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TROTSXY'!'!s “WIGHT

AGAINST STALIN

AND

OEELER'S " IGH?T"

AGAINSCT

TROTSKY

In their revolutionary dtruggle
against the bourgeoisie and 1its open
and disguised agents, the workers must
have prscise kmowledge of the economic,
social and political forces within

gociety. This accurate uncerstanding
of the surrounding world of facts the

proleturiat can form only wiaen guided
by the science of Marxism-Leniniam.
The testin, ground for those who in

all sincerity are seeking to Imow tue
pictur- of reality is reality itsel:.
The esteuvlisiment of truts is the in-

dospensible condition for avoiding a
mistuken course which inevitably lcads
to catastropaa.

The gevolutionary Workers League
of tiae U.S. (Oeiler-Stem: group) pro-
fosses to e.brace the fundamcntuls of
Marxisc-Loninism. It offers the work-
ors a vicw of socicty and an appruisal
of wvarious political tcndencics and
the rclationship among tuacm. In oval-
uating Trotsky's role during ta: risc
of Stalinism it statcs:

"By 180 a ncw ratreat wag
necessary (?!?-amazcment ours). The
strugglc against it for a Lonicnist
stato and party policy drokc o u t
and was 1cd by the Moscow and lator
ths Loft Opposition.  (The Fourth
Int.rnational, February 138, "Rus-
sian nu.stion. ™)

Ths R. W.. L. dcclarcs that Trot-
sky was a Bolshovik frow  the tim: he
joincd tho Bolshovik Party (1917) wup
to his "Fr..ch Turn" (1934), that tko
Trotsry-1lcd Loft Opposition 'had a
Murxist program and a Marxist positim
on all disput.é questions." And after
cnumerating scveral  "orrors" of  tac
Trotskyist Left Opposition, tiac R.W.L.
roitoratess

. "It roprigented the Merxiox
trurnk of thc Comintorn..... Inspite

of all these crrorg the L.O.- I.L.O.
- I.C.L. was o Marxist current, the
only Marxist current in the labor

movoment in the poriod of 1624-1234.

And whon faced with the task of build-
ing the indcpondont Marxi st  organiz-
ation, thc K. W. L. gocg on,

"Trotsky togethor with
crs, racoiled from  tho conormous

task and aftor a sojourn of 17

yoars in tho Marxist movoment (1917-
1934), reverted to Trotskyism, to

the role of reforming roformism."

(The Fourth International,Xove mbor

1937, pp. 4,6.)

other lead-

Arc tho asscrtions made by the
R. W. L. truc or falsec? "o mdimtain
that thoy arc obsolutely fal se, having
no rylation to facts whatsocver, and
are muade along the lince of zonccaling
the actual role of Trotsky, th.t of a
contrivutor +to the risgec of Stall nism.
We doclaroe categoricully that Trotsky's
pogition from 1922 up to the present
moment Lias beon anti-Leninigt through-
out. We saall procecd to prove this: *

Tho germ of Stalinism was plant-
ed ot tiic Tenth Congross of tie Bolsh-

cvik Porty in 1921 whicn Zinoviev prop-

osad Stulin for thoe hithorto non-cxis-

* Incidentally, we toke tuc occasion
to correct our own error ceoncerning
Trotsky. In thc work STALIN, TROTSKY
OR LENIN we stated that Trotsky put up
2 struggle against Stalin in  the Aut-
amn of 1923. Our corrzction is: Trot-
sky 4id not fight Stalin in 1823; nLis
lin¢ was not morcly wrong but was gome-
tiaing far worsc than thut.



tent post of General Secretary. Dur-
ing Lenin's illncss in 1922 a conspir-
acy to usurp lcaderszip was definitoly
formed by Stulin,Zinoviev and Kamenav.
Altinough severely hondic.pped Dby ill-
noss, Lonin, at the first signs of tie
devclopment of burocratism in the up-
per circlss of tie Purty, took o step
to remove from power the man who lurk-
oed in the center of the burqecr.tic
spider-web At the ond of 1922, "Lenin
w.s now preparing not cnly to memove
Stalir from his post of gener .l scere-
tary, but to disqu..lify him before the
party as well....Le was systematically
prep-ring to deliver at the twelith
- congress a crushing blow at  Stalin s
personifying tie burocr.cy." (Le on
Trotsky, MY LIFE, p. 480.) Thit was
Lenints position.

Now,wh-t was Tratsky's pcsitiont
Here is whot Trdtsky told Kuaenow,tlen
a clpsc henclhmon of Stulin:d

"Remermber und tell others (i.
e. thc rest of Stulin's gang) thct
the l.ust thing I wmt 1is to st-rt

a fight ot the congress for any
changes in orgunization. I am for

‘prescrving the st.tus quo..... I AM
AGAINST REMOVING STALIN.®  (Ibid.,
p- 486. Our cmph.sis.)*

As we sce, Lenin's position .nd
Trotsky's witia respect to the question
of removing the ciief usurper wore at
opposite poles. Furti.or:

"Stalin's other ally, Orjonik-
idze, Lonin tuought it necessiry to
expcl from the p.rty boc.use of Lis
burocrutic highuendedness in  the
Caucasus. I «rpued ogainst it."

Lonin was through with Stalin na
only vpolitically but 3lso personally.
He "sent Stalina letter brecking all
comraolaly relations with him. Trotsky
knew of this letter the very night it

was written. (L. Trotsky, The Real Sit- -

*Mach of tiic materinl given here is
from the forthcoming book,WH I T H-E R
TROTS KY? by Georso Murlen.

unation in Russia, p. 308.)Tr ot s k y
did not find it advisable to break
with Stalin in any manrer. Despite
the fact that Lenin, bedridden,appscal-
ed directly to Trotsky to take up-
oan nimself the task of opening the fight
to ramove Stalin, the racords of the
Twolfth Congress held in the Spring of
1928%,conclusively indicate that there
wag complote political .nd organizat-
ionul unity of Trotsky with Stalin.

The strugzle ag=zinst Stalin's
machine in the Fall of 1923 w:.s cord-
uctcd not by Trotsky Dbut by Sapronov,
Preobrajensky and other Moscow opposi-
tionists. Sapronov'!s line was not ex-
actly Lenin's in that he did not dem-
ard ontright the removal of Stalin.
Opposing the 1line on Party building
which was adopted by Stalin's Central
Comnitiee on Decenber 5, 123, the op-
positionist Preobrajensky submitted
his resolution in wiaich t.ue dsmand was
sct for "the rconowal of the innerparty
apparatus tarough new slections." Sap-
ronov's offcnsive  againgt Stalin's
machine was described by a Stalinist,
Volkov,in those succinct phrasss: "Co-
reporter Comrade Sapronov. The nain
point in his attack - the apparatus.
Thg entire evil is rootsd in tue apo-
aratus. It uiust Yve shakon up in the
i:08t radical manner." (Pravda, Dcc.
13, 1923.)

Th: inadequacy of thc
Prsobrajensky linc is plain. Even if
Preobrajensky's thesis wore adopted,
the door for Stalin's rcslection rem-
aincd ajar.

Sapronov-

But if the position of tie Sap-
ronovists can in no sonse vs dsscribed
as taat of Lerin's, thoe position of
Trotsky was < twistsd Stalinist one.
Fact onc: togotier wits Stalin Lo vote
¢d for the resolutiamm on Party build-
ing adopted on December I, 1923. Fact
two: not only did ke not call for the
removal of Stalin, not only d4id ke not
support tue Sapronovites! domund for
the renewal of the Party apnaratus,but
ne agreed to assign tae Leninist task
of developing thie course on Workers
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Democracy to — Stalin's Dburocratic
machine! And in a letter Trotsky ut-
tacked those whLo, feeling skeptical a-
bout the sincerity of the Central Com-
mittee, declared that "the resolucvion
will gsow only illusions."(Pravda, Dec.
11, 1923.) TFact turee: ne spoke of
the pogsibility of degeneration of the

leadsrship, knowing quite well that the
degeneration had already set ian. Hi s

criticism of Dburocratism was not con-
crete and specific because it was not
directed against Stalin, and thercfore
served Stalin as a moans to defloct
the workers! mind from ths real source
of tha growtn of burocratism. Sapron-
ov, nowover, making wuss of Trotsky's
criticism, leovelled it openly and dir-
ectly against the Central Committoc ae
tho promotsr of burocratism. Sinco
Trotsky hims2lf showod no opposition
to Stalin's Contral Committoe, Sapron-
ovls borrowing of Trotsky's criticism
was not construed by Stalin-Zinoviev-
Kumcnav as constituting proof that
Trotsky actually sidod with the Oppos-
ition. Thus Kumenov stated:

"That Sapronov agreces to emp-
loy Trotsky's formulation to hit the
Centrul Committce,of that I have no
doubt, but whether Trotsky agrzes
with Sapronov, taat I do not know:"
(Pravda, Dec. 14, 18<3.)

Tho conspirutors had sct thomssl-
vos a goal to tear down Trotsky, who
was to be trungformed, us St.linisk ad-
vanced, into <« convendént targst.
first ofricial offensive was lauriched
by Stulin in Pravda, December 15,1823.
Trotsky was accused not of direct pol-
itical opposition to the "Central Com-
nittee" but of "diplomatically assist-
in;; the opposition (Supronov and otn-
ers) : its struggle with the Central
Corm.ittes of the party, under the guise
of doafanding thne resolution of  the
Central Comiaittee."

Wita +this the anti-Trotskyist
storw Yurst in the Party and the press
of t&. Soviet Union. Trotsky made no
r3zly %o Stalin's attack and to the
barrage that followed,thus permitt ing
Stalin to estwblish the mytia of "Trot-
skyisn" unciallunged. Srdusky, a Xpe:

The .

lained:

"I @o not reply to some speci-
fic articles appearing recently in
the Pravda since I rogard that
this is mors conforming with the
intorosts of tho party, and,sspoc-
ially with the presont discussion
of the new courss." (Pravda, Dec.
18, 1923)

In Januiry 1924 tho anti-Trotsky
storm grow in volume and viciousnosg,
but Trotsky mads no reply now bocwuso
of illnoss; and whoan he got wsll ho
continued his silence.

The forcc of the first wave of
"anti-Trotskyism" was spont. Thors
came the shock of Lenin's death. Sta-
lin procceded to extend the burocrat-
ization of the party at oncc. "Avail-
ing itsclf of tho doath of Lenin, the
ruling group amounced a ®Leninist
levy'.....tho 'Leninist lavy! dealt a
dcath blow to the party of Lenin.....
The history of tho Bolsghovik Party
bocame a history of its rupid degon-
eration." (Loon Trotsky, REVOLUTION
BETRAYED, pp. 97, 98.)

The Stalinists diszuisod their
burccratization drive with resounding
fake phrases about proleturiun demce-
racy. Kamenev agsurcd the workers
ttat "The Loninist recruiting is the
highest form of proletari:n domocri-
ey." (Pravdn, Juns 11, 1924.)

And Trotsky? What was he doing
to counterzct the frauwd? Did he, ar-
ousecd by the threatening donger,reply
to the plottors with the irresistible
weapon of facts, roveal to the masses
Lonin's attituds towards the Goneral
Secrotary of the Party, disclose tho
truth about the Georgian affair, the
ko .issue of "Trotskylsm® and other
unsavory secrets? Not at alll Trot-
sky not only continued silont, not
mersly gavae Stalin free rein to carry
out the opportunist maneuver with the
"Loninist levy", but mor:, he active-
ly assistsad Stalin to prosent the
"lovy" to the trusting workors as tho
unfolding of higkhoest, gonuine prolot-
arian democracy in the Party. Pravda
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GEApril 10, :16@s, TOportod toatTTp tx
gky, in speaking to the workers of
Baku, statod:

“When the workingclass reacts
to the death of its leador in such
manner that Baku gives 9,500 new
party members - this is the highoest
democracy, highest voting; this is
not parliamentary charlatanism, not
parliamentary deception, dut a genu-
ine democratic workers voice."

This is how Trotsky prcsonted to
tho workers the YLeninist levy" which
"doalt & death blow to the party of
Lenin."

Emboldconed by their initial suc-
cosscs dus to Trotsky's conciliatory
policy, tue Stalinists preparcd a new
campaign against "Trotskyism." Tho of-
fensive burst into fury in the Autumn
of 1924. In the facc of Stalinist dis~
tortions and lies Trotsky once again
maintainad unbroken silence. A Sapron-
ovite, B. Pilipenko, in a lotter to an
oppositionist Drobnis, wroto with bit-
"ternoss - "Silence in Trotsky's attit-
ude is litcrally similar to death."
Trotsky says ne was 1ll during the sec-
ond Stulinist attack. Possible. But
wiaon 1190 got over his 1illness he cort-
ainly could have come out with refuta-
tlons of Stulin's clhurges and witli a
powerful counter-offensive ageinst the
Stalinist cligque. Well, Lere is his
"Leninist"blow against the plotter and
usurper of personal powor in tie first
workers Statc, tho renegade Stalint

"And at present, cvaluating
tic entirs coursc of the discussion,
despite e fact tixt during tlie run
of the discussion against mc were
put forth numcrous incorrecct and
roally monstrcus accusations, I
tliink that MY SILENCE WAS  CORRZCT
from tie point of view of goenoral
interests of tiic party." (L.Trotsky,
Lettor to tic Plenum of the Contral
Committec, Pravda, Jenuary 20,1925.
Our cmpliasis.)

Such was Trotcky's wrctchod poli-
cy, which, of coursc, only teonded to

8. . .. ST _.Yin and ovscer. tiluuThe

~

crs' minds.

The yoar 1925 opencd up with Tro-
gky resigning his post of Commissar of
War, a position of immcnse power. "l
yiclded wup the military post without
a fight, with even a sonsc of rceliof.™
(L. Trotsky, MY LIFE, p. 518.)

In tho midst of this grave per-

jod Trotsky now took a "rest" from
political activity! But try as e
would to sattle down to industrial

work, the implacable Stalin kept up
his intrigues: "The Stalinist appar-
atus followed on my heocls...My attompt
to win a political holiday for mysc.f
wag patently a failure."(Ibid. p.520)

The "political holiday" of "the
greatost living Bolshovik" was dramwm
out throughout the entirc ycar of 1925
and a goodly part of 1926. In rcality
it was no political holiday at all. I%
wag during tiuis period, whon "I was
taking a rost from politics and con-
contrating on questions of natural
scicnce and tochnology" (Ibid.p. 51€),
that Trotsky committod certain acts
which do not fdll into the cutegory
of mistakes.

Lonin loft « lottor to the porty,
commonly known &s his test.ment, in
which h2 stuted thut Stalin %has con-
contrited onormcus power in hiw hands"
and, describing Stalin s rude and
disloyal, Lenin concluded with the ad-
vice to remove Stalin. An American
intellectual, Max Eastman, visited the
Soviet Union, saw the crooked game
Stalin was playing, lcarned of Lonin's
"will® and published his discoverios
in the book "Since Lenin Died". With-
out mincing words Eastman wrotc:

"with Stalin - who possesses
all the craftiness that Trotsky
lacks - in the key position as sec-
retary of tac party, and with Zin-
6viev enthusiastically coopcrating,
Karenev not unwilling, and Bucharin
easy to influence, they proccedod,
by all thoso subtle moans which the
reader understands, to build up an



efficient political macaine for

gratbing and holding = the power
within the party."
Altaough Eastman's tieoretical

conclusions were incorrect, yvet oy pre-
senting tae true suete  of affalrs in
tae Party, Le performed & grasi service
‘to tae intermational workinge ess.

dlony a Comminist workesr.anceniting

Eastran's revelation as trve,was nlari-

ed at seaing an opportunisi dar g er
threatening %he first workersg' State.
Thaen come tne statement on Eastman from
the former leader of the Red Army and

the wmost popular figure in the Soviet
Union. Here are the most important
passages:

"Comrade Lenin HAS NOT LEFT
ANY 'WILL!'; the character of hLis re-
lations to the Party, and the char-
acter 0f the Party itself, excludes
the possibility of such a 'will.'...
All talk with regard to a concealed
or mutilated 'will! is nothing but a
DESPICABLE LIE...It suffices to ask:
'If we assume that the malicious
characterization of our leading
Party comradegs given by Eastrman is
only partly correct, how is it pos-
sible +that this Party should have
ererged from long years of illegal
struggle, how could it stand at the
head of masses of millions, carried
ti:rough the greatest revolution of
the world, the furtier the formation
of revoluti-mary oparties din other
countries?' _

"There 1is no sincere worker
who will  believe 1in tiie picture
painted by Eastman." (Inprecorr,
September 3, 1925, pp. 105,106, Cur
emphasis.)

Only an idiot or a scoundrel can
classify this outrageous act of Trot-
sky's as a mistake. No one knows bet-
ter taan Trotsky himself what words can
correctly describa such a terrivl: act:
"Lerin's 'Testament! is no state
or party secret. It is no crime to
publisa it. On the contrary, IT IS A
CRIME TO KEEP IT HIDDEN FROL TLE PARTY
AND THE WORKING CLASS."

(Leon Trotsky,

.The. Now Intornationdl, Navember. 1934.

Our emphasis.)

It may be argued that Trctsky
did not know then of the existence of
Lenin's "will." Hs did. The "will®
was read in trhe close circle of laud-
ers with Trotsky presenu oL Thur L2,
1e24, aver a your befre ITastoan -
lisicd his expczvre. (L.Irci=lys, The
Testament oi Lonin, The New Interna~
ticnal, July 1954.)

Thus, while Lenin, although phy-
sically non-cxistent, spoke to the
proletariat: Remove Stalinl, Trotsky
assisted the rude and disloyal Usurper
to stifle Lenin's voicé and prevent
the revolutionary workers of the en-
tire world from knowing that the first
workers' State was being burocratical-
ly undermined. Such was Trotsky's
political line - a line of peacemaking
and conciliation with the renegade
Stalin: "My then statement on Eastman
can be understood only as an integral
part of our then line toward CONCIL-~
IATION AND PEACE-MAKING." (Leon Trot-
sky,The New International, Nov. 1834.)

TROTSKY'S SUPPORT CF STALIN'S
BUILDING "SOCIALISM IN ONE COUNTRY"

Much ado has Ybeen made of Trot-
sky's "fight" against Stalin with res-
pect to the "theory" of Socialism in
one country. This "theory" was intro-
duced officially by Stalin in his doc-
tored work "Leninism" in the Autumn of
1924, soveral months after tihe Thirt-
eenth Corngress of +the party, in the
third year of the rise of Stalirisn.
I4s appearance coincided with ihe sec-
ond campaizn of Trotsky-baiiing. Trot-
sy min“ained silence als. wiilh resp-
ect (0 tiiis thoercticel Sistortion of
Harxism.  Aud in Januery 1925, "anving
his "politicel roiiday" L wrotes

"irter the  XIII
therc goew vn or hecrmws more clear-
1y Ce:ins? mew prillems of ee.noalc
Sovie® ord lascvastivmal ooevacier,
The  wenliraition §o cOwt3r9se any
kind of ‘progrex o tle work of
the Central Committee in the task

Congresge
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of solving these questions was -ab-
solutsly alien to me." (Pravda,
January 20, 1925.) :

Such words could.only . be .stwe &
music in Stalin's ears. Wits the joy-
ous shouts that thcy werc loading the
Soviet Union towards Sccialism, thoe
Stalinists, citing vare ificures of ec-
onomic growtih but concealing  their
organizational and political opportun-
ism, were duping the masses. And
Trotsky? Wnat was he doing to expose
the Stalinist smoke-screen behind
which the burocratic pyramid of Stalin
was beiny erscted? Avoiding political
evaluation since he had decided upon a
pro-Stalinist political lcave of ab-
sence, he too was citing figures and
making the deductiorn that "Alorg this
line tae developuont is obvious dand in-
contestible towards Socialim."
(Pravda, November 28, 1925.)

Trotsky coneciously omitted any
but tae pursely economic part of the

picture. In his essay "Towards Social-

is. or Capitalism" published early in
1626 Trotsky wrote:

"In the whole of my essay I
have confined myself exclusively to

the economic process and to its log-

ical dovclopment (?!!1),s0 to speak.
Thas I hLave counsciously excluded
frorm tie field of vision all oth-
er factors not only influencing ec-
onomic development but capable of
divertin, 1t in another direction."
(P.122 - Our emphasis.)

Instead of exposing to the mass-
es, Trcisky was concealing from  them
the factor which was in actuality div-
ertin tae sconomic process away from
Socializn; «nd he was spending his
time Leclstering up Stalin.

||

7320V7eV AND KAMENEV I MOPPO-
SITTo:" 10 STALIN-—TROTSXY “NEUTRAL"

. At tie end of 1925 Zinoviev and
Kamen«v re«lized tanat they had  been

catatvt Ly Stelin in the division of
pover aid taey dissolved partrnorsaip
wita tae sl:- General Secretary. They

showed their ‘"opposition" to Stalin
at the Fourteenth Congress in Decem-
ber 1925 by ‘eriticising" ais pol-
icies, at the samc +time conceal.rg
all nis and <their own crimes, ad
concluded by stating that "We do nct
counterpose to the Central Committce
any linec of our own." (Pravda, Deccl-
ber 30, 1925.)

Trotsky was present at the Con-
gress, but merely as an observer. Le
did not support nis future allies; ue
did not cven tako the floor. He was
"rasting from polities.”

Aft>r tho TFourtecnth Congress
Stalin scttled his accounts with the
"Now Opposition"™ by organizational
measuros and intensified his drive ag-
ainst Trotsky. In tho intorests of
sclf-defonse Trotsky, Zinoviev and
Kamenev in the middlc of 1926 formed
a bloc. The fundamental 1line of the
bloc was not that of struggle to rom-
ov2 Stalin and smash  the bdburocracy
but that of prassure upon Stalin for
"honest cooperation,"

Tho leaders of  the Bloc 4did
some "criticising™ in the closed scs-
sioms of tho Contral Committee. They
sallicd out into the open early in
Octobor 1926. Trotsky delivered a
speecnh at the party unit of the fact-
ory Avibpribor. He did not go beyond
urging the members of the party to re-
quest that the Stalinist 1leadership
open a discussion on policies.  Ang-
ered by Trotsky's sudden show of open
"opposition" the Stalinists wrote the
next day, half conterptuously:

"And how long is it since
comrade Trotsky showed himself to
be a 'soldier of the party! cap-
able of standing at attention, et
cetera? Somchow, that Trotsky was
not to be secen at the meeting of
the unit of 'Aviopribor.'" (Pravda,
October 3, 1926——Emphasis in the
original.)

Indaed, the "greatest 1living
Bolshevik" for several years, since
1922, nhad been a soldier of Stalinism.
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The open "struggle" o f the Trot-
sky-Zinoviev-Kamenev bloc in 1936

lasted exactly two wesks and collapsed,

ending in a cringingly wrotcued state-
went in waica Trotsky and othor load-
ers onguged ia the wost
self-flagellation for having raised
the reguest for discussion and abjoct-
ly promised to submit wunconditionally
to Stalin's discipline. Eore is a
portion of taeir truly infemous doc-
laration of October 16, 1926:

"We call for tho immediate
dissolution of all factional group-
ings whica have been formed round
the views of the Opposition. At
the same tiue wo admit that by our
appearance in lioscow and in Lonin-
grad in October we violated tho de-
cisions of tuc Central Committeo...
We consider the decisions of tho
XIV Party Congress of the Contral
Cormmmittec and of the Central Con-
trol Comriission as absolutsly bind-
ing for us, and we skull uncondit-
ionally sucmit fo thom and carry
tue outs.....In the liguidation of
tue facvional struggle and in the
strug.le against recurrences of
breach o0f discipline we obligate
ourselves to render tho party every
possibvle assistance."

Trotsky and with him Zinoviev
and Kameriev reverted to the policr of
peace anc couciliation with, and sup-
port to, s.e powerful Usurper. In the
Feborvary 1627 Plenw: of Stalin's Cent-
ral Conmitves of whica Trotsky, Zinov-
iev and kKauwensv were still menbers, the
leaders of tuae Opposition Bloc voted
for the Stvalinist resolutions.

Wiile Trotsky was ongaged in op-
rortunist manceuvering (Georgiun scand-
al, silence during 1923 and 1924 anti-
Trotsiyis? attacks, assistance to put
over tie "Leninist lovy," dcception of
the masses during Eastwman's exposure,
suppnort of the Otalinist fakery  of
leadin, the Soviet masses toward Soc-
ialisw) and in shameful canitulation
to 3talin (doclaration of Octover 16),
the rank-and-fils of +the Opposition
becan.z considerably demoraliszed, its
militant spirit smothored.

aumiliating

The stale air of Upeace" and
"unity" with Stalinism was éduddenly
stirred by the momontous events in
China. Stalin's policy of tying the
massds to the Chinese bourgeoisie
brought the destruction of the flower
of tho Chinecse proletariat by the
butchor Chiang Kai-sheck.

"A wave of excitcment swept
over tho party. The opposition
raisod 1ts head. And disregerding
all rules of 'conspiratzia' — and
at that time, in Moscow, we were
alrecady obliged to dafend the Chin-
osc workors against Chiang-Kai-
slick by using thc methods of 'con-
spiratzia' — the oppositionists
carne to me by scores in the offic-
os of the Chisf Concessions Com-
mitoa. Many younger comrades
thought the patent bankruptcy of
Stalin's policy was bound to bring
the triumpnh of the opposition near-
er. During the first days after
the coup de'etat by Chiang FKai-
saek, I was obliged to pour many a
bucket of cold water over the hot
heads of my young friends - and
over som2 not so young. I +tried
to show them that the opposition
could not rise on the defeat of
the Chiness revolution." (L. Trot-
sky, MY LIFE, p. 530.)

The possitility of smashing
Stalin clearly presented itself. But
tne chance of success rested squarely
upor: a policy of opening all the opp-
ortunist secrcts, both those of Stal-
in and tliose of Trotsky, Zinoviev and
Famenev, ltefore the prolctariat. But
tae leaders of the Opposition were
too decply involved in the Stalinist
mess. They concealed the truti.
Pressed by the ranls of the Opposition
on the one hand, and Stalm's hound-
ing on the other, Trotsky and his al-

lies criticized Stalin's 1line as a
"mistake," hey failed to show that
it was a deliborate policy on the

part of Stalin to prevent the exten-
tion of the revolution abroad in ord-
er to secure the completion of the
erection of the burocratic pyramid in
the Sovict Union.
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The Trotskyists have never ¢irad
dinning into the ears of the workers of
how Trotsky "toiled" to prevent tac ap-
plication of Stalin's line in China and
how he "clamored" for the withdrawal of
the Chinese Communist Party from the
Kuomintang. As a matter of rccord,
Trotsky permitted Stalin to set the in-
fernal trap for the Chinese masses in
1925-1927 and only after the consumm-
ation of the betrayal did hc openly de-
mand the break with the Kuomintang.
And even thoen he did not sxpose the
real reason behind Stalin's policy. The
Party knew nothing of Trotsky's posi-
tion on China and even the rank-and-
file of the Opposition saw no documents
from Trotsky on this question until the
first nalf of 1927. In a letter to Max
Shachtman on Decemoer 10, 1930, Trotsky
adnitted:

"You are quite right when you
point out that the Russian Opposi-
tion, as late as the first half of
1927,d4id not demand openly the wita-
drawal from the Kuomin Tang.......it
was tae general decision (of the
Opposition center) that I must sub-
mit publicly on this guestion and
acquaint the Opposition in writing
witao my standpoint.! (Leon Trotsky,
Problems of the Chinesc Revolution,
pp. 20, 21. Our emphasis.)

Since Trotsky pursued a policy of
peaceuaking, of distorting facts, of
concealing Stalin's and his own and his
allies' opportunisn, it became possidvle
for Stalin to be continously on thc of-
fensive. The Usurpor constantly re-
minded Trotsky, Zinoviev and Kamonev
that they were “oppositionists," always
securing from thcm valuable scrvices.

Thero was widespread talk among
the followers of Trotsky that the Stal-
inist leadersnip represcented the Sovict
"Taermidor." Stalin had to smash this
ddea nfore it sank into the minde of
the workers. Trotsky helped in this
case as ne had during Eastuan's expos-
ure. On August 8, 1927 Trotsky, 2Zin-
oviev and Kamenev came out with a sta-
tement waick read in part:

"On the question of thermic-
orianism we say: in the country
thero grow elements of thermidori-
ahism which have a sgufficiently
serious social base. We don:
doubt, that the party and the pro-
letariat will overcome these forc-
es with a Leninist line and innsr
party democracy. What we demand
is — that the party leadership
should give these maniféstations
and their influences upon certain
links of the party a more system-
atic, firm resistance. We reject
the idea that our bolshevik party,
its Central Committee and Central
Control Coumittee became thermid-
orian."

Trotsky in this case supplied
Stalin with the sorely needed Bolghe-
vik mask, facilitating matters for
Stalinism in a tremendous degree and
paving the way for the tragic emd of
all his followers. Refusing to halt
in the process of concentrating power
in his hands, the Usurper, sparing no
invective, pushed his shabby "oppon-
ents" out of the rooms on the top-
floor of his apparatus, kicked them
down-stairs, and made ready to fling
them out into the gutter.

Trotsky and his allies sensed
that the denoument was close at hand.
It was either Oriental submission to
the powerful Usurper or an attempt to
retaln a shred of right of independ-
ent thinking within the orbit of Sta-
lin's discipline. hey chose the
latter course and Trotsky prepared
the Opposition Platform, later pub-
lished abroad under the title "The
Real Situation in Russia."

How Leninist was this platform?
True, it criticised Stalin's 1line.
But it never indicated that the cent-
ral problem the proletariat was faced
with was the elimination of the buro-
cratic distortion of the workers!
State and the organization of wide
and decp workers' democracy. The very
opposite. It declared tnat the Stal-
inized "party" was the Leninist party



and unity witain it must be preserved
at all costsl
"The opposition is for the

unity of the Party. OStalin propag-
ates uois own program - to ‘cut off!
the Oppositlor «— nnder the fulse
flag oi a pretense taat toe opuos—
ition wants t0 create a ‘tsocond!
party. Tae Opposition emswers with
its slogan: 'Uaity of the Loninist
Fussiarn Cormrmunist Party AT ALL
COSYSYe. . v our task is to prescrve
the unity of tas perty AT ALL
COSTS. "(The Real Situation in Rus-
ia, p. 125 - our empiasis.)

Stalin, wio was far from taking
a political nholicday, who nover worricd
atout the "danger of splis" roundcd
out 2is machine by climinating tho Op-
positvion Bloc.

THE LEFT GEOUP

As we nave shovm, the Lefts
within the Opposition, tac Sapronov
group rut up a resistunce to Stalin in
Decomber 1523. After Leonin's death
the grevn folded up; at toe XIII Cong-
ress aud ertor, it accopted  Stalin's
line. Later it onco again attenpted a
struggis against Stalin. Thou,u never
takiz, up tac real Lenianist courss, it
criticised scvorely tuc sinameful 1lino
of tas Trotsky-Zinoviev-Keaencv Bloc,

The Stalinist Yaroslavsky, in
his attack upon tho Opposition, differ-
entiated betwaon tne Trotsky-Z inoviev
and tae Sapronov currcnis:

“Oune group, waica wunder the
guidance of Coun. Sapronov was not
in egrecieat wlth the declaration
of tur Lebta of Cetober of the lead-
ere C.LunYning too Jdmission of
thos» Tisctakes, ard aacthor group-
ing o3 toe st-callecé Bolshevik-
Lorinieds! vhich  agreed wita the
ta ti. o7 tre locders."  (Pravda,
July 36, 1¢37%.)

ATue loaftst ave pushing  the
Tretskyists to “ake more decisive
steps, they demundedfrom them the
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rejoction of the declaration of
October 16, 1926.% (Ibid.)

And Yaroslavsky guoted a Jocum-—
ent of tic Sapronov group:

"The strug=le cannot lim it
itsclf within the Party frase. 7o
overcome the Stalin group and  tre
petty bourgcoisic wiich surporis if,
will be possible only in t2 ovent
the oppeosition will assure for 1u-
sclf the active sympathy end svip-
port of tue worXking class. I -oe
mast not Do clowed te ko difflic-
ultics of the forthcomin, stivg. e,
it muet be cleariy sosn that a do-
fecat is possible, and be propared
for it in order to form at once
the nuclei wihich will furthor do-
fend tice causce  of the nrceletarian
rovolution. The Trotsky-Zinoviev
bloc docs not undorstand shis. It
ontangles the  opposition with
nopcs that Stalin will move to tae
left, and glosscs over the rzal
proportion of diffcrances betweon
tho opposition and the Party
(Stalinist upper crust), not wish-
ing to give a clear political and

tacticul line. This docomposes
tho opposition. Exposing Stalin
and his policy it 1is necessary

also to exposs thoe vacillation cf
the Opposition lecaders,— only
thon will we be able to hammer ouv
stropg cadros which will carry on
to the end."(Pravda, July 26,1927)

Howsver, undcr the bdrutal per-
secution of Stalin and continuous at-
tacks by Trotsky, Sapronov broke dnwn
and, with Trotsky, appealed to Stalin
to be taken back into Stalin's party.

TROTSKY ABROAD

Exiled to Turkey, Trotsky in a
few brief But vivid paragraphs gove
a aighly revealing pilcture of his
miscrable policy during the adveny of
Stalin.

"To the last po ss ibility I
avoided the mEruggle. This is not
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thé plase.to.discuss the question
whather it was correct at tac price
of tho groutest porsonul corcessions
to tend to preserve tue ground of
collective work,or it was necessary
for mo to go over to an offoencive
alon. the entire line, despite the
absence for this of politicul basos.
The fact is that I choss the firstg
pats, and despite evervtiing do not
repent it. There are victorics
wocich lead into a bdlind alley, and
thorc arce dofeats wkict open up new
ways." (Leon Trotsky, "Wuat Eappen-
ed and dow," p. 34. BSix articles
for tae courgeois press. Our crpi-
asis.)

It is fairly clecar that with
such a "iarxist," who sougnt defeat to
opsr up new patiis, as an  "obstacle,"
the Stalirist developuent was unob-
structed. And if Trotsky had mention-
ed a few more facts, the rouder could
clearly sec that Trotsky not only act-
ively prevontod tae wunfolding of the
struggle against the Stalinist monstro-
sity but also attacked tac group to
the Loft of him, the Sapronovites, who
made som3 sort of an attempt to stop
Stalinism.

Trotsky now introduced a policy
of “correcting" Stalin, moanwaile as-
suring the workers that Stalin's
crimes against the proletariat wore
"migtakes." He and nhis Cannons and
Shachtmans screened Stalin's bestial
work in Germany by sowing unspeakavle
confusion among the workers. They as-
sured the German and othor workers
that the change of Stalin's policy to-
ward a genuine Bolgshevik position was
inevitable, when in weality the dotray-
al, unless Stalin was completely exp-
osed and tae workers fread from his
clutches, was inevitable.

Tae Trotskyites raised the false
and nisleading slogan: "For a turn in
tae policy of the C.P.G."(The Militunt,
May 7, 1932.) Taey lulled and blinded
the masses witi the following: "Lenin-
ist turn imperative in Germany!" (TkLe
Militant, Juns 25, 1932.)"The  about-
face of the Stalinists is inovitable."

(Leon Trotsky, Gormany %hat Nex%t, p.
182.) "Within the party the dissat-
isfactions of its morbers hec &s va-
ed such an extent and cliarccrer ‘Tal
the leadership is forced t0¢ a nnt (¢
less radical turn....the furn =iosds
on the ordor of the day. yes LY L6
already in process." (The Eilitx’,
May 28, 1932.) ‘“Fascisis inm cumpiita
cortrol of police. Party rust «ct
now!"(The ilitant, Feb. 17,1933.

The Trotslrites urgaed Stalin's ovend
of Judas to convoke the Congress of
the "Comintern" to save the  Gernan
massos (Tho Militant, Fob. 22, 1933).

And Trotsky added tais utterly
unrcalistic explanation of the German
situation:

"Therc is no way of getting
around without thc Nazis. But it
is likowise impossible to give
over to them the actual power."
(L3dn Trotsky Analyses Tue Gorman
Situation, first article after Hit-
ler's appointment as Chancellor,
The Militant, Feb. 24, 1933.)

Suchk lullabies played marvel
ously into thc hands of treacie rous
Stalin.

From the date of the Stalinist
betrayal in Germany Trotsky has bezn
pursuing a two-fold policy witi ros-
poct to Stalin's aims. One day 2n
lambasts Stalin as a betrayor of ti»
proletariat; only thc next day to
reintroduce the pernicious illusica
that Stalin wants & revolution, as
for instance:

*Ho (Stalin) placed the
tochniques of Bolshevism at the
sorvico of bourgcois properiy. Ia
his burocratic limitecness le [m—
agined that the 'comnissarst Vg
themsolves could grarstances vice
tory." (Leon Trotsky, "“hs Lssron
of Spain, Socilalist Appeal, Jan-
uwary 15, 1938.)

To recapitulato:

M ears back 1917.-1922)
Trotskyaggaged a genuine(revolution—
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ary role and performed tromendous sorv-
jce t0 tiae prolotariat. DBui from 1922
on Trotsky has made substantial contri-
butions to the work of dostruwetion  of

Lenin's party. He actively nursod
Stulinism. Fegativoly, ho assistod
Staulin in betraying tho Cainese, tie

German and tae Spanishk massos. Post~
Leninist Trotskyrisii is a Tlend of Lei't-
Menswevisi and Bolshevism with an anti-
Staliznist coloration. Its outstunding
characteristic is conciliution witi op-
portunism - 1922-1934 conciliation with
Stalinism, since 1934 tall-onding Soc-
ial Donocracy and Stalinism (anti-J ap-
anese boycott, material aid to dhe beur-
geois states of China and Spain, eté.).
"Protskylsm" is the traditional target
of Stalinism. It has croated idoologi-
cal havoc with respoct to tic cstinwtion
of Stalinism and has becn from  the
start Stalin's unwitting assistant.

w ok B

The position of tho minority of
the R. W. L. (Stamm-Basky) is basically
no differcent from that of Ochler. They
decpen the anti-Leninist approaci by
transforming Trotsky's "errors™ into a
tactical "line," asserting that Trot-
sky's political 1inc was Marxist and
discover a ‘"contradiction bewvween .the
political and tactical linas.™ Lenin
never scparated theory from practico;
‘ana detssted suca opportunist tricks
of covering up opportunism. Even if
one s political position is corroctly
put down on paper, if this position is
not translauted into action it is nes
Marxisir tut a aypocritical maske Trot-
sky's theoretical confusion was sinply
incorporated by him within his tactio-
al lize. But Stamm and Basky, whilo
admisting “a series of  capitulatory
concessions to Stalinism" made by
Trotzky, declaro taat Trotsky contin-
ucd wie sirugglo begun by Leninl  that
Trotsky rcprescnted Marxism:

"The lMoscow Oppositior under
Trotsky‘s leadership contimued the
gtruzzle which Lenin, with Trot-

s s nolp, began in defense of the

cunguests of the October Revolution -

against the opportunist policies
Stalin and the growing bdburocracy in

the C.P., Soviets and other institu-
tions....It was a Mar:xish force rep-
resenting the interssvs of Uhis prol-

etariat. It analyzeé corvcctly,dur-
ing the struggle, its own vlas and
that of tho Stalinist lewfsrcy and

{Te Feurth h-
1957,pp»9,10).

tirs latters allies.®
ternational, Noveurber

Every statement quocted atove 1s
purcst Troisk,ist invenitions complete-
ly belied by facts. Trotsky  never
correctly analyzed hie own role with-
in the post-Loninist Soviet Uniun.
Trotsky with his current was but a
particular foaturs of the degeneration

of tho ontire locadership of the revo-
lution; it was the rccrudescence of

authentic Trotskylsm (not %o be con-
fused with the invented Stalinist
“Trotskyism") in the post-Lenintst
opoch. Hc was as much a "Loninist"
from 1922 on as ho had boeen wp to 1817.
Knowing how eagerly the Stalinists
wore transforming Trotsky's most in-
nocont romarks into a '"vicious attack
upon the Party," we can readily under-
stand his rol¢, particularly during
his political holiday, seeing that the
Stalinists thomseclvos setated that wup
to October,1926 he had becn "a goldier
of the Party roady to stand at atten-
tion." Trotsky's gencral rolc was
that of a Stalinist. Trotsky's spcci-
fic and fundamcntal role has becorn 1p
to this very momont that of Stalin's
chief scapcgoat and target. As to tle
ovaluation of Stalinism, Trotsky guve
tho workers a substitute for scicnisf-
ic analysis which hc named "“burocraii=z
contrism."” The situation today der.-
ands a merciless debunking of tho pos.-
Loninist history. But the Left Trot-
skyites (Ochler, Stamm, Basky) are
doing thc voery opposite. Trotsky's
disloyalty to Lonin they evaluatc es
"Marxism." Thoy arc clther honest but
dead wrong out of ignorance, or they
arc criminal opportunists, consciousiy
concealing Trotsky's role within the
prcletariat from tho dey Lenin loft tle
stecring whecl. In elthor case they
are doing great harm to the work of ex-
tricating the prolotariat out of  to-
day's unspesakable morass of confu sion
and lios disseminated by Stalinism.Soc-
ial Domocracy, Trotskyism, Lovestore-
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ism and all other opportunist groups and "In Lonin's. timeithe Third Inter-
grouplets, including tae “"suriace-iiarx- national, in spite of all the lying
ista" wio view tae process of retrog- assertions and furious opposition cof
ression of the Soviet Union  towards the opportunists, led tae whole prol -
capitalism as already complceted and etariat and the oporessed peonrlos—3iL
disregarding tho fact that tiae oconomic entire humanity——wiacther the backwar
base is still socialized production do- masscs lmew of the fact or not,whetle.
clare taat the Soviot Union is a bourg- or not tacy ecver hoard of Lenin ani
eois Fascist State. the Comintorn, forward toward tle abe
lition of capitalism,toward Corrmunism.

Being in esscnce Trotskyites, Owing to tho desperate resistance cf
Oeiler, Sturn~Pasky are alse rendering roactionary forces and the immaturity
e valuable sorvice to Stalin, but in of the Corrunist Parties there wers
their own way. Asido from doclaring sotbacks and temporary dcfeats, bub
taat Trotsky's falso explunation of the general direction was indubit ablk:
Stalinism and of his own role was cor- The burocratic distortion of the first
rect. they do not gquestion Trotskys workers Statc warpod and reversed the
presont nebulous evaluation of Stalin- Comintern und tho direction. Not mere-
ism wiich Yrotsky traces ovor ais form— ly one section of the international
er confusion, and instead of illuminat- proletariat, tho Russian, is in the
ing, furtaer obscurcs the minds of un- toils or the tyrannous Stalinist buro-
informed workors. Tasy fall to point cracy; all sections are affected. The
out that Trotsiy in his “tacorstical" millions of workers ir the Socialist
analysis or Staliriswm las ncvor oxp- Partics and trade wunions, the vast
lained tnc meaning of the Stalinist mass of the unorganized,the peasantry,
zigzags — the koy method of Stalin. the colonial slavos and orpressed
Trotsky bhas never shown to tae workors nationalities, although they are not
taat Stalinism — BUKOCRATIC CENTRALIZ- awarc of it, and especially because
ATION OF TilX WORKERS STATE -—— in order the Proleta,ria,n vanguard 1is not con-
to exist must prevent rovolution abroad scious of tlhec fact, are drawn by Stal-
and must do it, wearing a Bolshevik inism into the abyss of reaction.
mask, through a zigzag policy eithor to Alongsido of plannecd burocratized ec-
the Right or to tac Left of Loninism. onomy and the systomatic abolition of
This zigzag 1line can be definitoly Octobor within the Soviet Union, thore
traced from tac moment Stalizism had a is planned and highly successful dis-
hand in shaping the tactics of the Com- ruption of proletarian rovolution with-
intern. Tho destruction of recvolution- out. Tho working class is helpless to
ary situations procccded as follows: provent the Stalinist line from suc-
cocding Ybocausc Marxism is dispersed

and silonced, and the opportunist cur-

Ultra-Right — Germany, 1 9 2 3 ronts cannot and will not halt Stalin-

- Ultra~-Loft - Esthonia,l 924 ism. During the "Third Period" it was

- Ultra-Right — England, C nina tho Stalinist line of "social fascism"
1925-1928 and "united front from below only"

Ultra-Left -— Gormany, 5pain that provailed within the internation-
1929-1934 al proletariat; today it is the Stal-

Ultra-Right —— Spain, 1 6 3 4— inist line of the permanent "Pcople's
Front" that hand-cuffs tae world pro-

lotariat politically and organization-

The rovolutionary Workors Leaguc's ally and Pobs it of indepengent think-

way of objoctively assisting Stalin and ing and action. Whothor one recogniz-
conseyuently the international bourg- es tao fact or not,  in .therwork of -en-
601?18 consists in diverting ths work- tombing labor within capitaliem,of tak-
ers! attention from Stalinism as the ing procautions that the iron 1lid is
chiof enomy within the workors' camp. fastoned and bolted securely, of bar-

In STALIN, TROTSKY OR LENIN we
stated: .
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ring Marxism from coning to the res-
cue, Stalinism gives tac load.”

Tae Re We L. to thc oxtont of its
influcnce has gcloudad  tha Snnd
and hLas sapped tac vigllanes ol who
proletarian vangaward  oweiin
Stelindisn wilch ans weon staac;1«
ing im size aaa powar, Tho fhetlins
monsior was maxing roady 0 surike ab
thae prolotarian vaiguerd jn Spwin  in
order to stabilisze thc Teorgeoels rogime,
but the Ocolerites scre oud Stalinisn
tho werkers! view by poiatiag in a
differcnt dircction:
tae Anarciiiets has bccn
triwaph of the bourgeoisi oc"’Tnu Fourth
Interrabional, Januury 1 8 3 7. Our
emphasis.)

"Tho botreyal of
tae ke, Yo th o

Utterly wrong in its appraisal of
post-Leninist Trotsk;-ism, ths R."W.L. in
conscyucnee, since post-Loninist Trot-
skyisr. is an intogral foaturc of Stali-
nist development, is co:pl*tclj in a
wairl rogardéing Stalinisn. Tic  buro-
cratic ceniralization pyranid,systomat-
ically rising visl Stalin on taz pinn-
acle, is not obvious to tiac "thooreivie-
ians" ol tuc Li.W.L. Taelir vision is
blurrcd as to ti2 reason for. thc Stal-
inist zigzag policy. During tu. witra—
Left ziszag, when tacy wer: politically
and orgzanizaticanally with Trotsky, *hoy
accepted ails chavacterization nr Stal-
inism as "burocrutic contrism."  When

22 presont uwltra-kight zigzag huos ooen
lavnchned at the "Sevensi Congrese. of
tern," tae "dialceticians' of
by the tronendous

ided taat Stalin-
ism has ceased Loing burocratlc cont-
rism and Zas becore reformism.

a
- doc

"Stalinism as a movoment in
the ranl's  of the international pro-
letariat is a now historic form of
rgﬁggzl*m. Its vasc is tac dogoner-
aticn or the rirst proletariun dict-
atcersiin, It 1is an opon counter-
revolutionary forco." (The Fourth
Intornasional, Foebruary 1938.)

xcept  for the statoment on
what constitutes the basc of Stalin-

ism, the above has nothing to do with
reality, In the first prace, Siaiin-
lsm s ot arn opeun. b &
cocnter-revoluticanry fos
1y, v differs fruic rol
froa fowls  and ty all:
iVilisy of thoe trarsformatlon of Cene
bu. &y, Loanto rofu:m‘sm the  Ytheoret-
iciera® of the RE.W L. gugplement the
revisionien of Leninism by  Trotsky
wino, in rosvaluasing Hocial Lemocracy,
allows  the pessitality of the trans—
formation of Contrism into blarxism.

That will the ‘"theoreticinns"
. say when Stalin comp-

L
trayal in Spain  and per-
y

letes his Dbe
haps aftor thoe beireyel ir Fraancs ab-

‘.n

anlony Sne ultra-Iight line, woich
will bocome vtnicnabic, and will intro-
duco Lis alire-Left - a1l this if
o Loninigt Parhy arises %o stop Stal-
indgo. O, thoy will "correst"thoir
evolaation mads during the wiira-Right
So03 and n;*L fal1l back upun  "buro-
j " — 1f tacy persist
by Trotsk;iet cenfusicne

RO

I
133

G) i) .
Fa

The statement of Starm—Baceky:
Tho dentral axis of Stelinist revision-
ism is tae intoernational character of
Au preletarzaa revolution (natioral -
)" (The Fourih Invoinational, Novem—
ber 1957), iy incorracts She Lo dm
was born and thrived for tiree yeaors
Terore tae introductior of the “thasory
cf .Soctalism in one country. e
Stalinist attack on Trotsky occuwrrcd
befora this "theory" was ever & <Cu-
sideration. The pivot of Stalinisu is
not tals "tiaeory" as against "Leuvin's
position of world revolution.but buro-
cratic centralism as againsst Wbrker
Democracy. The "theory" of constrult-
iny a full socialist 9001ety in.ta
isolated  workers! State y but a
gcreen behind which the buroc rucy hag
organized its political power and eco-
nomic well-being. The fake "tueory"
should be refuted. Trotsky has done
this, but he has completely failed to
show the substance this "theory" 1is
covering up. Troisky's method of re-
futation leaves tie false inpression
that ©Stalin and his cligque seriously
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believe tnat it 1s possible to build
Socialism in one country.

Toe most fitting chaructcrization
of Stalinism is: BULUCKATIC CriThaLISH

WML P T fTT oM bl
LR v P.L'.UJJJ:;}.‘"{-.I.‘{J.: \:‘.L.ATL’J.

Lavin, not a grain of understand-
ing of eitier Stulinism or post-Lenin-
ist Trotsiyisiz, the R. V. L. naturally
rojocts the fundamental truta tiat the
source oI a2 present-day,unprecsndont-
ed wavce of reaction 1lies in +the fact
that toe reactionary leadersaip of tho
only existing,cvrocraticully distorted,
workors! Stat>, instoad of promoting
tae world roevolution, is pursuing a
conscicus ané deliberats policy of
transiorning evory revolutionary situ-
ation inio a counteor-revolutionary omne
and of destroying thc revoluiionary
vanguard avroad and at aomo; that Stal-
inism, by tac weight of the magic pros—
tigc of being in control of tue Soviot
Unica and tac Comintern, is tiic most
influcential, the deadlioest onomy of tho
proletariat within tho toilers! camp.
Stalinigm stands guard,rcady to dcliver
the Freaci and othor workers to Fascism;
proparing tc sidstrac: tihe Geriian prol-
eturian revelution if it occurs during
tho prescnt ultra-Kight zigzag (Fore-
shadowed in tac Stalinist appoul for a
"Gorman Poonla's front" during tho army
crisis, Daily Worker,¥ebruary 11,1933).

It is no accidont that the R.™.L.
diverts the attontion of thoe workors
from tao Stalianist scowrge .in Spain and
elsewh.ro. Burying tacir heads dcep
“into thc sands of illusions and dist-
ortions, ta: loaders of the K.W.L. ima-
gine tnat Trotsky =has done tho boest
possivle joo or fightiing Stalinism, and
has fallede ZFrigantcnod, tac leoadors of
the R.W.L. turn thcir back upon Stulin-
ism and "siuplify" thc task by a diroct
"arnti-capitalist oricntation." Zut cap-
italism does not{ operate witZ naked
hands; it is being sorved and is prot-
ected by powerful agoncics. The wide
currant of robellion aguinst capitalism
in its coursc to the Loft is trapred by
Stalinism and is diverted citner to the
Right or to the Left of thc Marxist

line. It is thus prevented from dash-
irg against the bourgooisie, who, in
tur:z, looscn the tlackost reaetion up-
on tuo toiling masses and  oppressed
natiirs. Stalinism during acute cris-

s  witain canitalisn undergocs a hot-

housc expansion. In Spain from a mere
mousc-trap with 900 nombors it meta

morpnosed into a gigantic stecl-trap
holdirn in its Jaws 340,C00 workers,
peasants, intcllcctuals and 1liberal
ancé pectty-bourgeois eloments——and dir-
ecting the Dbetrayal of the Spanish
M2S6CS « In France from 35,000 the
trap now holds over 300,00C. In Amer-
ica tic Stalizist machine withain a
pcericéd of half a ycar with romarkabvle
easc has ensnared over 20,000 new vic-
tims, many of whom arc nrolctarians
from mines and factorios, and oppress—
2d Negroes.  Vhat is the 2.W.L.'s re-
actiorn to thesce  demonstrated facts?
Dovs it take a wovragoows, radalistic
view of thc situation? Does it real-
ize that +tho Loftward-moving workers
arc not frightcned, ratiaer attracted
by the Red words, Commmunism, Bolshevik
rovolution, Marx, Engels, Lonin; but
arc led to beliove by tho cunning Sta-
linist cheats that Bolshovism and
Stulinism ars onc. Tho decper  the
crisis tiwo morc apt aro tho burocratic
impostors to spread thacir influence
anong tac Loftward-moving masses. Thre
task o0F the rovolutionists is to cut
and doflcet tiac stroam of workors away
from thc Stalinist sicves and turn it
ag-inst thc bourgeoisic. But tae
loaders of tiae R.V.L. push their heads
decpsr into the sands.

Stalinism is in thoe ascendoncy
because thore 1is no Marxist party to
counter-act its deadly work. By sab-
otaging tuac struggle against this new-
1y doveloped savior of capitalism, the
R.W.L. objectively aids intcrnational
rcactione.

T-o leadors of the R.W,L. attack
tho Trotclz-itos! statcmiont that "Stal-
inists ave boon  the chicf cnemiss of
workers ravolutior.® (Tho Fowrth: Int-
.rrationel, Ddcerver 1 9 3 7.) -Since
Ochler-Stwzr: Basky declarc that Stalin-
isr ar.d othier agoncics of countor-rovo-
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luticn can be defcoatcd by an "qnti-Capm
italkat eriontation," ticy do noi volhgyr
to expOsd 22 uttor aypocrisy of  tho
Trotskyitos oy sucwing taat Trotsky and
Lis hangors-on Iave nover fouvght and

never will figat Stalinisz, that Trotskic:

and iis Cannons and Saachtmans, diroctly
or indircctly, counsciously or uncon-
sciously, iave beoa working for Stalin
(Protsky's ontire linc, 1922-1938; Can-
non's criiinal sabotago of tue Kirov
situation, the Trotskyites' prosent pos-
itior of tail-oncing Stalinism,Cannonts
program of "trade-unionizing" the Trot-
skyite Party, waon tio outstanding task
today is to peliticizo  thao workers al-

ong Marxist lines, to open tlhieir cyes

with respect to Stulinism, Social Domoc.-
racy and otuer 0pportunist curronts)a

Tat Pae R. W. L, is a Loft Trotsiyist

group ideolopsicully and spirituully at-
tached to Trotsky, taat its "revolution-—
ary Marxist" leadors can conceive of
opportunism as being not anti-working-
class, is obvious, if onc nocds furtier
proof, from tac followin: stutemont of
tie RWoLes

"True it is that Trotsky's pol-
itical 1line is opportunigt today.
Ho advunces the slogun of tiac Fourt:
Internaticnal and dissolves the
groups o: lis  followcrs into tiwo
Second Internaticnal. Eis followers
botray Marxism, wmak: principled con-

cogsions to Stalinism and the Soc—
ialists. But Trotsky's Mwe is not
anti-workin-class, not pro-capital-

ist."
% %k ¥ %k

Truti: is of erucial importance
to the prolotariate It is tho funda-
antal cornorstone of a Bolsihevik orp-
anization. Deception and confusion
wien coucied in Marxist phrascs be-
como# wmonstrous charms in ths hands of
opportunists who bowuile tiz tolling
masscs, saacklc tihcm ideologically,and
delivor them to tie onomy, the bourg-
ooisic.

For a ruthlcss eradication of all
pornicious lies, all distortions and
ontroppins illusions §prudd by . cons~"
cious and unconscious Marxist opportun-

istsl

Rascuc tie masses of France, tie
workers of all countiries from the
doadly clutchos of tho Stalinist mor—
stor, its Socialist partners, and from
all sorts of pscucdo-Bolshevik confus-
ersl

For a Leninist (not a Trotskyist
or Left Trotskyist) Fourti Internation-
all
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