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o 5 ' WHO ARE THE SOCIAL - CHAUVINISTS?

THE SOVIET UNION AND AGREEMENTS
WITH CAPITALISTS

Whe Are The

"..If by 'national defense’ is meant, what it
has always meant among revolutionary Social-
18.5: aefense of the capitalist country in time of
war, and if there are Communists standing for
the defense of their capitalist countries, then
such Communists (assuming that there are such)
are not Communists at all but social-patriots;

Social - Chauvinists ?

CENTRISM AND THE SOVIET UNION
MARX AND THE TAX QUESTION

?

social- chauvinists; they are people of the Kaut-
sky gtripe..."
(Alex Bittelman, in the Communist Party
pamphlet “Going Left”, published March
1936, analyzing the draft program of Left
Socialists.)

' TREATIES AND AGREEMENTS WITH

~ The existence since 1917 of an isolated So-
‘viet Republic in a backward country surround-
ed by an imperialist ring, before the second
| world war brought a direct Fascist invasion,
f reveals a varied and contradictory pattern of
' the foreign policy of the Soviet Union.
first period, under Lenin and Trotsky, ‘the for-
eign policy flowed from the fundamental pro-
position of the EXTENSION OF THE  OCTOBER

- REVOLUTION. - '

But from 1924 onward the foreign pohcy
more and more took a line of capitulation to
“one or another group of imperialists. The ax-

is which determined the foreign policy under
" Stalinism was based upon the THEORY OF

In the-

CAPITALIST NATIONS

SOCIALISM IN ONE COUNTRY, just the op-
posite of the former period. Whereas under
Lenin, the Soviets admitted their weakness,
from internal civil war and imperialist inter-
vention, they were, nevertheless, firm and in-
dependent in relation to their class policy.
While the Stalinists c¢laimed they.-were inter:
nally ‘strong and had arrived at the gates of
socialism, they were making concessions to the
imperialist pressure and were carrying out a
nationalistic policy internally and internation-

“-ally as the tail to the imperialists.

Signing of treaties and agreements must be
considered: in this framework. For example,
the weak Soviets were forced to sign the Brest
Treaty with German imperialism because they
were on the verge of complete defeat. The
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forced concessions to Germany (or defeat) gave
them a breathing spell until the German Rev-
olution ended all the acts of the Kaiser's forces.
To sign such treaties when you are defeggted,
. and at the point of a gun, not at the border,
but with troops marching forward to take the
entire country is one thing; but to sign such
ireaties and agreements as Stalinism has
done (when' Socialism was established (?) ) is
betrayal. '

The utilization of the friction in the imperial-
ist camp has been revised by the Stalinists to
equgl, the suhordination of the proletariat to the
imperialists. One must always take advan-
tage of the imperialist antagonisms, but only
upon the basis of the independence of the wor-
king class.

&listory has already proven that an isolated
Soviet State must make concessions to cap-
italism, especially a Soviet established in a
backward nation. This all the more emphas-
izes Lenin's position that unless we extend the
October Revolution to western Europe we are

_doomed. He realized that the breathing spell
of isolation was short lived. Stalinism took the
opposite path.

CAPITULATION, NOT CONCESSIONS.

A whole, series of agreements with capital-
ist nations were made by Stalinism that repres-
ented only capitulation. Agreements, as such,
by Stalinism connot be condemned. The
question is what KIND of agreements did Sta-
linism sign. The following are outstanding be-
trayals and capitulations of Stalinism in this
sphere. (A detailed analysis on this can be
found in previous material) = Franco-Soviet
Pact. The Non-Intervention Agreement. The
Execution of the Anglo-Soviet Trade Union
Committee of 1926. The agreements with the
Kuomintang in the Chinese Revolution of 1926-
27. And above all, the Hitler-Stalin Pact that
let loose the fury of the second world war.
These agreements we condemn, not in tactics,
but in principle. Not because they are agree-
ments with capitalists by an isolated Soviet
State, but because the agreements are anti-
working class in content. They are capitula-
tions.

One must make a distinction between a-
greements signed when you are defeated at

war such as the Brest Treaty and the treaties:

signed in the period of temporary peace with
.7 perialism. Likewise‘%one must make a dis-
tinction belween agrééments iri times of tem-

porary pedace and in timés of imperialist war.
A certain agreement in the period of peace
may favor the Soviet Union and enable her
to keep intact her independence; but a similar
treaty in an imperialist war can negate all such
relations. Treaties and concessions with the
imperialists as a whole are concessions; and
a sign of weakness, and must be considered
in their concrete relation.. A further distinction
must be made between agreements signed with
imperialists and those signed with semi- and
colonial nations, countries where a phase of
the bourgeois-democratic revolution has not
been fulfilled. Small capitalist nations under
one or the cther imperialist domination can be
used by the Soviets to disrupt imperialist hege-
mony and on this basis certain agreements
mav be signed.

TREATIES BEFORE STALINISM

But these concessions and these agreements
must he hased wpon a clear class line. Based
upon the extensinn of the October Revolution,
not upon the theory of socialism in one coun-
try; upon internationalism, not upon “Russian”
nationalism. A resnlution adopted bv a 6 to 5
vote by the Central Committee in the period
of the Brest @greement, enterad bv' Trotskyv stat-
es: "As a party of the socialist proletariat,
which is in power and is conducting war with
Germanv, we apply through the medium of
state organs, all means of eaquipping our rev-
olutionary army in the best possible way, with
everything that is necessary, and in order to
acquire them wherever it is possible also from
the capitalist governments. In doing so, the
Social Democratic Workers Party of Russia
(Bolsheviks, Editor) retains its complete inde-
pendence with regard to its foreign policy, ob-
ligates itself in no wise to capitalist govern-
ments and in every case considers their pro-
posals from the standpoint of expediency.”

To retain its complete independence, ob-
ligates itself in no wise to.the capitalist gov-
ernments, etc. This position at the time of war
with Germany in 1918 is the opposite of the
position of Stalinism at war with Germany
today. The independence is forsaken with an
agreement with Anglo-American imperialism.
Their capitulation to Roosevelt-Churchill is re-
vealed in the position of the Communist Par-
ties which overnight turnéd from negative (pro-
Hitlar) opposition to full support of these imper-
iclists. tr social-oatriotism that would make the
Second International in the last world war pale
into insignificance.
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THE INVASION OF IRAN

Half-baked “"Marxists” talk of Red Imperial-
ism when the Soviet Union marches into neigh-
boring lerritories for defense of the Soviet Uu-
ion. This we openly admit is at the same
tinte an ctiensive action agginst these small
capitalist nations and a part of the military
siiuggle once open war breaks out. To argue
the case within the framework of military tac-
tics is to confuse mouniains with mole-hills.
Wars can be determined on the basis of CLASS
INTERESTS and not on moral, (bourgeois mor-
al) concepts. In the 1921 agreement with Per-
sia, Article six signed under Lenin and Trots-
ky gives the Soviets the right to march into the
Persian territory when attack against the So-
viet Union threatens from this area and when
~ the Iran state is unable to prevent attack
through their territory; that is,” maintain their
"independence”.

The Cannon Trotskyites, although for the de-
fense of the Soviet Union call for full support
of Stalinism and not for its overthrow until af-
ter Fascism has been defeated. This is cap-
itulaticn to Sialinism. There will be no defeat
of Hitler unless Stalinism is eliminated and a
revolutionary Marxian line followed. On the
other hand, in United States and Great Britain
the Cannonites call for the "turning of the im-
perialist war into a war against Fascism”. This
means that the main enemy is NOT at home—
but in the "enemv’’ nation. Both positions sup-
plement each other as a centrist tail-end posi-
tion, and anti-Marxicn position on the imper-
ialist war as the defense of the Soviet Union.

Another attempt to-obtain peace with the
interventionists is revealed in the note of Feb-
ruary 4th, 1919, sent to the Entente, at the time
of the Llovd George-Wilson Prinkipo proposal.
This shows the concessions the Soviets were
willing to offer to obtain peace. The People’s
Commissariat  proposed: '"l—Acknowledge-
ment of the financial obligations toward the
creditors in the Entente countries. 2—Payment
of interest on State Loans in raw material. 3—
The granting of concessions to the Entente cap-
italists on the conditions that such concessions
would not affect the internal Soviet Regime.
4—Territorial Concessions involving the oc-
cupation of areas forming part of the Russian
Empire, by armies drawing support from the
Entente"”.

The Commissariat says, "Wt were also
prepared, in case of an agreement with the

.

Entente Powers, to include in it a pledge not
to inlervene in the internal affairs of those Pow-
ers.”” Although the conference did not material-
ize it revealed to what length the Soviets were
willing to go to obtain peace.

A strong Soviet State backed up by parties
of the International in other nations and a sym-
pathetic working class would not have to offer
such concessions. Stalinism offered and actual-
ly GAVE ten times, nay a hundred times more,
in concessions to the imperialists in the treat-
ies they signed. In spite of the Stalinist claim
of Socialism, of “powerful” Communist Parties
in all countries, facts prove the degeneration
and capitulation on o false non-Marxist basis.
Stalinism gave these concessions to imperial-
ism, not when they were pressed on 21 fronts
by intervention and civil war, but a period. of

internal peace and border peace with imper-
ialism.

STALINISM SELL-OUT TO ROOSEVELT-
CHURCHILL

In relation to those above factors the ques-
tion must now be posed and answered — what
about the Stalinist agreement with the Anglo- '
American imperialists since the Hitler invas-

ion? We have condemned the Hitler-Stalin
Pact.  Since then History has fulfilled our pos-
itign. '

We condemn the Roosevelt-Churchill-Stalin
agreements as a capitulation to the‘Anglo—Ar.n-
erican imperialists. We call for repudiation
of this agreement as detrimental to the workers’
interests and the interests of the defense.of the
Soviet Union. Instead it is necessary to form
a link with the only ally the Soviet Union has,
the workers and oppressed colonial peobles.
In fighting the Fascist armies the revolutionary
Marxists would appeal, by press, radia and
airplane leaflet distribution to the workers of
the world, AND ABOVE ALL TO THE WORK-
ERS OF EUROPE, to prepare to revolt against
Fascist domination — to rise in arms against
the Fascists. This appeal to Italy and Ger-
many would take on special character where
demoralization could be sowed. Not an offer
for a return to bourgeois-democracy, such as
the I. L. P. and Churchill offer, but an appeal

“to the peoples for the United States of Socialist

Europe, for the overthrow of capitalism.
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Likewise the Stalinist support of the Roose-
- welt-Churchill 8 point program means that any
revolts in occupieqd Europe will reveal the line
of a “return to bourgeois-democracy” by the
Stalinists instead of a struggle for the social
revolution. ’

At the same time, it (the Marxists' appeal)
means that the parties existing in the Anglo-
American nations would appeal to the work-
ers of these imperialist powers, and these “al-
lies”, for the continuation of the class struggle.
That the main enemy is at home. That the im-
periglist war must be turned info a war o
gainst imperialists. That the line of revolution-

. ary defeatism applies to all warring capitalist
: nations, ’

Does this mean that we would not attempt -

to obtain economic ond military concessions
" from  the Anglo-American imperialists? No.
‘Based on the line of the Central Committee
resolution of the period of the German invasion

of the last war, within that framework, we

would endeavor to obtain aid.” The indepen-
dent action of the parties and the working class
to#tum the imperialist war into a civil war, not
Stalinist social-patriotism is embodied in that
‘resolution already quoted. ’

RWL CORRECTION b

- The RWL erred in the article of October
1939 on the Hitler-Stalinist pact when we stat-
ed: "The workers' state cannot make trade o-

" greements with. capitalist- nations during war . -

or revolutionary periods.” This was referring
. to the agreement with Hitler and aid to Hitler
- which events have proven that Stalinism was
‘wrong. But we elevated our opposition to the
‘false Hitler-Stalin Pact to all such agree-
* ments in war periods, etc. What we must state
2 now, in correction, is that the Hitler Stalin: pact
- was wrong in PRINCIPLE. But that it is con-
.ceivable that certain agreements® retaining the
" independence of the class, and freedom of the
“Soviet State, (\A{hich Stalinism did not do) can

"relaticn to the given moment.
- STATUS OF AGREEMENTS -

~an isolated workers’

be signed and aid obtained by the Soviet Un-
ion. As a general rule economic and military
agreements in periods of wars and revolutions'
will be used by the imperialists against the
workers. Exceptions have been made by Lenin

and can be carried out again, providing the

political and orgamizational independence of

the class and its state is maintained. This can-
not be obtained under- social-reformist Stalin-
ism. It can be assured only under a revolu-
tionary Marxian leadership.

We reject a military agreement or alliance
with an imperialist pcwer (an agreement for
war ends, covering all operations) but we do
not reject such on agreement with « coloniql
or semi-colonial power “fighting” imperialism.
At the same time we point out that in rejecting
a military allionce we are of the opiniqn that
temporary military agreement for specific ends,
within the framework of the class independ-
ence is permissable as an excepticn. Each
such action must be considered in its concrete

The whole question of agreements and
treaties with capitalist ‘nations must be con-
sidered within the framework of a transitory,
auxiliary action in relation to the independent
line. of the working class, and the existence of
state.  Stalinism has
made this auxiliary question the LINE, while it
has discarded entirely the LINE of the political
and organizational independence of the work- -
ing class. This difficult contradictory situation

‘has ‘caused the confusion. Let us be clear on
- the question so we can be of aid to our comrad-

es in Europe, who will seize power before the.
present imperidlist war is over, annd who will
have to use these aquxiliary tactics in maneuv-
ering with the capitalist nations until the swesp
of the social revolution. assures the United Stat- -
es of Socialist Europe. °

Sept. 21—41.

. .~ ‘FOR A NEW COMMUNIST PAR-
S TY IN THE SOVIET UNION
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Centrism

The outcome of the present imperialist war
will determine the paih that mankind will travel
for the next stage of history. The outcome prim-
crily revolves around the siruggle of Fascism,
and the Proletarion Revolution even -though
maony of the surface aspects revolve around
the imperialist conflict. This position must not
be confused with the outcome of the Nazi in-
vasion of the Soviet Union. The war against
the Red Army is part of this broader and more
fundamental conflict and although very im-
portant, is not the key to the struggle of Com-
munism and Fascism. This is due to the fact
that- the Soviet Union and the Red Army are
under the domination of Stalinism. And Sia-
linism represents a social-reformist burocracy,
an imperialist agent within the workers ranks.

CENTRISM STUMBLES ON THE SOVIET
UNION )

Confusion has been created by the difficult
and complitated antagonism that the imper-
ialist war and Soviet invasion reflects. It is
-not only an imperialist war. With the Nazi
‘invasicn of the Soviet Union the elements of
revolutionary war, in defense of the Soviet Un-
ion, enter into the problem. This does 'not
‘mean, as, the social-patriotic Stalinists claim,
that the imperialist war no longer exists and in
its place is the Soviet Union and those that help
‘her against the Axis.

FIGET ON TWO FRONTS

On the contrary, all indications are that imper-

ialist conflict will flare up to new heights. Sup-

port to any impetialist power on any pretext is
capitulation to imperialism and plays into_ the
hands of the enemies of the Soviet Union.
While we have the” Stalipists’ and other such
reformisfs who reside in capitalist nations un-
der Anglo-American domination now support-

ing the imperialist bloc against the axis; we .

have others, such as the Cannon Trotskyites
who make the same error in principle and in
action capitulate to Stalinism in their hope of
defending the Soviet Union. They argue that
we cannot fight on two fronts — agdinst im-

perialism and Stalinism at the same time. They

argue that now we will fight imperialism and
later we will settle.with Stalinism. But the
Marxists must point ‘out to the working class
that SUCCESSFULLY TO FIGHT IMPERIALISM

WE MUST AT THE SAME TIME FIGHT A-

And The

Soviet Union

GAINST THE IMPERIALIST AGENTS IN OUR

RANKS, THE STALINISTS AND OTHERS.
DEFENSE OR DEFEATISM

The Shachtmom Trotskyites, on the other
hand, add even more confusion to the problem.

‘Before Burnham walked out on them he was

able to sow more confusion and non-Marxiom

ideas among them than Browder could do in
a life time, if given a chance, Specking of de-

featism, ' Shachtman reveals his complete ig-
norance of Lenin's position and still clings to

the revisionist Trotsky position expressed in

"War and the Fourth International”, and fur-
ther degeneraied elsewhere. "By defeatism

in Russia, if I may still use the word, I aim o

the defeat of the Stalinist counter-revolution

by the Soviet working class”. Shachtman

stops the quotation where the problem really

begins. If he is for defeatism in the Soviet.
Union, the same as he is for defeatism in im-

perialist nations the guestion must be answer-

ed — are you for the defeat of the Red Army?

If you are for the defeat of the Stalinist gov-

ernment . (by the Soviet Workers) are you also’
for the military defeat of the Soviet Union by

Fascism and the other imperialists? Or are

you against that? This question Shachtmon

does not answer.

We can reply by s'tating"ihcrt we ere for .
the defense of the Soviet Union and the Red
Army. We are for a POLITICAL REVOLU-

- TION to oust Stcthnlsm now if possible. This

is the opposne of defeatism. But in Germany,
against the Nazi invaders, or the other imper-
icdists, we are for a SOCIAL-REVOLUTION. In
preparation for action’ TOWARD that ‘end we
are for defeat of the Nazi armies (cmd the other
imperialists too) — for the mlhtqry defecrt 3t
those forces.

-DANGER OF COUNTER-REVOLUTION

In that sentence Shachtmon makes cnother
error. He speaks' of the Stalinist COUNTER-
REVOLUTION. One must make a distinction
between the forces that will organize a coun-
ter-revolution, .the restoration of capitalism, .and
those that play into their hands, or those whe
are agents. In the Soviet: Union;. during -the
struggle between, the imperialists -(counterrév-
olution) and the redl defenders of the Soviet
Union, the working class and the Marxist for-
ces (for a political revolution) the Stalinist bur-
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ocracy will break up when this struggle redch-_

es its decisive stage. No dqubt very many pt
those in the Stalinist burocracy will join with
the counter-revolution (if they are promised a
place in the structure) while ‘a section of the
lower ranks will join with the working class
ond the Marxists. If capitalism: exists in the
Soviet Union the counter-revolution has already
been. completed. If there is still a counter-rev-
olution ahead capitalism has not been restor-
ed. This is Shachtman's contradiction.

 Shachtman is for “defeatism” in the Soviet
Union. But in the same article he speaks of
Spain and says, .. we supported bourgeois
democracy as against fascism — critically, to
be sure.” CRITICALLY, TO BE SURE. Such a
stinking petty-bourgeois position could not be
presented in any kind of an organization ex-
cept one that was in the last stages of decay.
In Spain when tHe Civil War was raging —
they were AGAINST DEFEATISM, and FOR
THE SUPPORT OF BQURGEOIS—DEMOCRACY.
But today they are for Defeatism ond against
any support to the Soviet Union and the Red
. Army. Both positions, in Spain and in the
Soviet Union are wreng. Like Stalinism they

~ swing 180 degrees from one error‘ to the next.

"'SHACHTMAN SUPPORTS BOURGEOIS

3 If one can support a capitalist Peoples Front

against Fascism, on the same stinking premise,
_one could support Stalinism against Fascism
._if one were "objective”. But if objectivity were
" injected into the two positions both the support
 of bourgeois-democracy and Stalinism would
" fall. Instead,- in Spain they would carry on
* INDEPENDENT WORKING CLASS ACTION a-
.gainst Fascism, with no support to the Peoples
_Front;.and in the Soviet Union independent
" working class action against Fascism, with no
;;";;'siipport to Stalinism. In both cases, march sep-
“® arately” and strike together.

Shachtman is o DEFENSIST in Spain for
bourgeois-democracy, and he is a DEFEAT-
- IST in the Soviet Union. Lenin, speaking of
-“the Kornilov-Kerensky period said, "We shall
. become defensists only dfter the passage of
-spower to the proletariat...” But Shachtman de-
z.fends bourgeois-democracy, not even consider-
-+ing the question of proletarian power. Lenin al-
--80 sdid, “We ought not even now support the
+Kerensky Government. This is unprincipled.”
w/This is how  Lenin cnswered the question of

B |

"marching separately and striking - together
with Kerensky and Kornilov”. Trotsky and
Cannon and Shachtman forgot this in Spain,
and now the majority of the Trotskyites on an
international scale revise the Marxian position
on the Russian queston. - .

INDEPENDENCE OF PROLETARIAT

Shachtman says, "To the extent that any-
thing can be done in Russia I would seek to
direct the efforts of the internationalists at re-
constructing the independence and integrity
of the proletariat.” Words, words, words —
and confusion. One thing that must be kept
in mind is the fact that Shachtman throughout
the article uses the term, Russiq, ‘instead of the
Soviet Union. This clearly reveals. the false
position as to the type of economy in the Soviet
Union. Shachtman always was long on
words and short on economics and dialectics.
That is why he became a fellow-traveler with
Burnham on these positions. But like most fel-
low-travelers, and not being as firm as Burn-
ham he could not keep the pace. ‘

He wants the internationalists to do the

‘work. Yes, internationalists, but what is the

matter with the term, Marxists? Why not the
Marxists point the way ahead? But more im-
portant, is Shachtman’s point about the recon-
struction of the independence of the proletariat.
And just how will our Trotsky friend accom-
plish the job of the independence of the prolet-
ariat? Not a word on this question! Again he
stops where the real problem begins. Again.
he has nice sounding words that conceal hol-
low ideas. ' :

The key question of the problem of the in-
dependence of the proletariat FROM THE CAP-
ITALISTS is the question of the political and"
organizational independence of the revolutinn-
ory Marxian organization. -But to keep POLIT-
ICAL independence of the Marxian organiza-
tion one cannot state that, “we support bour-
geois democracy against Fascism.”

And to keep the ORGANIZATIONAL inde-
pendence of the Marxian organization one can-
not liquidate such an organization into the Sec-
ond International, into the Socialist or "“Labor”
Parties. "

September 19—41.

(Shdchtrnan quotations are from “Labor Ac-
tion" .of September 1, 1941.) o
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. Karl Marx On‘

"Taxation reform, the hobby of all Radicals,
has for its objects (1) either the abolition of
raditional, obsolete taxes that impede trade;
(2) or cheaper government; (3) or a more equit-
able distribution. The more zeal the middle-
class reformer develops in the pursuit of his
chimerical ideal of just incidence of taxation
the more it eludes his grasp in practice.

"Taxation can only modify some secondary
effects of the conditions of distribution which
spring directly from the capitalist production,
that is, the ratio between profit and wages,
profit and interest,” profit and rent, but it can
never attack them at their basis. All disquis-
ittons and debates concerning taxation pre-
suppose the permanment existence of the cap-
italist order. = Moreover, the abolition of all
taxes, far from establishing socialism, could
but result in accelerating the development of
bourgeois property and its inherent contradic-
tions. Taxation may favour certain classes
and oppress others, as we see this, for instance,
uvnder the regime of the financial oligarchy.
It can ruin the intermediary strata that are
placed between the bourgeoisie and the pro-
letariat, since their position does not allow
them to shift the burden to the other classes.
The proletariat is driven down a degree lower

For Production for Use Under
Workers Control

5

The Tax

Question

through every new tax; the abolition of an old

tax does not result in raising the rate*of wages,
but that of profit. During a revolution, taxes

may be swelled to colossal proportions in or-

der to use.them as a lever for attacking priv-

ate property, but even then they: will progres-

sively drive on to new revolutionary measures,

or ultimately lead us back to the old condi-

tions of bourgeois property.

"Reduction of taxation, a more equitable
incidence of taxation, that is the demand of the
commonplace middleclass reformer. The ab-
olition of taxation, that is the socialism of the
Radical reformer. This Radical socialism ap-
peals particularly to the industrial and com-
mercial class and to the peasantry... Behind
the demand for the abolition of the taxation
lurks the demand for the abolition of the State.
But the abolition of the Stdte is only logical -
with the Communists as the inevitable result
of the abolition of the. classes, for only then .
will there be'no need for an organized power
of one class to keep down the other.”

Marx, in his New Rheinische Revue, which
he edited from London in 1850.

TO CREATE A BETTER LIFE,
OVERTHROW CAPITALISM .

4
N
"
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