdw
ing that Russia is a Workers' State
forces Trotsky to support Stalin's
invasions? What, in general, is  the
relation between holding Russia to be
a form of proletarian State and sup-
porting Stalinism? Lenin,for example,
considered Russia to be a Workers!
State and yet did not support Stalin-
ism in any respect whatsoever. As a
matter of fact, it was Lenin who was
the one who was organizing a real
fignt against Stalinism during the
period of its origin.

The Stalin cligue began to usurp
powsr as early as 1921-1922. Stalin,
as genoral secretary of the R.C.P.,
launched the crecation of a huge buroc-
ratic machine in Stato and Party to
servo him as his political base in his
policy of sclf-entrenchment. As Com-
missar for Nationalities, Stalin organ-
ized the burocrutization of the
various independent Soviet Republics,
including Georgia. The start of this
Stalinist process of usurping power,of
invading indepondent republics and
burocratizing them was witnessed by
Lenin. It was precisely against Stal-
inism that Lenin organized his last
political struggle. The XII Party
Congraess of April 1923 Lenin intended
to bo the chief battleground on which
to deliver a mortal bdlow at tho whole
Stalinist system, to carry the strug-
gle so far as to wipe Stalin out of
political existonce. For the Georgian
Bolsheviks, Lenin propared voluminous
documents with which to present their
case before the Party Congress and
save them from Yeing overwhelmed by
the Stalinist maching, In no way
whatsoever did Lenin's position that
Russia is a Workers! State lead him to
support any aspect of Stalinist
renegacye

Trotsky in that period also con-
sidered Russia t0 be a Workars! State.
But Trotsky supported Stalin mnot only
in ais assault on the independonce of
the national republics, but in every
otacr respect in the burocratic drive
to uwsurp power in the Workers! Stato.
At thoe XII Party Congress Trotsky
agrced to the suppression of Lenin's
Georgian decumcnts, voted for all the
Stalinist resolutirme and helped to

contimie Staliniem as the official
policy of the burocratized Workers!
State.

Starting with the same position
that Russia is a Workers! State, Lenin
on the one hand, and  the Stalinist
opportunists, including Trotsky on the
other, pursued diametrically opposite
policies with respect to Stalinism.
Was it then the position that Russia
is a Workers! State that determined
their attitude toward Stalinism? The
answer is YES in Lenin's case and NO
in the case of the Stalin gang and
their collaborator, Trotsky. Lenin,
desiring to preserve and extend the
Workers! State, f o u g h t Stalinism,
Trotsky,desiring to cntor as a partner
into the Stalinist conspiracy to usurp
powsr, supported the ©Stalinist
plotters.

Today, Trotsky's support to Stal-
in no more flows from the position
that Russia is a Workers! Stato than
it did in 1922-23. Today, Trotsky,
now Stalin's ex-henchman and chief
scapegoat, supports Stalin becauso his
original participatism in the Stalin-
1st comspiracy has irrovocably attach-
ed him to Stalinism. Trotsky supports
Stalin because he is a Stalinist. The
revolutionary overthrow of Stalinism
can occur only on the basis of a con-
scious wunderstanding of its precise
nature, of its whole development and
mathod of operation. Such an under-
standing includes a knowledge of Trot-
sky's pro-Stalinist role. For his om
solf-protection, Trotsky must block
the workers in any effort to acquire
such an exact understanding and the
overthrow of Stalinism which it would
make possible. Even should Trotsky,
for some reason which we cannot now
foresee, abandon hig position that
Russia is a Workers' State, he would
still have to support Stalinism. He
might then have %o do it from an
ultra-Leftist direction, but he would
still have tho policy of covering wup
his criminal rolec in the devclopmont
of Stalinism and of bRocking the cro—
ation of a genuinec Dolshevik movement
which would annihilato Stalinism ard
all its supporters. "oppositionist"
disguise;qpp in Topp tho

From the positilon that Russia is



a Workers' State, there flows only one
Marxist policy:~ to combat Stalinism
without exception apd work for ite
destruction so as to preserve and ex-
tend the proletarian State. The policy
of supporting Stalinism originates
only in one or another form of polit-
ical attachment t0 the Stalinist sys-
tem.

The distortion of the relation of
the position that Russia is a Workers'
State to Trotsky's support of Stalin
is a product of the L.R.W.P.'s failure
t0 hava learned the vreal history of
the development of Stalinism und the
manner in which the entire Stalinist
gystem, including Trotsky, operates.
The same faillure bhas caused it to re-
ject Marxism on tho question of the
class nature of the Russian State.

With this hodge-podge of petty-
bourgaoois democratic, ultra-Leftist,
Trotskyist opportunism, the L.R.W.P.
proposes to enlighton the Trotskyite
workers!

HOW TO PARTICIPATE IN THE
CLASS _STRUGGLE

In class society everybody part-
icipatos in ths class struggle. Even
tho totally '"non-political  worker
plays his part in the class struggle,

objectively a counter-—revolutionary
role. Tha point is not merely to

participate in thc class struggle, but
to dc s0 in a Marxist way.

Only a genuine Bolshevik organiz-
ation cuan pursue a revolutionary
policy in the class struggzle. An
organization like the L.R.W.P., which
holds %0 an opportunist political line,
can pursue only a counter-revolution-
ary policy in all respocts,objoctively
gspeaking. Regardless of whethor it ad-
dresses itsslf +t0 vanguard workers

(1ixe the L.R.W.P. at the Trotskyist

Convention) or whether it approaches
the backward workers, opportunism
functions in the interests of the
bourgeoisie.

There 4s only one revolutionary

way t0 participate in the class strug-
gle today. This is to strive to
break the most advanced sections of
the proletarian vanguard from their
opportunist misleaders, Stalini st,
Trotskyist, Left-Trotskyist (Oshler-
Stamm) and ultra-Leftist. Workers
must not allow themselves to be con-
fused by the "mass lino" noise of the
opportunists. An organization like
tho L.R.W.P. which distorts the class
character of the proletarian form of
property,which directly and indirectly
gives ald and comfort to Trotskyism,
can utilizo its "mass line" objoctive-
ly only as a sugar coating for the
opportunist poison it offers the
workers. Can such an organization,
completely at odds with Marxism,really
be building a rovolutionary workers
party? Can its approach to this prob-
lom be the Marxist one? Its very
oriontation, its "mass line" approach
to this problom, is opportunist. The
path to a revolutionary party lies not
through the TJvackward workers who have
not yct oven brokon with the bourgeois
parties. It lies through tho vanguard
workers who, already subjectively anti-
capitalist, arc in the clutches of the
psoudo-Bolsheviks, the opportunists of
tho Stalinist systems This system of
pseudo-~-Bolshevism includes the ultra-
Lofts of +the L.R.W.P., typc. It 1is
from this systom of pseudo-Bolshevism
in its gntirety, from its Stalinist
to its ultra-Leftist pole, that the
vanguard workors must break to reform
thoir ranks in a genuine Bolshevik
Party which will lead the masscs in a
strugglo against the bourgcoisice.

April 18, 1940.
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THE TROTSKY SCHOOL OF FALSIFICATION

TROTSKY “TEACHESY

PARTY DISCIPLINE

URING the hearings of the "Dewey

Commission,"” "Trotsky was yuestion-
ed concerning his denial of Lenin's
Testanent. Trotsky alleged that DIS-
CIPLINE TO TEE PARTY motivated him to
join the Stalin gang in lying about the
autnenticity of Lenin's Testament. The
"Commissioner" Stolberg, referring to
Trotsky's denial of the Testament
asxed Trotsky: "In other words,you
did tnat from the point of view of
Party discipline?" And Trotsky replied:

"Yos." (The Case of Leon Trotsky,
pe 430.) It is necessary to investig-
ate this story of Trotsky's that in

denyiug the existence of Lenin's Test-
acont he was impelled by his adherence
to "Party discipline."

The crux of this entire matter is
tho question:- To whom was Trotsky be-
ing loyally disciplined when ne donied
the existenco of Lonin's Testament? To
Lenin and the workers, or +to Stalin
and his gang of burocratic connivers?

Lenin's Tostamont was intonded as
a blow against thoe disloyal Gensral
Secretary and the navoc his burocratic
mackinations wore causing in the Vork-
ers! State. What was it that domanded
of Trotsky that he deny Lenin's Test-
amont? It was the interests of Stalin
and his collaborators which demanded
this service of Trotsky. Stalinism
had to bo protected against Lonin's
Testumente.

No honogt worker-Bolshevik came
to Trotsky ard asked him to deny Len-
in's Testuament. The honest workers
were boing kept in ignorance of the
Testumont by Stalin and his henchmen.

It was to an honegt worker that Trot-
sky- was being disciplined. It was to

talinism that Trotsky was so0 loyal.
Tiis kind of loyal discipline -~ loyal

discipline to a pack of renegades —
will be wunderstood Yy every honest
worker as nothing but renocgacy.

The disloyal Stalin cligue was by
1922 already in control of the Contral
Cormittec of the Party and of the
country in general, as Trotsky himsolf
rolates:

"They became,Zinoviev and Yamen-
ev -~ with Stalin they created the
so-called 'Troika,' or Triumvirate,
which was the airocting body of the
Central Committos of the Party and
of the couatry during +the pericd
from the end of 1922 to 1925." (The
Case of Loon Trotsky, ps 77.)

Let no one imagine that Trotsky first
learned about the treachery of the
Stalin gang whilo he was in exile in

Mexico. ne knew about Stalinist
treaciery and about Lonin's 1line
against Stalinism while Lonin wes

8till alive. Spoaking of the period
at the end of 1922, Trotsky writes:

"Lenin's intentions now wcre
quite clear 10 me; by taking the
example of Stalin's policy Le want-
ed to expose to the party,and ruth-
lessly, tne danger of the bureauc-
ratic transformation of the dictat-
orship." (My Lifo, p. 484.)

The danger created by the Staliniz-
ation of the Party in 1922-23 and tho
line of Lonin against tnis Staliniz-



- 32 =

ation was clear to Trotsky from the
very begirning. Plainly, when Trotsky
denied the existence of Lenin's Test-

ament in the summer of 1925, he Iknew
what he was doing, he understood the
sinister, pro-Stalinist  implications

of his deceitful act.

Curiously enough, evidently for-
getting his excuse of "discipline,"
Trotsky admitted before this same
"Dewey Commission" that Ignin's line
towards a genuine Bolshevik party, let
alone a Stalinized party, was that one
can break discipline when a question
ef fundamental importance is involved:

"....0ven in the Bolshevik Party,
with its very severe discipline,
Ienin first emphasized that the es-
sence is more Iimportant than the
form; that the ideas are more impgort-
ant than the discinline; that if it
is a guestion of fundamental import-
ance, We can breax the vows of _dis-
cipline without Dbetraying our
ideas." (The Case of lLeon Tpotsky,
Pp. 422-423. OQOur cmphasis.)

If it is a Leninist act to break dis-
cipline withk a genuine Bolshevik party
when the interests of the workers re-

quire it, how can one claiming to be a
Leninist offer as an excuse for any
action whatever discipline to the Stal-

in gang of renegadesl

Ienin called for a struggle
against the faction of Stalin. Trot-
sky shielded the Stalin clique and
todak feeds the workers a deceptive
story about "discipline."

Lenin's 1line against Stalinism
can today be carried forward only by
those who genuinely expose all whose

political history compels them to of-
fer exchmesfor their having shield ed

Stalin and having

fostered the

ism,.

rise of Stalin-
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ON HITLER'S "SEIZURE" OF NORWAY

J

( Continued from Page 10 )

tebrified Swedish bourgeoisie perceiv.-
ed that for some "inexplicable" reason
its neighbor, Norway, had been turned
over to Hitler by the sc-called Allies.
The Stockholm Aftonbladet wrotes

"Those who look on the help of
the Western Powers in Norway with
skepticism are right. It cannot be
denied that the Allled steps have
an air of half-measures about them,

"The expedition has a typical
COMPROMISE character. London did
not take effective action but was
content with a minor performance;..

"The war in Norway is a typical
war of movement with changing ter-
rain demanding initiative and mobil-
ity, that is, capacity for marching
under difficult conditions and ab-
1lity to adjust oneself to the most

unexpected situations,. This re-
guires elite troops, But waere are
they? On the Western Front." (New
York Times, May 3, 1940. Our

capitals - G.M,)

On the so-called Western Front,
the main thectre of the "Second World
War," the Nazi soldiers all these

months have been "fizating like hell,"
but not against the British and the
Frernch, however, for the "German sol-
diers on the Siegfried line are fight-
ing sham battles with each other to
keep in practice" (New York World
Telegram, February 26, 1940, My em-
paasis - G.M,)

And while Nyrway was being sen—
sationally invaded by the German
troops, the so~called Allies were "re-
lieving pressure" from VNorway by
watching the German troops on the
"Western Fpront" peacefully working in
the fieldse

"On the German side of the Mo~
selle and in an area further north
along the Sauer River,large numbers
of German troops were visible, some

¢F .khem working bare-backed in the
fields and others patrolling the
river banks." (New York Time s,
April 24, 1940.)

And leisurely gazing at the NaziSener-
gotically pushing the construction of
fortvifications:

"On the German side, the con~
structdem of fortifications still
is under way, slicing sandy gashes
in the green turf, German military

trucks and trains could be seen
rolling by undésturbed under easy

range of the French guns." (Ibid.)

At length the imperialists began
to wind up the Ngrwegian affair. The
order was dispatched to withdraw the
"Allied" troops from Norway. The with~
drawal also was very '"peculinr," as
"peaulinr' as the sudden collapse of
ald to Finland, and as the entirc so-
called Second World War. A correspond-
ent of the Swedish News Agency, "de~
scribed the almost unbelievable manner
in vhich he said the British withdrew.
!'Phey are leaving in the most peculior
fashion,! he saide 'This is sho™n by
the fact that their motorized anti-
aircraft guns were covered with canvase.
They were not even standing by for any
possible action.' This was done in
the face of continual bombing by high-
flying German planes,he said." (Dail y
Mirror, May 4, 1940.) Two dnys latcr
another dispatch threw more lizht on
the "peculiar" nature of the Britich
retreat. The Norwegian officers  were
to the last minute actually kept i n
the dark as to vhat was occufing,vhile
those who knew most about the British
withdrawal were the Nazis!

"The people who knew most about
the British withdrawal were the Ger-
mans. The Nerwegian officors  were
not told until the last minute."
(James Aldridge, New York T i m ¢ s,
May 6, 1940.)
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7ith the bourgeois and the pseudo-
Marxist press echoing every piece of
deception of the bourgeois statesmen,
1t was easy for Chamberlain to come-
forward witﬁ the most spurious of all
the explanations,
that the "Allies" had to bow before
what he termed the superior Nazi air
force. The hollowness of this
superior-air-force story is fairly ob-
vious. Of the air fleets possessed by
France, England and Germany, a mere
fraction was employed by sll these
powers in the Nyrwegian tragi-farce,
according to the version of the bourg-
evnis correspondents themselves. The
alr force used by Hitler in Norway was
a mere drop in the bucket compared to
the immense air armada at the disposal
of the Anglo-French imperialists who
for seme "mysterious" reason did not
use tite.

If this were not a mock war and
if Hiytler's air force were materially
superior, then, plainly, London, Paris
and other large centers in England and
France would have been doomed to de-
struction, while +the German cities
would have been relatively safe. In
point of fact a considerable part of
the huge British air fleet has been
kept flying over Germany in the last
eight months, having covered 800,000
miles without dropping a bombe The
airmen, it has been explained by the
imperialists, were photographing naval
bases and German towns without being
attacked and destroyed by Hitler's
"superior" air force.

"Non-bombing raids, it is sald,
are justified by the results. Since
the start of the war, British atr-
craft have made 800 day and night
flights over Greater Germany and
have covered 800,000 miles with
only small losses. The pilots, it
is said, have brought bYack a mass
of valuable information, photographs
of naval and other bases, descrip-
tions of ©blackouts in the chief
German towns and the best methods
for approaching possible targets.

"Morecover, it is asserted, that
the repeated 1long, successf ul
flights have given the crews com-

a story to the §ffdct

plete confidence in themselves and
in their machiness Fiights from
Britain and France to Berlin, Wil-
helmshaven, Vienna and Prague are
now regarded ae familiar routine
for dozens of pilots who thus are
trained to lead raids, it is said."
(New York Times, April 23, 1940.)

Acutely conscious of their inter-
ests and purpose and in complete sol-
idarity; the imperialists rang down the
curtain on another act in the Chamber-
lain-Hitler dramae Both Cham-
berlain and Hitler accomplished un-
believable military and naval feats,
which, without a full understanding
betwgen themselves could never have
taken place. Norwvay is separated from
the mainland by a stretch of sea over
& hundred miles wide. Yet, having no
navy to speak of as compared with the
combined French and British sea forces,
Hitler performeq a miraculous n.a val
feat. in-th Broediee e
powerful guns of the British navy, the
mightiest sea force in the world, "Hit-
ler has succeeded in the almost unim-
aginable feat of snatching a  neutral
nation, with a vital Atlantic coastline,
virtually under the muzzles of the
British naval guns" (New York Times,
Editorial, May 3, 1840. My emphasis ~
G.M.) And Chamberlain, supposedly in-
ferior to Hitler in air force, suc-
ceedsi in the military feat of withdraw-
ing troops unscathed under the very
nose of the "superior" German air
force, although the British tro ps ad-
mittedly lacked sufficient anti-a i r-
craft gubs and combat planes:

%Backed by the spddndid courage
and tenacity of the +troops we
have now witadrawvn the whole of
our forces from Andalsnes under the
yory noses of German ailrplanes with-
out, ns far as I am aware, losing a
single man in this operation."
(Chamberlain's statement in the
House of Commons, The New York
Times,) May 3, 1940, My emphasis —

G.M.

The fake character of the Franco.
British so-called "defense" of Norway
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has arvomed suspicions and questioning
in sewveral quarters. What.is in real-
ity & fraud is posed by the bourgeeis
newspupers as a "mystery":

"To many observers it remains a
mystery how the British, whose
fleet had been carefully watching
Norwezian territorial waters for
weeks, could have let a large Ger-
man  cxpeditionary force sl i p
through and seize the five princip-
al geavnorts of Norway as bases of
cperation against Britain,especial-
ly since Prime Mjinister Chamberlain
sald this week that the British
Government had been expecting such

.a stroke since February." (New York
Times, May 5, 1940.)

Indecd, how is it +that although
the British government expected 1in
February that Hitler might strike at
Norway, the Nazis were able to trans-
port a large expeditionary force right
through +the British blockade, mine
fields, etce It's a "mystery"!

The cardinal fact in the "mystery"
of Hitler'!s "geizure" of Norway is
this; Norway was intentionally given
to Hitler by the Franco-British im-
perialists. Thc handful of raw,pract-
ically unarmed troops which were flung
into Norway by the Franco-British im-
perialists, and even the few more ex-
perienced and better equipped  troops
sent later, were throm into t he
muzzles of the German guns sigply as a
camouflage of the handing over of Nor-
way to Hitler. This entrusting of Nor-
way to Hitler'!s rule falls in line with
the handing over of Czechoslovakia and
Poland to Hjtler by his Franco-British
imperialist colleagues.

Naturally, while questions may be
asked and "queer" facts pointed out,
only genuine Marxism will give the
true answer to this "mystery" of Neor—
way. The opportunists within the pro-
letariat assist the imperialists to
cénceal the truth. They assure the
workers that Chamberlain-and Hitler
are sinking their teeth into each
other?ts throats in a "Second Imperial-
ist War." Every vital fact is hidden
by the opportunistes Every move by
the imper8alists and by Stalin is mis-
interpreted, distorted and obscured.

. The Chamberlain-Hitler plan, an
imperialist scheme which can now be
traced to the earlieast stages of its
development, 1s not obvious to the ad-

vanced wofkers only because of the

pseudo-Bolshevik fakers within the
proletarian ranks. The imperialists
move cautiouslys They have learned

that "anti-Communist" propaganda to
arouse the masses against the Stalin-
tormented proletarian State is  of
little value. They must have Stalin
perform sheer and incontrovertible
deeds of barbarism, as in Finland. And
such deeds will soon be forthcoming in
the Hitler-S¢alin partioning of Scan-
dinavia around the Bothnian Gulf, and
of other territorial points between
Hitler and Sgalin. Tpere will be more
"snatching" of small countries by Hit-
ler; more "gifts" from Hitler to the
Stalinist bandit gang.

History can be wunderstood not
only from commission but also from om-
mission of certain acts by the men
moulding ite There will be no "snatch-
ing" of Belgium! Hitler's crossi ng
into Belgium would constitute a gross
breach of faith, a stupid disruption
of the brilliant plan, a threat at
France and England, The resultant
raging inter-imperialist inferno, in
comparison with which 1914-1918 would
pale into significance, would lead in
a very brief time to a completc col-
lapse of the capitalist economic and
political fabric of Germany and prob-
ably of entire bourgeois Hirope.
There will be no Nazi invasion of Bel-

giumd

The Chamberlain-~Hitler plan to
tear down the 1last remains of the
Great October Revolution and imperial-
istically parcel out the vast territ-
ories of the Stalinized Soviet Union
will be carried out with dead cer-
tainty — if the class—conscious pro-
letarian vanguard is nc% wakened from
its terrible trance. Without a revo-
lutionary party, the international
workingeclass today is 1like a ship
without compass and rudder, without
captain and sallors —-- a ship that has
been diwbhed by pirates.

Only by casting off the mesmeriz-
ing opportunist leaches, the Stalinist,
Trotskyist, Lovestoneite and Left-Trot-



skylte bi® and little burocratd cam the
proletarian vanguard lift its head,
pollitically and organizationally, a nd
leading the world toiling ma s s eg
against all the Hi ¢t lers and

Chamberlains, establish an internation-
al union of Ieninist Soviet Syates as o
transision bridge toward the Socialist
Bociety.
GAMA
May 6, 1940

4 REPLY TO CEHLER

EHLER recently blossomed forth

with a specific attack upon the
concept that the so-called war in the
West is a fake resorted to by the
bourgeoisie in its scheme to attack
and divide the Soviet Union. He says;

"Our ultra-left ®"theoreticians®,
having looked at 6 months of
"quiet" warfare have suddenly blos-
somed out with a new set of
theories and 1ike the studious
study-circle gentlemen they are,
they have brought forth "facts and
figures" to "prove® their point. It
seems that imperialism is no longer
capabl® of waging a war. Some of
them have even stated that THE
PRESENT WAR IS A PURE FARCE TO FOOL
THE WORKERS (LITERALLY) AND PREPARE
FOR AN INVASION OF THE SOVIET UNION.
Among the "proofs® 1listdd is the
fact that the war costs today are
many times greater than in the last
war; it takes as much as 10 men in
the factory system in the rear to
keep one man at the front supplied
with the necessary ammunitions,
food, etc., whereas it took only
one man in the 1last war to do the
same thing." (International N e w s,
May, 1940, p.5. Our capitals.)

As for os we are aware, the Leninist
Loague is the only organization within
the proletariat which maintains that
the so-called war in the Wegst is a
bcurgeois sham designed to cover up
che imperialist plot to wipe out ¢t he
romiants of the October Revolution.
If the above statement of Oehler's is

supposed to be an attack upon the
Leninist league's position, then
obviously it is a gross misrepresent-
ation. In the first place we did not
walt for Y6 months of quiet war f are"
but stated at the veby beginning of the
so-called second imperialist war that it
was o "mock war in the west" (See "WHY
THE MOCK WAR IN THE WEST," In Defense
of Bolshevism, September 1939.) Sec-
ondly, we have never 1listed as a
Rproof" that "the war costs todny are
many times greater <than in the 1last
war.,®* We do not hold to any such
U"statistical" nonsense. OQur reason
for stating that the "sar" in the West
is not a real war is political:~  the
prime purpose of the world bourgeoisis -
today is to re-~entrench caopitalism in-
ternationally by ®WIWing ,n3 divig-
ing up the territories and wealth of
the decay8ng workers state.

If Oehler has in mind some other
tendency or organization than the Len-
inist Ieague which may hold to the
fantastic and foolish "statistical"
notions indicated in the abows quot-
ation, then in the interests of clarity
and of honest polemice it is Qchler's
duty to name such group or tendency.

When a Marxigt undertakes polemics,
he ecalls things and people by

their right names.

May 6, 1940



