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THE SIGNIFICANCE OF TITOISM

The most important phenomenon in the world today is the clash betwsen the
private gconomy of capitalism on the one hand and the 3tate economy of the USSR
and itg satellites on the other. The antagonism betwsen these two contradictory
forms leads steadily on to war. Only the emargence of a real third force op-
posed both to the bourgsoisie and to the Stalinist burocracy and striving for a
single World Democratioc WorkerstState can vrevent this war, or, should it braak
out, transform 1t into a war against both the Stalin system and the capitalist
aystom, for the single World Democratic Workers'! State.

It must be doterminsd whether or not Titoism is such a third forece, as his
organizational break from the Cominform on ons hand and his verbal denunciations
of imperialism on tho other have given some advanced workers that impression. The
past few months have ssen the creation of a Titoist "Independont Communist® party
in Gormany said to number a few thousand memborse In Norway a portion of the
formor Contral Committes of the Communist Party has roportcdly establishod a
Titoict partys Tho Tito issus has bacome a kay issuc within the ranks of the
working class.

What is the roal naturo of Titoism, its rclation to tho Stalin systom and
to world imperialism, and an objoctive ovaluation of its possibility of bocoming
an agffoctive third forco fighting cavitalism and Stalinism and striving for
Socialismy

As a result of the November 7, 1917 revolution in Russia the capitalist
world was breached, tha capitalists of Russia wore expropriated and their propsrty
was statifiod. Unfortunataly, the oxpronriation of tho canitalists economically
was not accompaniod by the duvslopacnt of workars domocracye. Instcad the workers
in Russia wore politically oxpropriated with power contralized in the loadership
of tho Bolshsvik party and cventually into ths hands of Staline. Nationalism and
burocratism wors tho dominant foaturcs in this usurpation of powar by tho Bolshe-
vik burocracy in Russia. Whon shis nationalist-~burocratic gang took over the
proparty of the oxpropriatcd capitalistg, it facod two dangars; military conquest
by imperialigm on the onc hand, prolotarian rsvolution with prossurc for workers'
domocracy on the othoer. In ordor to countoract thoso dangors it rasorted to all
sorts of dickoring, compromisos, trados with ths imporiallist powers, and to koop-
ing tho potantially revolutionary workers in tow through its instruments, tho Com-
munict parties,

Now, the cssontial thing to bo romombared about thosg Communist parties is
shat whils prossrving a "rovolutionary® appoarance, their real function was to
provent tho workers from offacting revolution anywhoraee A raoal domocratically
prolatarian rovolution in Germany, in China, anyvhore, would set in motion an
anti-burocratic proccss that might end by Stalin and commany hanging from tho
Moscow lamppostc, and thoreforc tho task of tha Fostors, tha Thorezas, the Mao-
Tz0-Tungs, tho Lovestoncs, the Brecolis, tho Piecks, otce, vas to prevent a gonuine
workars! ravolution at all costc.

Tho Kromlin burocrats maintained tholr control of tho machinery of thegse Com-
munist partizs in various wayse Evon mors impvortant than financial control through



subsidies, Stalin instituted an intricate system of Communist International rep-
resantatives and sples, who snjoyed the enormous prestigo of being known as the
peoplo controlling an ocondmy and a powerful state. In tho eyes of the rank-and-
file of ths Comintern, tho Russian burocratic loaders worc scurrounded with the

halo of succogssful "revolutionists.® Any disagreamont with tham was construed as

a rovolt against the incarnation of socialisms This, for instancs, was very strik-
ingly illustratod in the Amarican CP in 1929. Bafora going to Moscow, Lovastona
had almost ninety percont of tho jmorican party bshind hime Upon his return,
aftor boing kickod out by 9talin, he could only assombls a handful to hig banner,
although his political policies romainad fundamontally unaltercd.

In 1948, for the first time in tho history of tho Comintornm, thors was a
suecaessful "revolt". Tito defied the edict of the cominform and, to this day,
Stalin has been unable to remove him. Xay, more, "Iitoism"™ has become the sym-
bol of resistance to the Stalin system not only in the minds of bourgeois states-
men and journalists, but also in the ranks of the Stalinists. The prospect-
of Mao~Tze~Tung taking the road of Tito £ills the bourgsoisie with hope and Stalin
with anxiety. What is this Titoism? The best way to reply to this question is
to investigate the words and deeds of the Titoistc.

The foundation of the dilemma in which the toilers of the world find them-
selves 13 rooted in the counter-revolutionary nature of Stalinism flowing from its
nationalism and its burocracy. What attitude docs Tito take to these two impor-
tant questions? We shall first take up the attitude ef Tito to nationaliam.

Just a fow days after the attack of the Cominform, Tito delivorcd the political
roport of tho Contral Committea of tho Communist Party of Yugoslavia at the Bth
Congrass of the party at Bolgradee This long speoch has baon translatsd into
English and we quotc from tho English edition circulatad by ths Yugoslav embassys

wTo thase paovla (Cominform--TFH) nationalism is the fact that we
prido oursalvas on our sacrifices in the war, that we oridc oursolves
on our &succsSsas in the building up of the country, that we prido
oursalves on our work:rs, our youth, our Psople's Frontybocausa we are
proud of ovarything that all honest pcovlo marvel atessesscceNow all
that (tho Cominform attack--TFH.) has taken on monstrous proportions
in order to wrack the prestige of our Party and its leadarship in that
way, in ordsr to tako away from the Yugoslav peoples the glory of their
heroie struggles, to tramplc on evarything great that our peoplas ach-
favad with groat sacrificas and rivers of blood, to break up the unity
of our party which roprosents a guarantee for the succossful building
of socialism in our country and the realization of a hapnior future
for our pooples.® (P. 131-132; omvhasis mino-TFH)

Wo sco from tha sbove that Tito puts forward the same doctrine of ®social~
ism in ono country® that was the rationalization 6f Stalin for the usurping of
povere Tho above quotation is only a summary of similar statcments throughout
tha speeche

At the same congross one of the principal Titoists, Edvard Kardelj, also
delivercd a rovort entitlod "The Commnist Party of Yugoslavia in the Struggle
for Naw Yugoslavia, for Peonles' Authority and for Socialisme® This has also been



-3-

translated into English by Tanjug tho Yugoslavian news and publicity ageney in
the USa. Aftor noting the division of tho world into two camps and the adhore
ence of Yugoslavia to the Russian camp, Kardel] says (P. 66)s

“The Five Year Plan {of the C°Y-“TFH) howevar, means that our country has
boldly sat out on tho courso of socialist building (emnhasis in original)

& coursg of comorchonsive and strong develovment of productive forcas
and the transformation of our country into an advanced industrial and
agricultural countryy The realization of our Five Ysar Plan will con-
sist in 1ts laying tho oconomic and social foundations of o gocialist
soclsty in our country, in tho socialist scctor's bocoming tho dominant
sactor of our aconomy in overy scnso.® {My omohasgis--TFH, )

But Kardalj, in accord with what we shall lator show was the 1lino at that
timo of trying to rostors peace with Stalin, had qualifiod this statemont of
“socialis in one country® with ths vrovious statomont (on page 26.)s

"We nover assorted that wo do not nasd tha supnort of the USSR and tha
countries of peoplae's demoeracy, but, on thz contrarw, wm considar asuch
mutual supvort and close cooperation as an eossontial condition for the
dovelooment and strongthoning of the socialist front.®

On the question of nationalism we can see that at the time of the open split
with Stalin, the line of Tito was to recognize the hegemony of the Kremlin buro-
crats, but to plead for the right, within that relationship, for the leadership
of the CPY to establish a nationalist set-up in Yugoslavia with the cooperation
of the USSR and the Cominform satellites.

ts as we know, Moscow would brook no sharing of its gconomig and politieal
poware An economic blockads was sat up around Yugoslavia., The*Ussi ana the couns
trios of paople's demooracy® refused the "essential condition for the dovalop~
mont and strengthoning of the soclalist front.® 4Already by the time of tho moat-
ing of the Fodoral Assombly of the so-o0alled Fodaral Pcople’s Ropublic of Yugo~
slavia on Docomber 27, 1948, it had bocomc ovident that Russia and the Cominform
countrios around Yugoslavia wore not aven going to fulfil their trado agrogments
with Yugoslavia, much less cooporatese. What was the "Theoretical"result? Theo
Tisoists modificd thoir original gqualifications to asszrt that thoy could advance
tewards "socialism in a single ocountry® in the speoch of Tito on that day, con-
oluding with tho wordss

%Our hard fight for the roalization of the Five Year Plan for the bduildw
Ing of Socialism In our country will and in victory.®

Economic nationalism was thus dafinitely and unqualificdly proclaimod.

So much for the quostion of whothor or not Titoism is nationalist. But,
somo may argus, tha dscisive question is whothor the rogime within Yugoslavia
1s domocratic or burocratice From Belgrade, in books, in piletures, ovar tho radio,
ocmanats claims of the plebaian domoeracy that is building uv a good 1lifs for alle
Of coursc onc could conduct an argumont about the impossibllity of nationaligm and
workers?! domocracy, but wo 4o not have to rasort to arsumentation. Asain wa turn
to the Titoists themselves on their words and deedd.
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In this connection, even mors than in the cass of nationalism, there 1s al-
ways a big gap between the democratic pronouncements of purocrats and thsir ac-
tionse There are many examples of this in history. The elemental instinet of
the massos is against burocratism, and therefore tha burocrats are very careful
about letting any inkling of their deeds creep into thoir words. But in the case
of the Titoists woe do not have to look very far to sea the system of burocracy
palpablo both in words and deodse ‘

At tho time of the Cominform blast against Tito ons of Stalin's principal
accusations was of lack of domocracy in the CPY--roader, do not laughl In the
tho rovly of the Cantral Committsc of the CPY, Tito inadvertontly oxpoded the
truth of this chargog

"Tho CC of tho CPY emphasizos that tha fact that cartain party organ-
izations have not yot held olactions camnot givs risec to tho assartion
that there is no democracy within the party.*® (Statomont of tho Central
Committes of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia in Rogard to tho Resol-
ution of ths Information Bursau of Commmist Partiocs on the Situation
in thes Communist Party of Yugoslavia--pago 7, English sdition, published
by Jugoslovenska Knjiga~Boograde My emohasis~~TFH.)

This scamingly imnocont and insignificant admission rcquires analysise No
facts ars submittod %o 2rove the axistanca of nartv damocracy in revly to the
accusation of the Cominform burocratse Sacond, in the very next sentence tha GO
of tho 077 givaes an "explanation® vhich is a lie on its facas

#Thesa are the remmants of the war veriod and temmestuous post-war
develonmment through which the CPY passed and in their time had also
existed in other varties and in the C®SU (B) as woell."™

The last part of this sentence is the "you're another® kind of argument,
vory true, but hardly refuting the charge. But wo are particularly interested in
the statoment that lack of party slections was a remnant of the war period and the
post-war dsvolopment. This documont vas written on Juno 29, 1948, three yoarsg
aftor tho ond of the war. What was thors to preovont party olsctions at that tima?
Uhly one thing,tbhe.burocratic leadership of the CPYe Tito still further ravealed
and elaborated the 8talinist nature of his machine in his already cited report at
the 5th Congress CPY. After devoting hundreds of words to tho evils of “frao-
tionalism® in a party, on page 44 Tito says of his leaderships

*Pho now leadership of the COPY which bogan to funcotion at tho ond of 1937,
had four fundamontal tasks facing its 1) to purge tho Party most enorgetically
of tho rcrmants of tho fractionalists and group formers.® {My cmohasi s~TFH, }

It is significnnt from tho standvoint of our invaestigation that Tito glves
priority to the setting up of a burocratic, monolithic structure in tho party.
In the succecding pages, Tito tells of tho struggle for monolithisme On page
45 ho spoaks ef tho “oxposuro® of a certain Petko Milotic as a provocatour. Wo do
not kmow whother his facts are correct or not in connection with this individual,
but wo are aware of the burocratic nature of the secntence reminiscont of Stalin,

“This shows the accuracy of the rule that almost every fractimnalist is not
far from being a provocatour or simils. saemy of tha working class.®
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Shades of the Moscow Purge Trialst

On pags 47 Tito gives a glowing report of the 5th C3Y Confersnce (October,
1940) in which he incidentally lets interesting information fall that this 1lleg-
al conference was attended by 105 dalegates (but in 1948, on the excuse of war
conditions, elections could not be helds) 8psaking of the work of tho party
he sayss

b How could the CPY achieve such succcess in so short a tima?®

L It.could achieve such great successs 1) bocause 1t had purged
its ranks of fractionalists and spias of the class enomy (a typical
Stalinist amalgam-~TFH)3 2) bocause thorae was a sound party cadrc in
the ranks of ths Party which was thon abla to davalop its initiative
to .thec -full--that is, sound party aloments (rsad, Tito and Co.--TFH)
cama to oxprossions 3) bocausz a unifisd laadership was now at the

- hoad of the Party, bacauss thors wars no intornal conflicts, namoly
thoro was comolots unanimity on all quastions.® (My cmmhasis-~TFH. )

It must bc remombzrsd that in this revdort Tito was not only roeiting history
but was pointing out to his adulatory followors what he concoived to bz the prin-
oiplas of his movemente In addition to the prohibition of fractions, restriction
of elections, a monolithie leadershiv, all ths characteristics of burocratism,
thore was anothor essontinl char~ctericstic of Wwurgeratiec rula, concaslment and
decoite That thess moapons ware used against ‘the rank-and-file memborship of tho
CPY 1s admittoed in the same raport of Tito« Aftor stating that in the charges
of tha Cominform "They are making the samo insinuations that Milan Grol and all
the roactionaries inside tho country and ousside of it have already made®™ Tito
clearly reveals his sense of responsibility to the burocrats of the Cominform om
the one hand and caution with respect to the masses of hils party members on the
othsr in the following wordsy

" WIt is odd that the Resolution aceuses us of hiding the criticism of our
loadorshi» by the CSU(B) from the masses, intimating that we ware. afraid
of the masses. No, we vere not afrald for oursalvss in rogard to making
it public, but were afraid that 1t would provoke still graater bittaer-
ngss toward those who havé 2ccuscd us .80 unjuetlys The signers of the
Rosolution know very well that we could not maka public the lettor writ-
ten té us by the CC CPSU (B) on which Ystrictly confidential® was writton.®

Pako a good look at thiss Tito and the other members of his Central Committae
have pacsivaed a lettor in which thay are falsoly accusod. Tha accusations,
agcording to thom, arc monstrous. What 4 they do? Thoy help to maintain the
Oominform burccratic law of gilence, concaalment, deception, and do not bring out
tha facts until tha public attack by the Gominform leavaes tham no othor altarnativoe

Sovmuch for the burocratic system within the Yugoslav party. Was thora any
oppocition to tho Tito courcep Mwo kinds wera publicly admittade Tho first was
that of the Cominform, rnpresentnd only by 2 fow “tops," particularly 3rcten
Zujovich and Andrija Hebrang. Tho sacond conslistad,. in the words of tho state~
mont of tha CC CPY of a fow “wavarers® who did not accept tho attack of the Comin-
form, but who thought that 1t would bo bast to agreo with the criticlsm anywmy, in
order to avold a conflict. Tha fate of Zujovich and Hobrang was docisiva as far



ag the attitude of this "marsh® was concerned. It was silent at the 5th Con-
gress, and ever since. The important thing then is to find out what happened
to Zujovich and Hebrange In this econnection, we shall have to give a fow dates,
since they are very revelatory.

According to the statement of the CC CPY in reply to the Oominform Buresu
Regolution, we are informed that the baals of tha opon Cominform attack lay in
a geries of latters sent by the CPSU(B) to the (PY, that is, from oms central
cormittaa to tha othar, tha first of which was dated March 27, 1948, Howoever,
as far back as April 19, 1946, thero 1s svidoncs that a fight was already dovolop~
ing botwaon Stalin and Tito, that Zujovich and Hobrang wers St2lin's undarcover
msn, and that thoy were placed undor chargas for that raasone On that day tha
Politburaau of the CC C®Y adopted in its antiraty the raport of a subcommittae
hoadad by Rankovic, then and now a stoogs of Titoe This tpril 19, 1946 was a
very busy day, for the following happanads 1. Tha CC of ths CPY formed a com-
mittee made up of Rankovic, Noescovie and Gosnjak to submit to the CC proposals
with rogard to Hobrang and Zujoviche 2« On the same day the subcommittos met, ro=
vorted back, and 3. tho Politburaau of tha CC of the (™Y adootzd tho roport of
tho subsommittaoe 8o rovealing is the vholo transaction that wo pudblish in full
the wholo docicion =3 it appaars-in English translation in ippondix 2 to the
"Statement of tha Contral Committaa® in ravly to tha Cominform Resolutiong

"Thae Politburcau has raceived from thc Party commiscsion ostablishad in
conngction with the aas3 of 'ndrlja Hobrang and Sreton Zujovie the fol-
lowing raport and proposal and adovnts thom in thair ontiraty as followsy

"In connaction with tho dcoision of the 7F of tha CBV of Anril 19,1946 to
form 2 committeo mads un of Comrades Rankovic, Naeskovic and Gosnjak with
the tagk of gubmitting to the CC a provosal for ths solution of thae case

in conngction with tho lattsr of Comrade Hobrang, the commission has como
to tha eonclusions

'l. That ths lattar of Comrads Habrang, both as to the mamnor in which
1t 1s writt:n and tha way in which matters arc vut forth in it, is a
unique _case in the history of the Bureau of the CC of the CPY sinog its
formation in 1937. In the letter, comrada Habrang - in a manner which is
unhoalthy and impermissible in tho Party, suspects comrads Tito of not
tolsrating him personzlly bocauss hg (Hobrang) also raceivaed a tologram
from Moscov:, and that accordingly the distrust which comrado Tito has for
tha sconomic policy of comrade Habrang originatcs from this. Tho bghavior
of comrads Hebrang at tha session of tha CC of April 19%h of that yoar wmas
not auto-critical and confirms that in his letter it is not a mattcr of a
psrgonal confllet with comrade Tito, but rathar of an attommt to transfor
tho political diffsrence botwaen comrade Tito, as baaror of the policy of
tho CC, and comrade Hebrang to a personal level and to introduce an incor-
roct relationship in the CC and an imnormissible mathod into vork. This
1s best confirmed by the inaccurate statsments, which ars strangs to the
CC, by comrads Hebrang at the sassion of the CC on ipril 19th , of that
yoar to tho offect that frosdom of expressing opinion and of criticism and
auto-criticism do not oxist in tha CC.

“ 2, The bahavior of cormrade Zujovic at the session of the CC of .pril
19, of that ysar, rogarding the latter of comrade Hebrang, was not only
conciliatory but actually meant suvvort for Hebrang in his unhealthy
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attitude toward the CC and toward comrade Tito, both in regard to the
internal relationship within the CC and to the mistaken economic and
finaneial policy.

*  *In connaction with the above, the commission proposes to the CC of
the CPY that comrade Hebrang be removed from work in the Buraau of the
CC of the CPY, besidaes other reasons, also for reasons of securing the
corrsct cxccution of the party volicy in oconomy and that he be punishad
by ths party vunishmant of strict rsorimand. The commission proposes
that comrad: Hebrang withdraw from his position of Minister of Industry
in ths fodoral government and prosidont of tho Beonomic Councile The
commission considers that Comrade Hebrang can ramin in the position of
prasidont of tho Planning Commission.'™

wAoril 19th, 1946.
Politbureaun CC of the CPY."

Sevoral things are apparent from this illuminating document. It is obvious
that bafore .pril, 1946, ths conflict batwoon Stalin and Tito had raachad the vpoint
whor: Stalin was maintaining commuwmication not only through the official sourcos,
but with Hodbrang, who was avidontl~ slatnAd tn ranlara Titne MTito could saa that
ha was not only in danger of losing tho party and state powar but his 1life as well.
He reacted by demoting Hebrang, just intimating to Zujovic that he had better
watoh his stepe It is very significant that the rasolution speake of thg saparate
economic and finaneial volicios. Translating this into evaeryday parlance this
meant that Tito was basing himself uvon the nationalist rssistancs to the Russian
vlundering.

Tha conflict continued with Hebrang and Zujovic remaining in their role of
Cominform men. In the meantime Russia wns sacrificing Yugoslavian nationalist
intarasts in tha casa of Carinthia to its own nationalist-burocratic intercsts.
Racont reports, aftar the event, from 3clgrade indicate that Russia was, about
this time, urging Yugoslavia to raduce its armed forces and rsly on ths Russian
army, an offaor vhich was, of coursa, daclined by the Yugoslav burocrats. The
Cominform also chargad that Tito rofusad to ®integrate Yugoslavia into the intar-
national socialist aconomy,™ meaning, in thc dburocratic thiaves! jargon, that Plto
vas not willing to have Yugoslavia romain an agricultural and raw material adjunct
to Russia.

On March 27, 1948, convinced that strongor mathods must bs used, the Central
Committas of ths CPSU sent 2 latter to tho CC of the C3Y, and this lattor ‘was
also simultansously dispatched to all other members of tha Information Buroau, a
£act of which the CC of tho CPY had not boen informad® according to tho CPY stata-
mont glready roferraed to. The inharant dsceit and conniving naturs of Tito is
shovm in the words just quotod abovas Ha roveals the interesting fact that, up
to that tims, both ho and Stalin had bean officially concealing from their fallow-
partiss the internal conflicts, and Tito sa9s nothing unusual or irragular in thise
The statsmont goos on to says

*In addition a latter from the OC of the CP of Hungary was raccivad through
tho 0C of the OPSU(B)vhich supmortod the attitude of tho CPSU(B) in its
antirety. Similar latters wers roceived by tha CC of the CPY from the »
osther membars of ths Information Buraau oxcept from the French and Italian.®
(Fmnhasis ming=-""7,)
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It is obvious what had hawvened. Stalin avproached his stooges in the
Cominform snd lined them up in a final aeffort to browbeat Titos But, in the coun-
tries where there was not armed control, France and Italy, the nrassure was not
sufficient to immediately curb the nationslist~burocratic apvetites of Thorez and
Togliatti and compsny, whatted by the sight of Tito getting oy with it.

The answor of Tito was swift. Less than a month lator, on April 13, 1948,
n commission wac abpointod by the Politburaau of the GC of the CPY to deal wlth
Stalin's agants in Yugoslavia, Hebrang and Zujovic. It is intorasting to noto
that two of tha mambers of ths old commiesion of April 1946, no munitivo steps
or discinlinary action was takan in r:gard to Zujovic and that Habrang, =although
withdravm from party and ctata work, was novarthelass allowed to hold the vosition
of. presidsnt of the Planning Commission, a burocratic plume What had happanad
in the two yoars that not only demended the oxpulsion of thoss twe man, but thair
Jalling®? %ot uc first ses what wore tho roasons given by tha commisciong Hare
again wa sgo the fundamental kinshin of tha Tito burocrats with the blpody butchors
of .tha Masesy -Purgs -Trigls. VWa arz now tolds

"  that in 1944,.. Hobrang was removod from tho Bosition of secratary

of the CC of ths C™ of Croatia for chauvinict bshavior towards the Scrbs
in Lroatia, for an incorrect wolicy regarding the Peowle's Front, for
An incorreet nolicy towards the masses which wevre under the influence

of the Crod't Peasant Party (HSS) and for blunting the struggle against
the ustashi .(fascist rmrder gangs—~TFH.)” (Bumphasis mine--TFH. ),

L2t ue nenea for a momant right here.

We s2e that two years bofors the inril, 1946, commission Hebrang had- been
diseciolined for chauvinism and for "anaeas1ng“ fascistss This was known to the CC
of tho CPY, but not only @id thoy not expel Hebrang at that tima, but they evan
allowad him to hold an immortant jobe 'No doubt the ssamingly innocuous words "ba-
sides other reasons" in the last paragravh of tho commission's ravort in inril,
1946, was a subtls hint by the Tito burocrats to Hebrang that unlass hs toed the
“1ina ha would suffor. Mors and moroe tha burocratic naturce of the Tito gang be-
comes revaalade-

But this is not -all, Profiting by thd lassons learned in the GPU, Tito sots
about ‘anothar "Moscow® trial., Tha samz documont rscitasg .

that Hobrang, known to the ustashi as a higu official of the C2 was
axchangoed undar titally susnicious circumctances in 1942, which is a2 unique
case in our country* {EmpRdsis mina--TFH.)

The pattern is so familiar. Kot only did Hebrang opposc Tito in the intorost
of Stalin but he must be also mads to apvear as an agent of the bourgcoisie by
implication. The picturc bsocomes commleto vhen 2 few lines farther down we are
informod that Hebrang wvas sabotaging econcmic work, that ho vas hostile to tho
poasants, that hy "attcmmted to carry out.an aconomic pslicy of state capitalisme®

Bithar ths various charges against Hebrang are fabrications, or thay ara truoe
In the latter instanca v sac the svactacle of both Stalin and Tito cynically being
willing to use the filthiest sort of tool, and Tito only discarding and Jsiling a
scoundrel vhon he was no longer of any sarvice and had unequivocally doclared
finally and firmly for a rival gang,
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What about Zujovic? As we have seen, in Avril, 1946, no measures were
adoonted against Zujovice. What wore tho reasons in his case that {n 1948 sent
him out of Tito's party and to Jail? Again we quote from the rewort of the
commission, which was adopted, needless to stata, dby the Politburos

"Sraten Zujovic is an indurate fractionalist from the Gorkic (pradecos~
sor of Tify 1in the St-2linist leadershio -~ TFH) eamp and that Sroten

Zujovic all this time bean waging 2 sacrat strugele agninst the
CPY, against the CC of the CPY, and agninst Comrads Tito." (Emphasis
mins - TFHe)

Then we are given a bill of particulars which is true to the old Stalinist
vattern: that Zujovic was vunishod"by the newly formed CC in the country, headed
by comrade Tito, bacause of his fractionaldst ties with the spy Gorkie," (omph-
asis mine- TFH) that he prdised Gorkic evon in 1940, and thaon, of course, that
ha had acted to break the military coordination in tho fight against tha an-
circlomont (in 1944) that hes had actad as a saboteur and a buroeratl

Wish the “shot while attemnting to ascave” of irzo Yovanovie, tho nrin-
cipal summorter in ths Yugoslav army of the Stalin gang, the Stalin opnosition
sooms to have bagn affactively liqulidated.

Thas whole victure of Titoism raveals mationalism and burocratisme If He-
brang and Zujovic wore troatzd tha way they wore, the statemant of tho Trotsky-
i1sts, quotod in tho »ravious issuz of The Bullatin as to Tito's hands baing red
with tho blood of hundrnads of workors, including Trotskyists, becomss antirely
¢rodible. If wo turn our attention to the so-callad "mass® organs of tho workers
in Yugoslavia, such as trade unions, wa find the same pictura.

The unions devolovad in the nerlod of the birth of canitalism as spontaneous
organizations of the workors to orotect their standard of living, as combin-
ations of workers to withhold their labor powsr as a msans of sacuring & larger
shar: of tho valuc being created by thems Tho principal weapon of the unions is,
therefora, the strike. What function do the unions perform in Tito-ruled Yugo-~
slavia? Light is thrown on this by a report of Edvard KardelJ, dslivered at the
5th Congress of the CPY entitled "Tho Communist Party of Yugoslavia in tho Strug-
gle for New Yugoslavia for Paovle's .authority and for Socialism," an English
translation of which was issuaed at Belgrade in 1948. On vpages 83-89 inclusive,
much is said about the unions. We are told by Tito's*theorstician®™ a graat
deal about tho role of unions in "socialist dbuilding™ that ®they ars the dirset
organizars of the struggls of the working class for inerease of production, for
raising the wroductivity of work." (Ewpbasts mine - TFH.) Wo ars told thats

"the task of ths trads unions uwnder the new conditions is to daveloo tha
new relationshin of the working class and the working masses in goneral
toward work, $o organize socialist commetition and shockworke rational-
ization and immovation, to fight for work discipling, to imorove the
quality of work, to guard the paovles' vrovarty, to strugglo against
damago, against absenteoism, against caraless work and similar things
and to explain to the vorking masses that such a st 1o 18 in their
own intorests, tho interasts of dorking masses in general.” immhasis
mine - TFH.)

Anyone familiar with the Russian burocratic literature on trado unions can
soa the identity of burocratic aims, to use the unions as gngad uv organs for the
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economic enhancement of the dburocracy and as an instrument to deceive and mis~
lead the workers into believing that all this Stakhanovism is in their own inter-
asts. That this is true is shown both by what is in the revort and by what is
omitted. What is not in the ravort 1s the slightest reference to the right t>
strike. In fact ths burocracy 18 go fearful and so caraful in that respect

that thay hav: evan left out ar iforences to the CPY leadershin of strikes in
the period befora 19458 4nothes st important omission is any referonce to
“rorkers! control of wroductione* But, on this vory important porint, tha ro-
port doas have somathing very negative and dacisive t- says

“The trade unions must fight for correct working of the onterprise,

for the abolishmant of all shorteomings which obstruct the production
vrocess and fulfillment of nlans. They camnot, of coursga, directly in-
terfors in the business of the managemant of ths entervrise, which 1is
responsible for the vork of the antorpriss, but it is their duty to
voint out t3> it all shorteomings vhich obstruct production, and to help
it in thoir adolishmant.® (Pagas 85 and 86—Emvhasis mine - TFHe)

Our examination of the Tito internal structurs has shorm the same nation-
alism and burocratism charatterizing its Russian parent. In one respect, at
least, Titoism has jumned full fledged into the zonith of Stalinism, the cult
of the leadar. All tha rannrts nf the &th Aonrress (and these are official,
not ths vork '5f hostile renorters) are filled with constant interjections of
"Pito-Tito-Tito~Hero" in the sickening style made infamous by the Stalinist
lackoyse The resolutioms we have cited contain numerous refarences to the
crite of disagreeing with or railing at "comrade Tito." From all this we can
see that the statement in the Trotskyist MILITANT of July 19, 1948, was 1004
corracts

Tito and 3talin want the workers to choose betwsen them--—-Regardlass
of what Tito and 3talin want, the workers will surgly reject this trad
of chocsing betwaen tha type of gold braid worn in Belgrade as against
the tyve 5talin orefere 1p the Kremline®

- All thz2 more contemotibla then becomes the effort of the Trotsky leader-
ship to paint th2 Balgrade swindlers and exploriters of the working class as po~
tential revolutionists [recorded in the Nove-Decs 1949 issue of Tho Bulletin.)

But the falsification of the role of Tito on the internal Yugoslavian scena,
tha pulling of groping workers into the Tito trap as an alternative to Staliniem
on the national scale, is still not the worst crime of the Trotsky burocratss
Yugoslavia ddes n>t exist in a vacuume 1It is today playing a most lmmortant
role in tha sphera of the conflict batween Russia and canitalisms In order t>
understand the Titc $map fully in this most immortant sphara, we shall have ts
lock nct only at current history, but also briefly to-rcview the paste

The first thing that strikes the analyst cf the Yugoslav scene is that Tito
camg tc vower as the result of a .deals With the fallure of the Nazl spearhzad
of imvwerialism to crush 8talin, a revision of the imperialist vlans became nec-
essarye Stalin had to be srads t- avmear as the new Hitler if an ideol»gical base
wags to be laid for an all-out attack by capitalism on the now sconomic form under
Stalin's controle In order to bulld up Stalin as the aggressor various territories
2@ marned cver to him, including Yugoslavia. In the Nov-Dac. 1946 1ssuc of
The Bulletin wa have shotn juat how this was dona in tha case of Yugoslavias Suf-



fice it to say that Tito came to power as the rgsult of a deal by which the Wes-
toarn capitalists allowed the Yugoslav capitalist state to be dissolved, and

even gold their man, lihallosvich, down the river and to death, so that 3talin,
then represented by Tito, might be made to appear as the "mew agressor* who must
be stoppeds At the time it seems cortain that the bourgeoisie did not count on
any "Titoist® development. .nd it is unquestioned that it came as a complete
surprise to Stalin who certainly would not have withdrawn his Russlan troops

if he had even imaginegd the future developments. From all the available docu-
ments it is most likely that not even Tito and Comvany had any idea of their
future rolee

But, as we have sgon, the conflict did ariss and comg out into the open, tha
bourgecisie saw the literally tremendous consequences of Titoism for Stalin and
proceeded to exploit the situation to the full. Oredits were oxtended to Tit> by
the -USA, by Great Britain, by the Intermational Bank, Yugoslavia was givon a
seat on the Sacurity Council of the UN. At tho same timo Stalin was raging in
evary issu2 of the Cominform organ and, on the occasion of the 70th birthday cel-
ebration of Stalin, Molotov bluntly stated that the days of Tito were numbereds.
Yugoslavia thus becomes one of the focal niints of conflict in the cold ware. 1In
this position what is the line of the Tito burocrats, the potential "mobiliza-
tion point for this mass of revolutionary workers® according to the Onen letter
of the Tourth International to the "comrades®of the C°Y? N> more authoritativa
source for an answar could bz given than Edvard Kardelj, Vice Premior of Yugo-
slavia and its Minister of Foraign Affairs. On December 29, 1948, hs delivered
an address to the Yugoslav Federal .ssembly, which was translated into English
in Belgrade in 1949 under the title "Yugoslavia's Forcign Policy.® Bafors look-
Ing at this, let us recall the Trotskyist prognoses given in tha Onen Lettar. In
that document, ovublished in full in the .ugust 1948 number of the Fourth Inter~
natiomal, the Protsky leadership, addrassing the Tito burocrats as *Comradas"
says that they have three roads bafore them.

#The first road--to maintain a comolete monolithic unity with the molicles
and 1deology of the Russian Communist Party.

Of course this was so much rhetoric. Cannon and Company well knew that Tito
would be merely sticking his head into a literal noose by the so-called "first
roads" If the "first road™ was abstract-academic, what are we to think of the
wthird road" addressed to the Belgrade. nationalist burocrats?

#The third road--socialist revolution--class struggle--Soviet democracy--
workers and peasants militia--complete sovereignty of the factory eom-
mitteas—-genuine workers' control of production.®

But it is the “second road" in which we are particularly interested in view
of the actual develonments. In the Oven Lettar, the Cannon-Trotsky leaders thus
defined the "“second roadsg"

wA seocond road will certainly ba suggestod, consisting essontially of reo-
tiring into Yugoslavia, rapzlling the attacks and the eventual violenca
and provocations of the Cominform and its agents, and attempting to build
'Socialism*in your own country, while constuding trade rolations with the
nn—ors 2f ™astorn Burong me vell as with those of the immerialist West.
Wo will not conceal from you, Comradss, that we consider thga sccond road
Just as pernicious as the first.™ (Emphasls mine--TFH.)




Now let us return to the revort of Kardelj and see which of the "throe
roads® was followed by the Tito gang, Cannon's new "comrades." On vage 5, Kaf-
delj starts out with th2 Stalinist thesisy

® The second world war has proved that states with differont social
systems cand cooperate even in war to say nothing »f peace. Hence,

tha task of tho allies who won the war under the slogan, among othar
things, of struggle for the elimination of aggression, for peace and
democracy, was to do everything after the wvar to establish a firm

peaco and such a mode of international political and economic cooperation
as would Indeed ensure such a peace. It was for this purposs that tha
United Nations Organization was founded." (Emphasis mine--TFH.)

already it begins t> look as if "the mobilization psint for the ravolution-
ary workars® is going to be the Ur$ 3But Cannon's “comrado® Kardelj goes still
further along the "saccond roade" Confronted with inoitement by the Cominform on
the one hand and the ultimate impossibility of peaceful cohabitation with cap~
italism on the other hand (since their power rests on the exvropriation of the
Yugoslav bourgeoisie) the Belgrade burocrats, speaking through Kardelj, indie-
ated the following lineg

"To fight for the consnslidation of the ¥, for the defenss cf the basic
principles which are formilated in the Charter of the United Nations (P. 10)

"To ficht for tha aholition nf avarv dAigorimination in aconomic cnomara-
tion and for the organization of economic ald to countries which necd such
aid on tho basis of the Chartaor's vrinciples and through the UN (Emphasis
mine-~TFH.) and undér conditions which would not ancroach on the aconomic
and vwolitical indevpendence of countries. (P. 11)

*2% fight for the nprincivle of non-intarferance in tha intarnal affairs
of other countrics, for their indepepdencs and for the vrinciples of
equality and sovereignty.”? (P. 1ll.)

As Kardelj himself stated on vage 11, these arz among the guiding nrinciplas
of tho work of forcigh affairs of the Yugoslav governmont. This report was mado
in December 1948, a faw months aftor the ovon break with the Cominforme In this
report Kardelj took a purely Stalinist position on the questions of Germany,
Korea, Greaece. In the matter of Carinthia he deliberately lied, concoaling tha
rola of Staling

“Tha most important question in our relations with asustria, the question
of thae Slovene Carinthia, is still not solved. .t all the conforencaes

of the big four powers held so far on eustria, in London and Moscow in
1947 and at this yoar's c-nfarence in London, we persistently brought

out and explained cur views and the just claims of tha Carinthian Slovenes
whercein we always mot with the full understanding and support of the
Soviet Union." (BEmphasis ming—-TFH.)

But after the aconsmic blockade by the Stalinist satellites, the provoca-
tions, the border incidents, and the growing "“western orientation” the Tito buro-
arats began to let out a little of tha truth, thoreby unvittingly revealing their
own deceit and verfidy. On September 1, 1949, the "Yugoslav Fortnightly™ vubw
lishad in English in Balgrade and circulatad in the U3. by Tanjug, carriasd a
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note of the Yugoslav Government of jugust 20, 1949, to tha Soviat Govermment. It
will be notaed that in the quotation above from Kardelj's remort, he statos that
as late as 1948 "wo always met with the full undarstanding and supnort of the
Soviet Union" with reference to Carinthia. Now let us turn to the note of

August 20, 1949, This shows that Kardelj was aware at the time of his report

on December 29, 1948 of the following lattar sent by Stalin in May 1945 t> Chan-
callsr Rennsr -of justrias

®*70 his Excelloncy
Stato Chamcallor of .ustria

Mr. Rennars

I thank you highly, astasmed comrado, for your mes-
sago of .\pril 1%.

Do not doudbt that your concern for the indopandanca,
integrity (the Russian word used was *tselotnest!--Yugoslav note inter-
vellation) and progress of .ustria is also my conesrne Any aid vhich
austrias may nead I am raady to offer to you to the extent of my power
and possibilities. Please excusa this belatad reply.

(Signod) Stalin®

Tho text of the yugoslave note of sugust 20, 1949 not only shows that Kar-
delj was familiar with this letter shortly after its writing (it was obtained on
the request of the Yugoslav anbassador to Moscow) but that he considered it fav-
ored lustria as against Yugoslavia on the question of Carinthia, and that he took
this hostile attitude of Russia into account at least by April 1947, in suggest-
ing 2 comoromigse. 3But 2 year and a half later he could got uv calmly in 3Bel-
grade and lie to those of his fellow burocrats (the lasser fry) not "in the kmow"
and have his lies circulated at least in English, and we certainly praesume in gpany
other languages.

and this is one of tho “comrades” of Cannon and C3., who is going to sarve as
a potential mobilization point for the revolutionary workarsd

Nore and more the Tito burocracy becomes objectively an aid to the war plans
of imperialism at the same time that, in Yugoslavia and out, it puts into pras-
tice everything of Stalinism except Russian domination. But the vary existoncas
of Tito reprosents a constant menace to Stalin. The Iolotovs and othors cannot
koev on reneating tho story of Tito's days being numbarad without either pracoad~-
Ing to action or making thomsalvas ridiculous and Tit» thoreby more powerful.

The example of Tito is contagious, it 1is already shaking the Stalin systeme. The
monace Of a Chinese Tito hangs over the Kremlin like a nightmaras. airmed force
may ultimately settle the question of Stalin and PTits. In such a conflict the
workors of the world have nothing to echoose. To advocate that the Yugoslav and

other workers should die for Tito as against Stalin is worse than ridiculous, it
is criminal,
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But it is precisely this crime that is committed not only by Cannon .
but by the Shachtmanites. In Labor iction, organ of the Shachtman Trotskyites,
the Indenondant Socislist League, in the issus of Sentomber 12, 1949, wz find the
- following veiled promise t5 linc up the workors bsohind Tito to fight for his
“right" to exploit the Yugoislav massass

“T> support Tit> as against Moscow's drive to crush Yugoslavhational inde~
pendence is onoe thing. T5 whitewash him 1s anothor. Independsnt Social=-
ists were quite willing to give military supvort aven to a hangman like
Chiang-kai-chek as against Japan's pre-World-Wer II assaults on China's
national indepondencce But wa are not preparsd to gild totalitarian
dictators mercly because of a new line-up in the imperialist ¢>1d war.®

Shachtman is all for supvort, but wants this pill made palatablo by simoe
nyisy criticism.

Lat us now return t> the Open Letter of the Trotsky Fourth International to
1te Yugoslav Wcomrades,™ the CPY »f Tito, Kardelj and Co. We recall that the
Trotsky leaders spcke of the second raad, >r "Socialism in one country* which
Tito is clearly following, and which he has to follow, as being as "pernicious®
as the road of complete subjection to Stalines But thay sent this open letter
eighteen months agd. To this date, despite the fact that mora and more workers
are baeing dravn into the Tito traw of war, of surrender to both canitalism and
Stalinism, the Trotsky lsaders have not retraeted one word, have not, by a single
line, nointed out the "second road® have kent silent when they have not openly
aided Tito. Of these leaders, who have been in the cortege of Stalin, Chiang~
kal-chek, the immerialist resistance movements, we exnect nothing else. But a
grave responsibility devolves uvon the honest rank-and-file of the Trotsky wor-
kers. In the vanguard of those workers who have subjectively broken with Stalin,
it is up to them to cease giving support to the Tito trap. They whould now
start a camvaign to drive out the Cannons, Shachtmans and others who vroposse to
supnort the nationalist-burocrat Tito against the nationalist-burocrat Staline.
They should join with us of the WERP in carrying to the workers wharever possible
the true story of the Stalin-Trotsky-Tito molitics and im posing againgt these
anti-proletarian movements a single World Democratic W-rkers'! State. In the US)\,
where there are large masses of Yugoslav workers, the =imosure of the real nature
of the Tito tran would not only protect the workers immediately approached but
would also have consequences in Yugoslavia. But the firat step for the Trotsky
workers is to learn the truth themselves, not only about Tito, but about the pro-
tectors of Tito, Cannon, Shachtman and Co.

In conclusion the writer subtmits the following summary on his own behalf
since not all >f the members >f the WLRP may agree with the conclusions in point
three >f this 1ast paragraph. I balieve that the lassons of the Tito events
are the followings

1. That wherever a Comintern “oarty" leadership gets control of the state and
the soonomy, and without the presence of Russian armed forces, there exists the
basis for and the probability of Zitoism.
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2. Phat this Titoism 1s the exvression of the demand of the local nation~
alist=burocratic forces to rule osver and exploit *their” workers and peasants
without having to divide -up with the Xremlin.

3« That there 18 an immediate prospect of Titoism in China and that the
bourgeoisie is banking unon that contingency.

4. That it bacomes an urgent task of the WIRP t3 oxpose this trap among
as broad circles as possible.

Thomas F. Harden

Fabruary, 1950.
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THE BRITISH GENFRsT. ELECTION

T.ue rasu.t of the receut election iu oritaiu has shown that the country is
almost equally divided between the Conservative and Labour Parties. This is a
reflection of the fact that they are both canitalist parties and as £ar as their
policies ~rz concarnad, the vast majority of tha p2ovle psrceivae no imwortant
diffarancae batwaesn thome A similar situation arises to that which axists in the
UsSeie where the capitalists divide the electorats batwa:n the Dimoeratic and
Ravublican parties. On foreign wolicy both Consarvative and Labour vpoliticians
are for th2 Marshall Plan and th? continuation of the cold war. Consoquantly
the whole nlaction vms swung around the qunrstion of homa volicy. In the main
thn ~lnctorata took sides on the basis of tha false slogans of for or 2grinst
nationalisation.

Fationalisation of dacropit industry is in the intarast of British capital-
ism ac = whdila. Consarvative oronaganda against nationalization sarvas a two-
£-1d purposs. PFirstly by m2king 2 disturbance 5f the iscue thay hoon~ to sacurn
graantar commangation for the ovhers »f undartakings schzduled for possibla nation-
aligatione. S~condly this anti-nationalisation vrovaganda serves the intarests
of the Labour capitalist ..ttlees and Bevans. It servas to mislead large sections
of workers into believing that nnationalisation is a measure vhich tha canitalists
are very much against and that consaquently the nationalisation measures of the
Labourites must b> in the intcrests of the workars. It was largely on this
"issus" of nationalisation counlad with all the usual copitalist alactinmn henew
that the eloction took plac~e The major woroblem econfronting tho psoplas of the
world, tha oroblem of world war--withrRussia and the UsSess 25 the main contesting
f£orens in an atomic conflict--was noat an issua in tha elactisne B35th th? Labour
Party and the Consarvatives are linad up b~hind the Atlantic Pact with the UsSeie
against Russia.

Tho small mjority giinad by the Labour Party makas tho vosition »f admin-
istrati-n untonqbla for any considarable »arinde Thn hugn psll of 84% >f th-
alagtorate shows th2 fa2ar »f the nme- ola in thr faez »f imoonding wmar or slump -
an avakaning »f nclitical eonseinusnass »f large sacti-ns ~f th» vonulati-n vas
acc-mmani~d by the fact that the -nly chrienr bafore tha pve-ole was 3 yrtn f£or
ong of tha thras cupitulist puartivs (leve dwoour, Cousorvative or didsral) or a
vnte for Stalinism rewresontzd by the British Communist Party.

The Stalinists and tho clectione

The British Ge®e nut forwvard 102 gandidatgs ~ut -»f a v-ssible 625. It did
not gnin a singls seat and lost the tws that it had giinad in 1945. Its ropro-
santati~n in parliament is n~w nil and m~st ~f its felleow travallers have also
boen sliminatede Is this t~ b2 c¢-nsidarad a dafzat £or Stalinism? It 1s possible
that the C.Pe laadars asxpacted bettar electi-n rasults but it is a certainty
that thay did not 2xpect t~ gain anything like 100 seats. Their purpise was ts
uses tha eclacti-n for pronaganda purn-szs and as far as voyssiblo to ombarrass the
Labour machine. The British C.P. avplied an advanced worker nriantati-n -—-ra-
garding the L.Ps as advanczd vinrkerse Thoir provaganda was anti-Lab~ur in emph-
asis and the C-nsaervativas racceivod only the tail ond of their attacke
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The 3talinist alection tactics wers based for nroragaznda nurnosas mainly
upon criticism of TLabour Government resnonsibility for “shooting unarmed natives
in Malay" and unon a2 strong urging of all round wage increases to raise the pur-
chasing nower of the workers and 8o create a demand for great nroductivity. The
Stalinists demandad the anding of Britains economic ties with U.Se imperialism
and the establishing in its stead of trade agreements with Russia and the so-
called "Pecvla's Democracies® of Eastaern Eurove--and the new Chinese Govarnmente.
They called for an ending of the warmongering policies of UeSe and British pol-
iticians in ths interasts of "world veaca."

The Communist hecklers were mainly at Labour mestings. The C.™. contested
seats vhere the Le@« would 1282 more by their intarvention. an examole is Bex-
ley Haath, Londor, where the conservative majority over Labour was 133, and the
Stalirnist mads 481 votes. If thas 3talinist had not enterad this would have con-
sequently bean 2 Labaur gain.

These figures prove that the intervsntion of tha $talinist candidate taok
-anough votes from the Lrbourite to ensurs 2 consarvativs victory. In Glasgow
constituencies where the Comservatives giined small majorities nvar the Labcurites,
they were assisted by ths Stalinists® intervention. The figures fillows

Govans Conservative majority over Labcur, 373; Communist vote 1,547
Shivley: Ccnsarvative majority, 8l; Commmnist vote 237.
Scotstown: Conservative majority, 279; Communist vote 1,088.

These figurss are quotad in the larch issue of the union magazine of tha
Transvwort and General Werkers Union, in an article by Arthur Deaken, gen»ral sac-~
retary of the union.

This Stalinist vwolicy was obviously directed not only at winning suwnortars
for the C.®, from the L.™e, but was aimsd at a vossible Conservativa victory.
This would mean the onen rule of the right wing saection of 3ritish Copitalism
where the class struggle would orobably take sharver forms than under a Labour
administration. That the St2linists hove to make gnins in such a situation is
obvious from their strong urging of strike action in suwnort of the engineers'
claim of wage increase.

The Trctskyites and the elsction.

The official argan of American Trotskyism WIHE MILITANT® gave prominance in
its 1ssue of 6th Febe 1550 to "Why Revolutionary Sccialists favour victory of
British Labor Party.® This remarkable articla by Paul 3. Stevens starts off from
the corract oremise that the British Labour Party acts essentially in the interast
of British capitalism. Does the author deduce from this that the British Labour
Party acts against the interests of the British workers? On the contrary, he
asserts that the victory of the L.P. is of importance to the worksrs.

wPor ravolutionary socizalists, for class-conscious vorkers, it is clear
that the British Labor Party government has acted essentially in the
interasts of tha capitalists during the four and a half years it has
baen in powsr. Nevertheless, the world as well as the domestic rela-
tionship of forces randers the victory of this varty in the coming
elactions immortant for workers everywhera."
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The article continues with a list of the "achievements® of the Labour govern-
ment during its term of office 1945-1950. 1t refers to social security measurws
and the national health scheme but is forced to admit that such measures are com-
rmon to capitalist govarnments. In fact the article states that even as far as
nationalisation is concsarned--orly decrapit industriss have been nationalised
with large scale comnensation to the former cwners and without the slightest vas-
tige of workers' control. The article admits that 2ven the granting of indenen-
dence to Indig, Burma and Ceylon are concessions fcrced from the weakened British
irmmerialism by,?ising tide of the asiatic masses. In the international arena
the Labour Government has carried on the nclicy of Churchill. In snite of this

record of administering gaditalism sc well in ths interests of the cavitalists

it is the opinion of "TVZ MILITANT® that the Conservative Party is waging a life
and death struggls against the Labour Party in order that the right wing of Brit-
ish capitalism can take over the reins of office. 1In actual fact the 3ritish

capitalist class have implicit faith in their Lsbour arm ts lead the workers awa
from revolutionary action. Only when this fails will the right be negeded. v

The Socialist OQutlooke

This British "lzft"™ Labour paner is quoted by Johh G. Wright in his article
in "TFE MILIT.UT" at lensth. This affection is understandable when we realise that
the 3British Trotskyits Revolutionary Communist Party dissolvad last year and en-
tered the Tahonr Partw and that i{ts rnllying noint in the Laobour mevaement is the
"30CI..LIST OUTLOOK" with its resmactable fromt of a counls of M.Pe's of the 1545-50
Parliament. "THE MILIT.NT™ article quotes the "30CI..LIST OUTLOOK" as follows:

“If the Tories win it will be =2 defeat for the internaticnal working
class. Reaction throughout the world will be encouragzd. Our own move-
ment will be forced into a rearguard action to dafond itsalf from ths
capitalist attacks which will insevitably follow. « « &

*If Labour is returnad to office, then the ¥alunble exnarignce of the last
four years will bs oontinuzd. The fallacy of trying to make capitalism
work will b2come mor: and more apparaent to the organised workers. The
demand for 2 more socialist wolicy will be irresistible. The vossibility
will oven un for the transformation of the Party into a mowerful instru-
ment of socizl change--the idezl of those vho pionesrsd the movement.

"For this possibility to bzacome fact it is necessary to rout the Tories
at tha general election. That is our first and most urgent task."

In the oninion of ths "S0CIALIST OUTLOCK® 2 win for the Tories is a defasat
sr the intarnational working class a2nd to prevent this the sclution is to nut
intc pover the caaally canmitalist Lobour Party. This ling flows logically from
tha cid RC™ lina of putting Lodour ints wower, vharadby the worikers will have a
fras dsmonstratisn of its ranctionary volicy and will thon purn to the Trotswy-
itas., In ths monniime thay just hav: to earry on suffaringe The vrimary task of
the British Trotsi; worizers Lo thus to uss un their encregy ir rallying round tha
Labsur Party, or, ac "TUE JILIT.ND® nuts itz



"No doubt, class-conscious workers in 3ritain will for these reasons rally
behind the Labor Party, desvite its racord, just as the canitalists
--rally behind the Tories." (Ibid.)

The WeL.RePe and th: elsction.

British membars of the We%.RePe vwhen discussing tha election with the wor-
kers point out that a vote for either Labour or Conservativs parties is 2 vote
for canitalism. A vote for tha C.% is 2 vota for Stalin. 7This election pro-
vides no alternative. The task of creating the third force is the work of the
WeLsZeP.

~ Class conscious workers realise that in the struggls to overcome éapitalism
and estatlish the classless socisty they hava to overcome tremendous obstacles.
Chief of thesé immadiments is the fact that the working class movement is not
frea, and has never been free, from the obstacles of naticnalism and burocracy
amd opnortunism with which the raactionary leadershiv have always =2nd consist-
antly led them avay from 2 revolutionary vwolicy. The VieLeRsPe 2lona moints tha
vay to the building of the world narty of workers revolution.

arthur Priest

England. Iarech, 1959.
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THE POLITICAL BACKGROUND FOR THE
DISSOLUYION OF THE BRITISH TROTSKYTILS

The Revolutionary Communist Party of Great Britain, (Trots?yites) carrying
out a decision adopted at a special National Conference on June L4/6, 19L9, have
formally dissolved their organization and entered the British Labour Party @s
individuals, This act provides the culmination of a long series of ideological
manipulations and organizational maneuvers evolved over a period of many years,
For a proper understanding of the perspectives now facing the advanced anti-
Stalinist workers in Britain, the role of the Labour Party and the relation of
the Trotskyites to it has to be evaluated.

' To most advanced workers, the evaluation and role of the Labour Party is
well known. As British capitalism developed and gradually broadened the democrate
ic cover of its class dictatorship, it bribed the upper section of the proletariat,
which then formed its organization to protect its intérests, As the interests of
this stratum of the proletariat are inextricably bound to that of the capitalist
class, this organization (Labour Party) acts as an agency of the ruling class
within the ranks of the workers. It puts a brake on the siruggle of the workers
and diverts’'the latter from their real historic task- the overthrow of canitalisme
and channels their energy toward the task of extorting increasing bribes from the
capitaiists for the benefit of the aristocracy of labour, The Labour leaders act
in a-‘thousand ways to transmit canitalist ideology into the minds of the workers,

A thile the interests of the Labour Party leadership are in conflict with the
mass of the iorkers, it has succeeded in gaining the leadership of these very vor-
kers, This has been accomplished by an outward expressed nolicy of loyal opposi-
tion to the British capitalists and by nutting across the idea that the Labour
Party program, if implemented by state power, would eventually lead to Socialism,
The British capitalists lend a hand in this game by publicly pretending that these
Labour leaders represent an actual threat to capitalism. In truth, as the British
imperialists fully understand, the real policy of the British Labour Party leader-
ship is loyalty to the British capitalist system in deeds and a few meaningless
oppositional gestures in words.

To carry out its function, the Labour Party leadership is compelled to
"sub-contract out" nart of its work, That is, it is obliged to allow within its
ranks a left wing which acts as a loyal opposition to the Labour Farty, criticsl
in words, loyal in deeds, It ties back to the Labour Party those workers who are
moving or starting to move- or even those who show signs of starting to move~ out
of the orbit of the ideology of the aristocracy of labour towards a revolutionary
proletarian positione

The economic interests of the Stalinist bureaucracy are politically repre-
sented by the C.P.S.Us, by the Stalin~led organizations in the satellite states
and in the capitalist countries. These latter collect around them sincere workers
and petty bourgeois. elements who are attracted .by the glamour of the Russian Rev-
olution and by the falsehood that Socialism is being built in Russia, But the
Stalinist organizatiohs themselves throw up loyal oppositions varying in size and
political importance, The e8sentially nro-Stalin character of these oppositions
are determined by some point of atitachment to Stalinist politics in its historical
development in Russia,

One effective means among others used by the Stalin system to mislead the
workers.is to distort the role of Social Democracy, which in Britain is renresented
by the Labour Party. In its left swing, the Stalin leaders identify the Labour
leaders with fascism, whereas in its right swing, it calls for unity w1th_th§~
Labourites whom it then characterizes as a progrgssive forc?. After tEe w@l_
ultra-left zigzag of 1928-32 culminated in the victory of Hitler, the Stalinists
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very cautiously began a swing to the right beginning with a godgst proposal
for a political non~aggression pact with the Social Democracy in larch 1933,

The swing developed gradually until the Stalinisis began to opeu&y support the
policies and leaders of unashamed pro-capitalist organizatiorse “@ith pro-Rightist
poison being dimmed into their ears day in and day out, the British workers were
given a completely distorted perspective of the role of the Labourites and the
aims of the British Labour Party. Within this general context, it would be en=
lightening to study the activities of the British Trotskyites in this comnectione.

The Revolutionary Communist Party of Great Britain was the result of a
combination between the Viorkers International Leaguc and the Revolutionary So-
cialist League, which in turn developed as a product of a number of complex
fusions of various groups. For one thing, the rightist pro-Labour Party ideo=-
logy poisoned this combination from its foundations as can be seen from the
evolution of a bewildering number of mutually contradictory positionse

The masses of the organized workers believe that the Labour Party, in
power through a pariiamentary majority, can improve their standard of livinge.
Some of them believe it can {(but won't5 bring Socialism, Some of them believe
it can (and will) bring Socialism. For a variety of reasons a large proportion
(today a majority) of the masses support the Labour Party, This shows that the
Labour Party is doing its job efficiently and that the Labour Party leadership
is correcctly carrying its task of tying back to the capitalist ideology those
workers who are starting to move to the left.

liany workersbegin to sec the truth of this and start to move away from
support of the Labour Party, It is possible to tie them back to the Labour
Party by telling them:

1. It is a working class party but it has a wrong program which can and must
be changed, or

2+ It is a working class narty which somehow has gotten itself a bad lcader-
ship which can and must be changed, or

3. It is a working class party with a good programme which its leaders do
not intend to carry out., This can only be proved by supporting the Party into
power, and so giving the leaders a chance to carry out this good nrogramme, or

ke It is a working class party with a good programme which cannot be fulfilled
under capitalism so we must support it into power so that this fact will be
proved to the masses whercuponess the leaders will change to anti-capitalism

Se ditto «es the lecadership will be changed

6o ditto ses the masses will leave the Labour Party

7. It is a working class party with a bad programme (or lcadership) which
must be proven by supporting the L.Ps into powers (Fthereupon the workers will
then change the programme or the leaders, thus turning the L.P, into a Socialist
party or they will leave the L.P. and, of course, join the loyal op—~osition which
is putting forward this line,)

8« It is not a working class party so we must support it into power in order
that it may prove this by its actions to the wrkers who will then leave it or
change it.

9. 1t is not a workinz class party and we nust prove this by demanding (§)
that 1t carry out measures for the benefit of the working class. VThen it re-
{uses @z do this, - or to say it will do this- then the workers will change or

eave 1l
10s +ee SOme variety or combination of the above,

Now a sincere but confused individual might honestly put forward any of
the above lines. But anyone that put forward two or three.ss or all! ... of
these lines would obviously not be an honest individual. The Labour Party cannot
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be both a m rty representing the historic interests of the proletariat and one
representing the interests of their oppressors, the capltallst class, It can-
not have a Socialist program which the leaders do not intend to carry out and
have an anti-working class policye. If its leaders are agents of the capitalist
class then they must carry out a capitalist policy and no amount gf pressure or
demanding can make them carry out an anti-capitalist policys Ir 1? is a capi-
talist party with capitalist leacders carrying out a capitalist policy, then the
task of workers must be to oppose it and not supnort it.

Finally, if it is an intrinsic, unalterable capitalist agency, then it
is only deception of the masses to advocate that it adopt a socialist policy.
Indeed, if it is an agency of the capitalist class acting within the ranks of
the workers, then it is our task to denounce every policy it adopts, For the
more to the left its policy, the more it is leaning leftwards in order to drag
the workers back into the orbit of the ideology of its capitalist masters,

But it is not the task of this article to argue arainst any one of the
many lines put forward by the Trotskyists on this question, but instead to de-
monstrate the subjective, conscious dishonesty of the Trotskyist bureau which
puts forward the varicty of self-contradictory lines that are intended only to
tie back to the Labour Party machine the workers who are leaving it for whatever
reason,

Al1 quotations are from the Socialist Apneal (which before its Vol. 3 Noa
9 issue of June 1941 was called Youth For oocialism, and from 1942 called itself
Organ of the Workers International League, Fourth International, and from its
Vol. 5 No, 20 issue of April 19LL, called itsclf Organ of the Revolutionary Com~
munist Party, British scction of the Fourth International,)

In Liay 1941 the Trotskyist paper after criticising the present policy of
the Labour Party leaders says:

"The workers rust force the Labour leaders to break with the treacherous
ruling classS...Only thc working class...can push the Labour leaders into
power or completely exposc their impotences The failure of the Labour
leaders to respond to this -demand of the workers will rcveal the hollowness
of their claim to represernt their interests,..Labour to Power on the fol-
lowing Programmd (here follow six slogans, including 'Granting freedom to
India and the Colonies!!','Nationalization without compensation of arms
industries, banks, mines and railways', *'Control of production by workersf®,
atey = C’P‘SI) (Poh)

This suggests that the Labour lecaders, at that time allied in governmental
. coalition with the tories, werc at that time carrying out a policy not in the
interests of the workers, but it mIght be possible for the worlers "by mobilizing
their forces, to push the Labour lcaders to power...! on a working class program
say the Trotskyites, In other words, the Labour leaders are betrayers and liars,
paralyzing the working class, but they can be pushed into power on a socialist
programme if the workers mobilize their forces, The following month, after the
usual criticism, the linc of a breach between the’ Labour leaders (agents of
capitalism!) and the capitalisis is put forward and "If the Labour leaders arc
sincere this is the only road which they can take..eLabour to Power on the
following programme..." (p.l4)s The slogans are the same as above, extended to
seven, thec new one being establishment of army officers training camps controlled
by the trade unionss The Trotskyites here give the impression that the Labour
leaders are sincere but mistaken in their -viewpoint, Incidentally the last of
the Trotskyite demands in.cach case is for ®A socialist apneal to the workers of
Germany and Europe for the socialist strugrle against Hitler," and without further
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i fication the article herc ends: "Only workers power and Socialism can
??g%tf§;2cism in all its forms." This suggests to the readers of the Social~-
ist Appeal, that if the labour leaders are sincere and so decide to "bre
With Ege Torics and take power on the above seven demandsesethat they (the
Labour agents of capitalism) will be operating Socialism and that that would
be workers controll

Within a few months the Trotskyists had found for themsclves a programme
and from Autumn 1941 onwards the Socialisth§ggg§; published more or less regu~
larly a column which went something like s as per issue of November 1941 pel:

WThe Socialist Appeal continues Lenin's policy:
#in end to the coalition with the bosscs, Labour and Trade Union leaders
must broak with the capitalist govermnment and wage a campaign for novier on
the following vrogramme:
1) Dispatch of arms to the USSR under Trazde Union and factory committee cons
trol.
2) Nationalization (as quoted above=C.P.S.)
3) Confiscation of all war profit- all company books to be open for Trade
Union inspection
l}) Workers control of industry. (As above=CePeSe)

Equal distribution of food ctc, under control of committess of housewives,
small shopkeepers, workcrs.
6) Sliding scale of wages with guaranteed minimum
7) Repeal of anti-working class legislation, i
8; Clear out pro-fascist officers, Election of officers by rank and file
(as above~C.P.S.)
9) Military academics under Trade Union control (as above.)
10) Arming of workers under control of committces of workers clected in
factories and strects against danger of invasion or Potainism. (As above~C.P.S.)
11; Frcedom for India, Ireland, etc. (As above=C.PeSe) S
12) A Socialist Appeal to the workers of Germany and Europe on the basis of
this programme to join the Socialist struggle against Hitler for the Social-
ist United States of Zuropc. (As above~CePeSe)

The Trotskyite policy is quite cleare The leaders of the Labour Party
arc capablc of breaking with the capitalists, and of taking power (in parliament?)
on a programme which, according to point 12 in the forcgoing, is a socialist oncs
In other words, there is nothing to prevent the Labour Party from becoming a
Socialist Party or the Labour lcaders from becoming revolutionists} Incidental-
1y, it might be noted that the programme itself is a hash of slogans bundled to-
gether in a manner intended to attract workers from all varicties of the politi-
cal compass without regard to lopgic or dialecticse Point No. 1 urges that the
workers scnd arms to the treacherocus anti-working class Stalinist burcaucrats,
Points No. 2, 5, 8, 11, and 12 are only possible at the peak point of a rcvolu~
tionary period, all of which signify the end of the capitalist systems Points
No., 9, and 10 are first possible in a period of disintegration of capitalist rule
Just before the nrolctarian revolution, Point No., 3 asks for the confiscation of
the profits and the opening of the books of companicss.. vhich have already been
nationalized under Point No. 2} Then therc are Points 6 and 7 which are impos=-
sible under capitalism and ncedless after capitalism has been overthrovm, Point
No. 14 is a trap which can be found cxposed in the very samc issuc of the Social-
ist Appeal wherc it is pronosedl -

The Workers Control called for in Point No, L is a traditional slogan of
the Lenin, Stalin, Trotsky tendency. Trotsky calls it a transitional demand that
leads to the taking over of industry by the vorkerse The RCP, at this writing,
poses it as a slogan of dual powcre The entirc tendency has always put "iorkers:
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Control" as something involving to onc extent or another the taking of power out
of the hands of the capitalists. In any casc, this has been ealled by them con-
tinuously as a "revolutionary demands" In their issue for June 1941, the edi-
torial states:

",,.the solution (being) in the control being taken out of the hands of the
bourgeoisic and vested in the hands of those who can run industry eff}c1cnt1y
and in the intorests of the community- the working classe" (p. 2, my Emp.-C.P.S.

In tho same issue of the Socialist Apneal which calls for workers control
of industry as part of the Socialis¥ programme to be operated by the Labour lcad-
ers, the Trotsky leadership gives an cxample of what they mean by lorkers Control.
In a lengthy article they discuss how the workers in a (capitalist) state armam
ments factory in the midlands had agreed to incrcase the production (of arms!)
by working harder and by re-arranging machincry, schodules, etc., providing part
of the technical management of the factory was vested in the Shop Stewards (some
being trotskyists) and if an agreciert concerning wages and other issues was
agreed to:

"At first the men were reluctant to -accept an agreeient hich involved increw
ased exertions on their part, DBut when the stewards had explained the con-
ditions, and that the management would not be able to utilize the position to
lower the standards and rates under the terms of the agreement they enthusi-
astically endorsed the action of the stewards." (November 1941, p. 2)

The article then details the "benefits" which resulted from such a plan:

"Given these conditions and with virtual control of production in the hands of
the shop stewards the production quota was easily realized, The managenent
admitted that the factory had produced 33% more than was deemed possibleaes
This result demonstrates the efficiency and necessity of workers contirol of
productions" (Ibids)

The Trotsky leaders waxed lyrical over this version of "iorkers Control":

"But this was not just an isolated and excentional fortnight, Due to the un-
rivalled militancy and leadership of the shop stewards this factory has achieved
the highest.wage rate and the best conditions in Britain; and due to the mea-
sure of control achiecved by the shop stewards produces the cheapest, and per
head of production, the highest standard of any factory in Britain,® (Ibid,)

Actually, this was how the workers in this particular factory met an ur-
gent demand personally telephoned by Winston Churchill for increased production.
The Trotsky leaders, however, preferrcd a different interpretatiom:

"Here we have in practice a solution to the problem of production...operation
under workers control." (Ibid,)

So we see that what the Trotskyites mean by workers control is that under
capitalism, the workers should voluntarily agréec to take over the foreman's job,
re~organize the works for the bosses, speed themsclves upy work harder, produce
more goods for the bosses, all for. a. temporary increase in wages, Significantly,
the article was sub-headed "Higher Output plus Better Conditions." As if this
was not plain enough, the article further gﬂﬁitted that "today workers control
mey mean more profits.” (Ibid, liy cmphasis— C.P.S.)

Of course, a few months 1éter, the Socialist Appeal was busy explaining




the circumstances under which the workers were kicked out, They were compul=~
sorily transferred to another factory and had their wages cut,

In Feb, 1912 the Trotskyites attack Joint Production Committees as they
were called because as the Trotskyites complain this "means they give the }1—-
lusion that the workers are having some say in industry, and at the same time
they can demand more concessions from the bosses through these committees. "
Production will not be increased this way but the slavery of the workers will.
(Soeialist Appeal, Vol. 4 No. 5) The Trotskyites comment:

"This is not a solution that the workers can welcome, If the Labour le aders
were honest and explained this to the workers they would gain an immediate
widespread support for the only progressive alternative-workers control,%(Ibid.

Thus the Trotskyites are not only offering to the capitalist class their
own solution to the capitalists' problem of production (Workers Control in place
of Joint Productive Committees in order to get the workers to toil harder and
produce more profits) but the Trotskyites even go the extent of begging the labour
bureaucrats to adopt this measure as their owne

The above-cited article continues with such phrases as:

"the capitalist class is forced to lean-on the Labour leaders...the treachery
of the labour leaders...instead of truthfully pointing oute..ethey rallied in
suprort of Churchill..." (Ibid,)

And the Trotskyite solution?

"jorkers, Trade Unionists, demand that your leaders (these dishonest, untruth-
ful, t§eacherous leaders- C,P,S.) fizht for the interests of the workers..."
Ibid,

So apparently, if the workers demand hard enough they could persuade the
crooks, liars and traitors to fight for the workers demands! This is the way
that the Trotskyites function to tie back the leftward moving militants to the
tails of the social democracy in this situation,

The March 1942 issue of the Socialist Appeal has a half inch heading:
"FOR A SOCIALIST BRITAIN" followed by a guarter inch sub-head: "Demand the
Labour Leaders End Truce and Take Pover,' (p. 1)

Surely there can be no two ways of understanding this§ Clearly thc Troe
tsky leaders are telling the workers that if the Labour leaders take power they
are capable of creating a Socialist Britain. The Trotsky leaders know that the
Labour leaders are agents of the capitalist class and they know that even if the
Labour leaders did take power they could take no steps whatsoever to crecatc Socie
alism, The heading is not a mistake or an errant poliecy but sheer deception.

The article quoted which is mainly an attack on the ILP for putting forward a
similar policy, suggests that revolutionists should "table a series of demands

and approach the Labour leaders with them proposing that they break with the
Tories and wege a struggle for power, Simultaneously a campaign would be waged
to draw the rank and file of thc Labour movement throughout the country to achieve
these aims and thus expose their lcaders..eIf such action compelled the Labour
leaders to break with the tories so much the better. This would be a prelude to
a struggle for power," (Ibid,)

. Here the Trotskyites again follow criticism of the Labour lcaders by sug-
gesting that the latter can be compclled to break with the Tories and wage a
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‘struggle for nower~ on the basis of working class demands. Thus they delude
the workers that it is possible to change the labor licutcnants of the capi-
talist class into anti-capitalists, and that it is possible (under pressure
for the Laour leaders to fight for thce interosts of thce massess

Incidentally, it should be noted that up to now the demand of the Trots-
kyites is for the Labour leaders to take power on a working class programme,
not on the Labour Party programmc.

In its Aoril 1941 issue, the Socialist Appeal says:

"his is thc position of the Labour leaders: they prefer to co-opcrate with
the bosses till they will not be necded any morcessThe Labour lcaders claim
to represent the interests of the workcrs: Then let them breck now with the
capitalistse.e.End the Coalition! TFor a General Elcction! Labour must take
porzri" (P, L)

In other words, the Labour leaders just happen to prefer the wrong thinge
They must be persuadéd to change their minds, In Anril 1942, the lead article
cnds:

"iorkers International Leaguc (The Trotskyites~ C.P.S.) belicves that the
solution of thc problems which confront the workini; class can only be solved
by the workers taking power into their owm hands, But the first step in

this direction must bec the re-establishment of the independence of the organi-
zations of the working class from subordination to thc bosses.s.s The coalition
must be endcd. Labour must take powerd Put into force the programme of the
Socialist Apncal,?

Here then there is no cquating of the Labour leaders in'power with the
establishment of Socialisme First Labour To Power in order to put the leaders
to the test, so to spcake Jhen the workers must take power into thoeir ovm handse

In a report on the Labour Party Conference, in Socialist Appcal for June
1942, we are informed that the workers arc nressing for a break in the Labour-
Tory alliance &nd that "This is probably thc last Confercnce in which the Labour
Party will be represented in the Govermacnts. The Labour lcaders by the next
Confercnce will nrobably be forced into opnositions This is the ncext step for
the working class towards thc taking of power by thosc who claim to represcnt the
intercsts of the workers, ‘ieleLe is fighting to lcad the workers on to this
roadssetlc will fight for thc demand that the Labour lcaders put into force a
programme of socialist demands, By this means, the wrkers will becomec convinced
from their owm expericence that the Labour lecaders cannot show them a way out of
the misery of capitalism and its wars. They will begin to sec the need for the
Fourth International and its programme as the only mcans of conquering power and
instituting the Socialist rulc of the working class,!

In view of the wrong prognosis at the beginning of thc.abovo citatiop
(the Labour leaders ncver at any time broke from the Toricse it was the Torics
that broke the cozlition, threc years later) it almost appears herc that theé
Trotskyites were begimning to believe their own lying propaganda that thO.WDrh
kers could forcc the Labour lcaders to do anything of benefit to the working
class! In the same vein as mreviously, the article suggests that the ending
of “the coalition would be a sten forrard for the workers (and in actual fact
the coalition was cvontually endod- by Churchill!!) and pretends that a breach
of the Labour=Tory alliance meant independence of the working class! The Trotsky
leaders still sugceest that the workers should belicve in the possibil@ty of the
Labour lcaders putting forward a Revolutionary Socialist programmc. But_they
sugrost (ambiguously) zither that the Labour lecadors won't adopt it or clsc that



they will adopt it and then not carry it out. (The wording is.ph?a§ed to allow
either interpretation according to the political level of the individual reader,)

Meanwhile, in the Editorial of the same issue which discusses the coal
situation, we read:

nTt is time that this farce was ended, It is time that the leaders of the
workers be forced to act in the interests of the viorkerssess Not a rotten com-
promise but the expropriation of the mines without compensation and their ope-
ration under the control of the mirers." (p.3)

In other words, the Labour leaders can be forced to carry out part of the
so-called Socialist programme of the Fourth International., Three contrary poli-
cies in one issue of the paper}

With the August 19L2 issue of the Socialist Appeal there occasionally
begin to appear such paragraphs as the following:

"Join the ranks of the W,I,L. and help us to build a parti that will make the
programme of the Socialist Apneal a living reality. (poli)

But what is that programme? Vhy here it is at the top of the page, the
usual "Our programme for power. An end to the coalition with the bosses. Labour
and Trade Union leaders must break with the Capitalist Government and wage a
strugg%e for pover on the following..." (Then come the 12 points cited before-
C.PIS.

This, then, is the double demand of the Trotskyites to the Labour vorkers:
1.) Do not break with the Labour Party . Vork for Labour to Power, 2) Break
with the treacherous Labour Party, join our ranks and eeevork for Labour to Powerl!

In the Sept. 1942 issue of the Socialist Appeal there is a report of the
WeloLe National Conference, It cormenTs That "the traditional mass orgamisations
of the working class, the Labour and Communist Parties, have gone over to open
support of. the class enemy..." (Vol. L No. 12) The report then gives extracts
from the main conference document: "“A split in the Labour Party is inevitable...
the thoroughly rotten and decayed elements of the extreme right wing idill step
over into the camp of the ruling class as did kacDonald. The left will be driven
to break the coalition (It was the tories that broke the coalition three years
after-C,P,S.) and form an open opposition in parliament." (Ibid.)

You pays your tuppence and you takes your choice. The Labour leaders are
already in the camp of capitalism. They aren't already in the camp of capitalism
but "inevitably" some of them soon will b€, They won't break the coalition,

They will break the coalition... What have you?

In February 1943 the leading article of the Trotskyite paper ends with:
“"A workers government is the only means of destroying fascism forever and esta=-
blishing a socialist world of peace and plenty for all." And how is this to be
obtained? On Page 2 of the same issue we get the good old Trotskyist solution
in thick lettering- "WOUR PROGRALIE FOR POER. An end to the coaltion with the
bosses, Labour and Trade Union leaders must break with the capitalist government
and wage a campaign for power," There is more in the same vein. You can equate
the goal of iorle rs Government with the programmatic solution if you like. One
is in the leading article, the other the wogramme, Both ap~ear in the same issue.
All things to all men, The Trotskyites have a programme to suit everyore,

In March 1943 the Socialist Appeal became a twice monthly paper and cele~
brated this by a slight turn In policy at the end of their leading article:
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" jorkers..ethe time has come to exert your nressure mow, Ve apneal to you.
Don't put your trust in the capitalists or thelr politicians. Watch the
actions of your own leaders. Rely on your own strength, your own forcesees"

The workers are told to rely on their own strength, to distrust their
leaders and yet the article ends with the demand for Labour to Power, ;n~May
1943 the Socialist Apreal gives the principles of the Trotsky organization:

W orkers International League is a revolutionary Marxian organisation based
on a definite programme whose aim is the organisation of the worklng'class
in the struggle for mower and the transformation of the existing social order!

And how is this to be achieved? As usual, Jjust turn back a pagec to
"Break the Coalition, Labour to Pover-on-the following programme." (Then comes
the 7,I.Le 12 points,) But what has happened to that headline? Its changedll
Up until tarch 1943 the headline was "OUR PROGRAM/E FOR PO.ER." In karch 1943
where signs of a slight change were shown, the 12 points were just headed "OUR
TROGRAIME" and from then on the new hcading of the 12 points is this: "Break
the Coalition, Labour to Power on the folYowing programme:'

Arentt the Labour leaders to be pressurised any longer to adopt a trots-
kyite policy? Aprarently note The specific wording of Labour and Trade Union
lcaders have been changed to the abstraction "Laboures" Tt iis ‘dlong these lines
that the leading article of Mid hay 1943 ends that the Labour and Trade Union
novement cannot "toleratc the threats of its Yleaders?!, It must cleansec the
ranks of blackmailers and splitters and insure against a stab in the back later,"
(Vol. 5 ilo. 11)

Although this is followed by the usual demand of Labour to Power it is
obvious that the Trotskyists arc now telling the workers that the Labour lecaders
are cnemiecs who must be expelled from the Labour Party. Incidentally, this could
mcan by implication that these positions of leadership are to bc taken over by
the equally treacherous !'Labour Lefts.!

In any case, it now appecars that the Labour Party can become a war kers
revolutionary party with a Trotskyite program, provided the workers take the
injtiative., However, it is firs® nccessary to get rid of the prosent leaders,
But we read in a short article on Ircland elscwhere in the issuc that "Labour
has now a wonderful opnortunity to win the majority of the workcrs and farmers
by a cammaign around a fighting socialist nrogramme... The Labour mcmbers in
Stormont should resign and forec bye~clections..eThc Irish workers in Ulster
have an oprortunity of giving the lead to the workers of all Britain. ‘elsle

in Ireland will fight for Labour to take power as the next stage in the struggle
whilst, putting forth our own programmc of socialist demands," {(Ibid,)

That is, in Northern Ireland, the Labour Party must be supported into
power on their own programme, leaving the peddling of the Trotskyite 12 points
to the W, I,Le Tow you knowe

. The June 19L3 issuc discussed the coming Labour Party Conference and gives
the following line:

"Some of the Labour lecaders want “h~ coalition to be continued after the war
is overs Thosc who stgnd vith the class cnemy must be driven from the ranks
of the Labour Movement. If there is to be a split, let it be now...Then let
them (the labour leaders vho should be driven owt-CePyS.) break with the
government of bankers and capitalists! Restore the independence of the
working class, Labour must take power! .I.L. will fight side by side with
the Labour workers to put this programme into force..."
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They're good, they're bad, they can't be worsey they could be‘bet?er...
Take your choice. Preparing to change back to the old policy of urging that
the Labour Leaders take power (this heading was restored as of the hid July 19L3
issue of the Socialist Appecal) the first July 1943 issue lumps all the different
policies together in the leading article:

"The next step forwards in convincing the workers of our programme lies in
demonstrating to them that the Labour lcadership cannot achicve their aims

of a world of pcacc, of plenty and security...(is.ce The Labour lcaders want

a world of peace and plenty but are unable to achieve it=C,P.S.)

“"The Labour leaders do not want to take pover...(i.e. The trouble with the
Labour lcaders is that they arc afraid of responsibilitye=CePeSs)

"For a General Elcction., Labour must take power and put into forcc the pro-
grammc of thce Socialist Appcal...(i.ce The Labour Leaders arc workers repre-
sentatives with a wrong policy who must be- and so presumably can be- persuaded
to adopt a revolutionary socialist policy-C,P,S.)

"By this the Labour lcaders demonstrate that far from being socialists they
are not even consistent democratsess(ie.ce The Labour Leaders have no place in
a Social-Dcmocratic organisation, This is the previous, but disapnearing line
of kick out thc lcaders.-C,P.S.)

"It is clearly scen that it is the lcaders who are apathetic and indiffcrent
to the strugglc for social change. Indeed they are fighting tooth and nail
against it.ee(i,ce They arc capitalist agents of the ruling class functioning
within the ranks of the vorkers to hold them back.=CsP.S.)

"Demand that your lcaders chanse Socialist words into Socialist decdse WeleLe
will fight side by side sdith the workers to achicve this,.%(i.ce Thc Labour
Lecaders have a socialist policy vhich they cannot or do not want to =takc
your choice- put into oneration.-C.P,S,)

The lid-July 1943 issuc says boldly in a leading article that the Labour
Leaders arc a nack of traitors and deccivers who arc playing the game of the
capitalists., Workerz, they say, you have nothing to gain from this putrid Labour
lcadership; join the ,I.L, and firht for its nrogramme. But when the rcader
turns to page 2 of the Socialist Appeal tc 8ee what this program is, he finds that
the Trotsky leadership is calling for this self-same troacherous Labour and Union
lcaders to break the political coalition with the openly capitalist politicians
and take power in the name of Labours

The Editorial in the noext issuc of the Socialist Appecal calls for no
less than the overthrow of capitalism, Since it Is The Labour and frade Union
leaders vho the Trotskyites want to take power, it is implied that if the British
workers struggle hard cnough, they can force the Labour leaders (traitors, capi-
talist agents, not socialists, not oven democrats) to take poier on a revolutionary
Socialist programmc and achicve no less than the overthrow of capitalism, IHERE
IS NOT A TROTSKY LEADER THO COULD POSSIDLY BELIEVE THIS w0 BE A WhUD S0.44%.uNT
OF FACT, Yet this is published week after weck in the Trotsky organ, with, of
course, minor and major variations to plecasc all different tendencics.

) The January 19LkL Socizlist Apncal carrics a major acticle by Harold At-
kinson cxplaining the 1inc, "Why Labour To Power?" The excusc for the linec is:

".esthey arc afraid to take power! Vhen they are forced to take novier by
the masscs of the workers, they will be incapable of taking onc recal step
against vhe canitalist class. Our vwholc object eee is to show this fact to
the worliers who support the old corrupt lcadershinse.e"

It is instructive to note that a year and half later, when the Labour
Leaders took poviers- duc to Churchill's decision= thc Socialist Appeal hailed
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when the Labour Leaders nrepared to nationalize Steel for the capitalists, the
Trotsky writers cheered this as follows: "Steel Nationalization marks a big
step forward...The Labour Party has gone forward in the implementation of its
programme further than could have been expecteds The capitalists have not
been in a position ..e to prevent this developmentees”

The Socialist Apneal of Anril 194l announced that "all Trotskyist or-
ganisations in Britain united into one partyl" (Vol. 5 No, 20) The new organi-
sation was named the Revolutionary Communist Party, This "unification" scant
in effect that one or two tiny grouplets' and a few individuals were admitted
into the W,I,L., on condition: it changed its name to R.C,Ps A bold "FUSION
(sSOLUTIOM was published which concluded:

"Socialist wWorkers! Communist Workers! The Fourth International is the
tiorld Party of Socialist Revolution., It is the ONLY international Socialist
‘or Communist Party of thc working class..." (Ibid, Emphasis in Original)

And its programme? ‘/hat was the pronosed programme of the OHNLY Communist
party of the workins class? -You will never guess!: "OUR P.(OGRAWLE FOr POHER.
AY END TO THs COALIWION WITH THo BOSSLS. LABOUR AND TRaDi UNION LEADERS wlST
BEAK HITH THE CAPIWALISYWS AlLD VAGE A’ CALPAIGN ros POzl O THi FOLLOUING PO
GRAM:" (Ibid.) The programme is no less than the 12 points slightly reworded;
two pairs of »oints are removed and the number made up by added demands against
race hatred and Electoral rights from 18 years of age and for soldiers, etce

So now we know vhy it is necessary to form the ONLY party of the wor'ers;
so as to elect a government of traitors, capitdlist agents, splitiers, black-
mailers, -non-socialists, not even democrats, allies of the class enamy.

In the November 194l issue of the Socialist Apneal, there is stated,
among other thincs:

"The nain task of revolutionaries consists in helping to mobilise the nasses
in the reassertion of their class indemendence on an independent class pro-
gramme, Labour workers nust force the leaders to take power. Once the wor-
kers have been mobilised on this road they would not easily be prevented by
their treachcrous leaders from carrying a socialist programme into effect...
(At this time of writing, four years later, the workers arc worse off than
evers There is not even a faint hint of socialism,-C.P.S.)" the strugsle to
place the Labour leaders in power on a socialist nrogramme is the best iicans
of exposing thesec leaders as lackeys of the capitalist class,"

A subsequent issue of the Socialist Appeal is interesting inasmuch as
it gives a straight-forward statement of one agfthe many Trotsky policies that
rarely found its way into nublication. It is in the Editorial written by E,
Grant., There we find the usual pratter assuring the doubtful that the Trotsky
leaders do not believe that a Labour Government will solve the problems of the

- workers, DBut the workers do, says Grant. Therefore the Trotskyites unite with
the workers to demand that the Labour Leaders take power on a Socialist Programme.
Grant then goes on to add:

"We will give them (thc labour leaders-C,P,S,) critical support even on their
ovm prozramme." (Uecs 19Lk, Vol, 6, No. 9 liy emphasis=C.P.S,)

The above admission is a result of the engulfing by the 1,I,L. of the
older Trotskyist factions, It represents a policy foreign to the W,I.L, and one
which had rarely apncared even after the so-called fusion although it was a
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regular line with the other groups, It is a plain statement that when it comes
to the showdown, the Trotskyitcs will sunport the Labour Leaders regardless of
their programge, Not Labour to power on a socialist programme- the slogan to
hook the unwary- but Labour to power on 0ld programme, Both these lines
were kept going at the same time, with the bulk of the R,C.Ps membership unaware
of the actual policy.

In the Mid-December 194l issue, the Trotsky leaders announced the decision
of the R.C,P. to contest a parliamentary election. The line advocated herec was
that Labour take power on a Socialist program. This was a verbal concession to
the leftward minded Trotsky workerse As a matter of fact, the Editorial in this
issue went even further and stated that:

"The masses need a Socialist Programme and mass socialist parties to fight for
that programme..e.only the Parties of the Fourth Intcrnational in Europe have
such a programme and policy todays Only the Trotskyist parties call unon

the workers to take power into their owm hands,."

Coupled with the above sentiments, the Trotsky leaders unfolded a seeming-
ly ferocious attack on the Labour leaders. In his election address to the workers
at Neath, Haston used strong language:

", .othe Labour leaders help the capitalists to confuse the workers, to under-
mine their class consciousness, to destroy their socialist aspirations. They
prepare the way for reaction..e.forget about socialism and pursue a policy of
canitalist reforms..,The Labour leaders havce turned to the right...they pro-
nose to keep the capitalist narasites living on the backs of thce workerseee
Their proposals have nothing in common with socialism. They are state capi=
talist meesurcs, They could not solve the crisis of capitalism but only
place its burdens on the backs of the workers...it is necessary to destroy
first and foremost capitalist property rights...the workers can have nothing
to do with the capitalist nrogramme." (Socialist Apmeal May 19L5)

However, on pagc 2 as usual in the same issue, we find the same line for
Labour to Powers. Thus Haston gave red hot talk for the electors of Neath, but
bencath it all was the grovelling lie that the Labour Party can carry out a
Socialist policy.

After the clection, the Trotsky lcaders analyzed thcir own infinitesimal
vote and noted that the workers were still loyal to thc Labour leadership, despite
disillusion with-ite The R.C4.P.'s altcrnative was as follows:

"ile explained that if the Neath Labour Party had issued a declaration opnosing
the coalition and proposing to contest the election independently on Labour's
programme (the one that had nothing in common with socialism and would keep

the capitalist parasites living on the backs of the workers, among other thirgs
~CePeSe)esswe would have supported the Labour Party against any possible Libe
eral or Tory opnonent, We explained that in the General @ilection when the
Labour Party was standing on an independent platform, we would call on the
wrkers to supnort the Labour Party and to vote Labour..."(Socialist Appeal,
Mid=iay 194L5)

So you sec that although "in the mectings the greatest applause was forthe
coming when our speakers attacked the policy of the Laobour Leaders™, yet the
workers still would not support a party which was offering to "call on the workers
to support the Labour Party and to vote Labour." How densc of the workers, ace
cording to the logic of the Trotsky lcaders!
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It will be seen that by now the nolicy of "Labour to Power on its own
nropramme” had been accepted in full by the party tops. But the rank and file
Were Tar from clear on this and were not at all helped by the continual nrinting
of the demand for Lakour to take power on thz “revolutionary socialist!" programme"
acvanced in the Socialist Apneal. (The 12 noints.) However, a month before the
General Slection in 1955, Eﬁe 172 point prosramme was scrapnhed for a week in order
to a2llow a General Election Statement of the Political Burcau, Reveolutionary Come
munist Party. Here the Trotsky leaders stated clearly:

"fhe RsC.T. believes that the Labour Party, with its present nolicy, lcadership,
and form of orranization, cannot succeed in overthrowing ca-italism and bring-
ing ebout the advent of socialism either nabionally or int:rnationally." (Coci-
alist Apneal, June 19L5)

And what is the conclusion they draw from this indisputable fact?

1The task of the revolutionary communists is to unite trith thcse worlers..e
to nass through the exmerience of putting Lzbour Into Povere..to test the
Lebour leaders and their nrogramme in practiee,,...uithout making ourselves
responsible for the General Blection programme of the Labour Partys.. we call
on the working class...to place Labour in Power cven on the basis of Labour's
declared nrogramme,.."(Ibic,)

1
|

The following fortnight, the Socialist Apreal again introduced the slogan
of Labour to Power on a supposedly socilalist programme~ the 12 points, However,
this issue also continued the tack of Labour to Power on the Labour’ programme
and acknoiledoed:

"The R.C.Fy says, Labour to Power with a clzar majority. il believe tihat the
Labour leaders will act in exactly the same way as they ¢id in the previous
Lahour Govermments whether they have a majority or not,." (kid-June 1945)

This above thought mirht be compared with the article nreviously cited by
He Atkdinson, There Atkinson pointed out that Labour to Porer on Labour's owm

nrogramme would constitute betrayal of the working class:

"We do not demand a Third Lesbour Governient to follow in the footstens of the
two previous ones, This would be gross opnortwiism and could only lead the
workers to disillusionment and defeat.es"(Socialist Apneal, January 19LL)

Yet now in Mid-June 1945 the Trotsky leaders say “we suprort the Labour
Party in this clection and fisht for a Hajority Labour Government" (on their
own programme~C,F.5,.) which we believe ",,4will act in exactly the same way as
they did in the previcus Labour Governments."

Now Mr, Atkinson and readers of the Socialist Appeal, the above policy is
adnittedly gross opportunism which can lead the torkers To disillusionment and
defeat, How did the Trotsky lcaders exmect o Third Labour Govermaent to behave
il elected? To use their own words they expected it to "fail to reaise the
standards of the workers. Use po’ice to break strikes., Shoot down and irmrison
Indian workers, Continue the policy of the camitalis! classe" IHistory showed
these words to be truly prophetic, The Labour Leaders were clected with the
enthusiastic help of the Trotsky lecaders and they did all that the Trotskyites
formerly predicted they would doe

The Trotsky policy was successful- a Labour Government was actually put
into nower as a result of the General Llection of 1945. The Labour Leaders sect
out immeciately as if to vindicate the earlier words of the Trotskyites, The
sanc issue of the Socialist Apreal which announced the victory of the Labour Party
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at the polls, also stated:

"One of the first acts of the new Labour Government has been to ®nd troops to
the Surrey Docks..." (August 19L5)

The strikebreaking naturc of this move was obvious. The Labour Government
also naintained the British forces in Grecce to crush the Greek workers, among
other crimes. Now how did the Trotsky press proclaim the success of the Labour
butchers of thec working class? How did it grcet the inception of a government
which it expected to lower the standards of the masses, smash strikes and shoot
dowm workers? It did it this way:

"L SEASHING VICLOYY #0: 4wiL " OaKING CLASSY

WSHUACHILL Al HIS FOLLO.ING HAV: TEEN DRFOATLSD!

", ,,Labour is in nower...defeat of the conservative party...smashing blow sus-
tained by the liberals...not only the basic strata of the working class but
even large sections of the middle class have swung decisively away from the
capitalist parties..." (Ibid,)

In spite of being led by traitors, blackmailers, capitalist agents, non-
socialist, not cven democrats, who help the capitalists confusc the workers, under-
mine their class consciousncss and destroy their socialist aspirations; in spite
of the Labour Leaders having a programme of state capitalist measures, which will
keep the canitalist parasites living em the backs of the vorkers, and which cannot
solve the crisis of canitalism but only place its burdens on thc backs of the wor-
kers, and in spite of the fact that it can now be expccted to lower the stancards
of the masses, usc troops against strikers and shoot down workers- in spitc of
all this the Labour Party is not a capitalist party and its success is a SMASHING

CTroRY for the working class!

Alongside of this article, the 12 points reappear duly polished upe They
arc¢ rc-arranged and somevhat amplified. Hotionslisation of the banks apncars as
an item separate from all othoer nationalisation demandse "Abolition of the lonarchy
and the House of Lords" apncars for the first time, Horcover, there now apncars
a slogan entirely new to the Larm-Lenin-Trotsky-Stalin tradition. "Abolish Cone
scription," But most intecresting is the new heading. This now runs:

"TH.. OI'LY PROGIALME FOR TIE WORIIRS

DETAND TIIE LADOUR LLIDERS CATLY OUT 2ILLIR PRC1ISLS
W GUARD AGAINST CAFITALIST SABOTAD
AGL SWRONG LEASUTS AGATINST BIG BUSTISS AlD THL LOHOPOLIOWS
FIGHT FO.X OUR PROGRAMIE:"™ (Followed by the 12 noints-C,.P.S,)

Thus now we arc told(l) It is pos3ible for the Labour Leaders to carry out
their rrograme, (2) The canitalists mizht sabotare the workings of the Labour
Leaders {! (3) The Labour leaders are capable of attacking Dig Dusiness and the
monopolies (if only they arc urged To do so) and (4) It is rcasonable for the
workers to fight to get the LABOUR PARTY Government to carry out a so-called
revolutionary Socialist programme., (Vith nacifist and reformist adcitions)

No Trotsky or Stalin lecader that cever lived could nossibly belicve the last
tzgec points to be possible; and the R,C.P, lecadership is lying when it nrctends
otherwvise,

As for th> first item, Demand that thc Labour Leaders carry out their promises..e
this of coursc means actually "to keep the capitalist parasites living on the
backs of the iorkers and as a drag on industry. Even if they carried out their
avowed policy, any progressive significance it may have vould be destroyed at the
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outset by the retention of the capitalist class. Their proposals have nothing
in common with socialisme They arc state capitalist measures. They could not
solve the crisis of canitalism, but only place its burdens on the backs of the
workors." (Socialist Apneal, May 19L5)

And that is what the workers should demand the Labour leaders to do, ac-
cording to the Trotskyite line, That is "The Only Programme For Thc tiorkers."
No morey; no less,

5ti11, it might be doubted that these varied interpretations of the Soci-
alist Appeal linos do exist. In order to check on whether the rank and file of
the t,T.P, arc factually diverted into many different and contrary directions by
following the political gyrations of their lcadership, let us sec how thc ReC.Ps
branches acted during the election campaign,

Only onc brief rcport was given (Socialist Avneal, iddeduly 1945) and this
shows the following:

In Nottingham the linc of "Labour to Power on its own programme" (critical
supnort) was operated:

Our comrades assisted thc Labour Party in its elcction campaign and contact
made with Labour Party mcemberse The work in the district was apprceiated by
the Labour Party members who saw that the Trotskyists were prepared to work
alongside the rank and file Labour vorkers in spite of their criticisms."

In Newcastle the line of "Labour To Power On A Socialist Programmc! was
oncrated:

"Our critical attitude towards the Labour Party and our demand of 'Labour To
Power on a Socialist Programmec' was unanimously endorsed by the workers.!"(Ibid,)

In Glasgow and Edinburgh thc policy of "Labour To Power as the next step
forward" was operated: (And who the devil cares about programme as long as tha
torics are beaten at the polls)

"Our main slogans were, ‘'Remember Grecee'!, 'Dovn with Churchill and his tories?,
'Remember 19261, and ‘'Labour to Power'( the Glaspgow and Zdinburgh report was
made by the same organiscr-C,P.S.) Attacks on Churchill were listened to withe
out opnosition, and in fact with a measure of support mainly from working class
houscwives," (Ibid,)

ihilst in Sheffield:

"On rcceipt of the election directive from the centre, the branch members re-
ported for work to the contral division of the Labour Party..e.All members have
put in 2 to L evenings per weck canvassinge One member was a full time helper
in charge of the Ceontral Committec. I was asked to attend the Committec as the
ROC'P. delcgat@... (Ibido)

And in case there is any doubt that this branch operated a policy of full
support to thc Labour Party without any criticism at all:

"The whole Branch of the R,C,P, was invited to a social function after the
election Party and were thanked personally by Morris in appreciation of the
work put in for thc Labour Candidate for Contral,.,"(Ibid,
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It should be quite clear by now that whilst tailending behind the chicf
agents of British Imperialism, the Trotskyist leadership throws out criticism
of varying quantity and quality intended to ropc in dissidents in various stages
of disillusiomment, Instead of cducating their members and supporters to an
understanding of the capitalist system of wage slavery and oppression, the ReCePe
throws out all sorts of contradictory policics which unite workers who havc
advanced beyond Labour Politics to varying degrees and which unites them only
in their agreement to aid in one way or another the Labour licutcnants of the

capitalist classe

“hilst we denounce the double talk of the Grants and Hastons and Atkine
sons of the R.C.Pe, Ve hold out a hand to the rank and file of the Trotsky move-
ment, to examine with us the nast traps and deceptions of the tendency vwithin
wvhich they have become entangled and to work with us for the formation of a
working class party. OSuch a party, having thc interests of the workers in view,
and being thus backed by the linc of progress of living history, shall not nccd
to deal in lies and trickery,

C.Py STANTOH
JUNE 1949
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THE 30RDIGA STLLINISTS

The internal history of the Comintern is marked by numerous factional con-

vulsions resulting in the elimination of many leaders by 3tzlin from vositions
of power and from the Cominterm itselfe. 4ll tnese leaders, iucluuiue Trotsky,
bent their efforts to stay and work with Stalin, but the burocratic vrocess of
centralization of power expressed in Stalin's relentless pursuit of absolute
personal dictatorship worked against their efforts. Individually or in groups
they ware booted out of the Cominterne Same of these leaders formed organizations

outside the Comintern; one of thase is the Bordiga Left Commmnist International.

The 3ordiga group priginated as a Left Wing of the Italian Socialist Party
during the War of 1914-18 and having entered the Comintern followed the line of
rejecting the Rightist geatures of the Stalin~-Zinoviev-Kamenev ZIrio policy bdut
supporting its Leftist featurss. The grouv for many years existed as a Left
fruction of the 8talin Party of Italy. Eventually it founded the Left Communist
International with branches in France and Belgium.

Soms time ago our group conducted a discussion with a representative of the
Bordiga zroun in tha United States. We vnresented to him much of the evidence
which we have unearthed and among other things showsd that in 1918 Lenin by decree
appointed Stalin dictator over the territory of Southern Russiae. This decree
vléarly demonstrated that 3talin was a vowarful burocrat already, as early as
1918 and that was a burocratic vnrocedure in the Bolshevik government. We further
offergd substantiation that the Comintern under Zinoviev's buroccratic guidance was
an instrument of the Russian Soviet burocracy, not a democratic organization for
the liberation of the massese« The Bordipa renresentative made no attempt to refute
our avidence. In fact, it sagmed that the disagreements with him were reduced to
the theoretical understanding of the class nature of the Stalin-ruled State and to
the issue known among the advanced workers under tha phnasse "revolutionary defeat-
ism.® On this the discussions broke offe. '

In the summer of 1949 we found cause to dispatch the following letter to the
representative of the Bordiga tendencys

Dear —e=w-—wy

I feel 1t my duty to take issue with you on thns article Bordi.a wrote 1in lay,
1924, revrinted by you in the Internatiomal Bulletin § 3, 1949.

In our discussions you fully agreed that the Comintern from the outset was
a burocratic Russian-dominated body serving the ends of the Kremlin usurpers. We
cited material evidence--which you made no attemmt to deny--that the Comintern
burocrats deliberately betrayed the world revolution and under Stalin's control
in 1923 sold out ths Germun nroletariat through Rightist and Leftist manouvars.
By 1924 tho Comintern had its hands dripping with the blood of thousands of reve
olutionary workerss You agreed that it is the duty of prolatarian revolutionists
to expose that monstrous instrument of the Russian burocracy, and you furthar
agreoed that a political movement which either maintains silence about tha true
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nature of the Comintern or painte this counter~revolutionary trap as having been
at & certain phase of its history a revolutionary organization, aids Stalin and
osaugag great injury to the working class. And now seg what yow have dones You
print” Bordiga'’s artjcle in which he vresents the Comintern in Jgy 1924 as a
ravolutionary organization of the proletariat! Hore is what he sayss

It must be recognized that the Intermational is not functioning as a
united world communist party. It 13 on the way to accomplish this result, with=
out ‘doudt, and has mads gigantic steps in comparison to the old Internationale.
But: for us, to assure that 1t proceeds effectively in the dosired direction, the
objooctivé of our commmunist activity, wa must have eonfidencs in the revolutionary
eapacity of our glorious world organization to eontinue working whila basing it-
gelf on the sontrol and tho rational svaluation of all that arises in the rank-
and-file including political positions." (ly emphasis=«G.le)

If you, at loast had made suitable editorial commont warning the workers
againat aceopting in this article the false viow of the Stalinist burocracy and
its Cominterh, the damage would have baon avoided. But you published the article
without a singlo word of commente. By doing this you porformed a gorvice to Cannon,
Shachtman gnd Cos, who lie to tho workars that up to 1924, ths Comintorn was rove
olutionsrys Bv tha =ama token you obstruct the work of anlightonment of the workers
which our organization alono is conducting. To say to tho workers in 1924 "We
must have sonfidgnook otee., was to drug them and make thom insensible to the prap-
arations for tho betrayal of the Britich Gonoral Strike, for salling out the Chin-
esc Rovolution to the Kuomintange. Be it remombered that “our glorious organiza-
tion” began to entomb the Chinase Communist workKers within the Kuomintang alrsady
fn 1923, and in 1924 it formed the anglo-Hussian committee with tho Trade Union
agants of 3ritish Imperialisms You might ergus that 3ordiga did not kmow all that,.
Then say 8o openly to the workers instead of letting the article stand without a
gyllable of e’xpl.énéi;ion- As i} stands, the article is nothing but Stalinist poisone
In addition to the basic distortion about the nature of ths Comintern it contains
other equally demaging false statemsntss “The International 1s the VWorld Commun=
f1at Party and should be given the fidelity to that whioh omanates from the central
organisms.® When the dats Hay 1924 is remembered, it 1s obvious that Dordiga
spoke of no othar than the gtalin Comintorn, admonishing the workers to take or-
dors from the Xremlin ond from the Lovestones and Cachinse and if thare is any
doubt about this, it is diapslled by the following formulas ?In consequence, we
are able to adopt the formula, ocartainly rich enough in advantages, of absoluto
obedlence in thc oxscution of dircotives from tho summits.® The®swmnits®at that
tims was tho"3talin-ginovieveKamenev olique ruling the Cominterne.

Vhat was your reason for publishing this article? I, for one, can see no
other than'that the author of it was Bordiga. In plain words, you wers governed
by the fesling of hero-worship for the leadsr of your organisation when you trans-
lated and published this Stalinist viecc and rafraincd from oriticising ite

Our group, on tho other hand, reojscts and repudiate® all hero-worship of
®big® leaders, be thoy Marx and Bngels, Lonin, Trotsky, Stalin or Bordiga. We
accept only those ideas which have beon proved corrcct by the test of history and
" exposa the false notions which do harm to the ovrolotariat no matter who the
author of thoso ideag might bes Bvidently you do not hold to this thesls. And
yot tho interssts of tho proletariat domand that this thasis be put into



operations Life shows that some peonle in words agree to this thesks s well
as to the need of exposure and destruction of the Stalinist burocracy, but in
daeds they carry out the very opposite »olicy.

Yours,

G. Marlen
July 17, 1949

Several days lator we reccived a roply, as followss
Docar Marlong
OQur group discussod your lattar.

We walcoma cithor positive or nagative criticism, as it shows that our Rav-
olutionary Marxist propaganda is being roade

An oxact duplicato of your lattor hac boaon forwardad to our party in Italy,
{(Intornational Commnist Party,) for study and roply. The Amorican saction
intonds to renliv as mll, You will racniva our answars to your criticism in due
time. :

We agraa that suitabls aditorial comment should havs bean publighed with the
articlo by Bordiga, "Organizztion and Communist Disciplinae, Promisas of the
Problom." Howaver, wa supnmort unconditionally tho contont of Bordiga's articls
becausa thz strugglo against opvortunism insido thc Communist International at
that time had not yet bacn finishade Not to understand this is to substitute
etatic thinking for historical matorialisme.

Ths basic point of tho articls deoals with ths principlcs of organization
and its corollary, disciplince Tho lagson it toachos is "broak with democracy"
in any form, as it ic ossontially a product of tha capitalist systum of exzploit-
g tion.

You have yet to learn that the principles of proletarian revolutionary organ-
ization are the antithesis of Trotsky's and Stalin's "democratic centralisme.® On
the other hand, organic centralism is the specific form of proletarian adminis-
tration, which eliminates burocracy, and establishes workers controle

For ths Amorican Section of
Tho Left Communist International
July 25, 1949.

Our reply followeds
Roar ————-——

In your reply to my lettar of July 17, 1949, you did not answer a singls
point I raised.



Let us recapitulate the points contained in my letter in more clearly de-
fined terms.

l. The Comintern was organized in March 1919. We have produced’documentary
aevidance.which shows that the Bolshavik leadsrship which launched the Gomintorn
was Rugsian-nationalist and burooratics The spacific material proving the cass
1s Lonin's article on the pride of the Great Russians writtsn in 1915, and the
appointmont of 3talin as dictator-of entire South Russia in 1918, The Comintorn
was a Russian-burocratic organization sgrving not the intsercst of tho workors bdut
of tho burccratic usurpors and dictators, Stalin among thom.

2¢ You agraad with our precgontation of tho e¢asas. You made no affort to row-
fute tha matorial,

3¢ In 1923 tho Comintorn, dominatzd by the Stalin-Kamonav-Zinovicv Trio,
with tho collaboration of Trotsky, batrayed the rovolution in Gormsmy.

4. At tho samg timo tha Comintarn sent the Chingse Qommunist workers into
the Kuomintang.

B+ Barly in 1924 the loadorship of ths Comintern ehained the British vanguard
workars to imporialism through the formation of tho Anglo-Russian Committoe.

I may add that the Comintern in 1923 was polsoned with 2 new viruss “Anti-
Trotskyism«® At the time Bordiga wrote that the ;gg&:tern was on its way to be-
come a united Communist Party, the real procoss wus“Ihe Comintern was on its way
to bocomo a highly centralized Stalinist machine. You knew vary wiall that this
13 a fact, yot you stzate you supnort unconditionally the contents of Bordiga's
articlg. Your ecxcuses "The struggla against oprortunism inside thz Communist
Intornational at that tima, h3d not yat baosn finishad.® By this you imoly that
thar: was @ tondoncy, perhans a group of individuals within the Comintarn that was
truly proletarian-rovolutionary. Who? Trotsky? But Trotsky at the Twelfth Con-
grosa of the party helped the Trio to conceal Lenin's anti-3talin documontsas He
supportsd gtalin in every policy. Ho consciously haelpad the Trio to dotray the
Gorman prolatariat, At tho time Bordiga published his article, Trotsky aidod
8Btalin with the "Lanin Lovy" whorzby Stalin rocruiltcd advonturors, opportunists
and reactionary olamonts into the party. 2rotcky concaaled the conspiracy ag-
ainet him, attacked Bastman's sxposura of tha Stalin lgadarship, 1ied to tho pro-
lstariat that Lenin had left no *Tostamont.® Trotsky was part and parcsl of the
Stalinist rottunnsoss which permeatcd the Comintarne Who thon, in your estimation,
rovrocantaed the authantic prolatarian politics? Bordigaf But it was Stalinist
dscoption that Bordiga psddled to ths workarz whon ho called tho putrid, troach-
groua, couhtar-rovolutionary Comintarn ®*Qur glorious world organization.® If Bor-
diga d4id not know the wholes truth--and ho probably didn't-~this doos not change
the black naturo of the Comintern. You may stand unconditionally on the contonts
of Bordigats articles we rojcct and denounce this articlo as viclous decoption of
tho workers and obJoctive ald to the Cannon-~-Shachtman falsification of history
and their concoalment of Trotsky's criminal part in tho countaer-revolution.......

And now I'll tako up a difforont mattors You say in your lattors “The basic
point of tho article deals with the vrinciplas of organization and its corol-
lary, disciplines Tho losson it toaches is *braoak with democracy' in any forn,
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as it is essontially a nroduct of the canitalist system of exnloitation.® This
1s falses PFirst, the capitalist system of exploitation does not produce demo=
cracy cvon for tho bourgeoisis as a whola. Socond, the proletariat mast not
"break with domocracy in any form," but must develop prolotarian democracy. This
form of democracy is assential in the struggle for Soecialisme. Bordiga's article
toachas "absolute obedience in the oxocution of direstives from the summitse®
Laaving asids for the momont the fact that tho articls was produced and circulated
within ths 3talinist Comintorn and thorafors c¢allad upon the prolotarian mem-
borship to oboy the Kromlin, it is obvious that this formula of Bordiga, ropra-
sonting, in your own words, tho thosis of broaking with domocracy in any form,
would promotc an iron-clad burocratic dictatorship of leadzrs or a leadsr ovor
thao momborchipe.

It ig this form of loadarshiv that has plaguad the prolatariat since the
incoption of thz labor movomsnte Tha building of an organization baced on tho
princinle of workors damocratis control of leadershin is ths task of the rovol-
utionists todays. On: of tha first steps in this dirasction is oxposurs of ovart
or covart "toachers® of burocratic princinles of organization.

G. Marlon

Auvgust 1, 1949



