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THE-UKRAINE PROBLEM
AN ANSWER TO LEON TROTSKY'S - POLEMIC

Ed, Note:The article belov is an answer to Ieon Trotskyks rebute
tal to an original article that appeared in vhat was then our
theoretical organ the MARXIST, We reprinted thig article-in our
last issue. To fdllow through ve now reprint our rebutital to
Trotsky vhich appeared in the Novémber,;1939 issue of ENTERNATION
AL NEWS, The following article assumes greater importance when
viewed from the point of the present vPwantizad. errors his fole
lowers of the"™Fourth International® Cannonitesgare making in
their support of Bito and related movemenis, These stem from the
original theoretical errors that Trotsky made more than ten years
ag0e

Due to the outbreak of the second world imperialigh war and
the dismerberment of Poland by the Stalin-Hidler agreementgthe question
of the Ukrgine is nov posed. more sharply than, ever as the key to East~ -
ern Burope. The strugg@e raging around the Ukraine will inevitably be—
come more intense. To a great’extentgthe soludion of this question -
il} deternine either- Hitler®s line of march to the East or the fate -
of the Soviet Unione ‘ , .

Ln analysis of our differences with Trotsky on the theorweti-
eal problens involved will clearly reveal the differences between na-
tiona listic centrisn(Erotsky) and proletardan revolutionary interna~ .
tiomalisn(thé Remolutionary Workers Leagwe). In the Socialist Appeal
of ulay 9th,Trotsky first presented his eall for separation of the So-
viet Ukraine frorni the USSR. We presented a brdicf reply to his false.
line in the Marxist of July, Now Trotsky enters into viecious poleniecs
(Sogialist Appeal of Beptérber 15th and 18th) ,wherin he uses strong
language and weak argunents. We regret that a man of Trotsky®s exper—
ience in the revolutionary roveuent neither quotes our* position correc-

~~t1ly nor- argues against pur~'position. Not only does he use false ar—
gunentsgybut he sets up straw ren o argue againste. - o

AGAINST THE SEPARATION OF THE UKRAINE FROM THE SOVIET UNION

First Trotsky points ocut that we are opposed to his mlogan
for the separation of the Ukraine from the Soviet Unione And then Jrot
sky speaks of us and says:i™He is for the world revolution and for soc-
ialisn--%root and hronch® ¥, This leaves the inpression on the reader
thot we counterposed to:-his false slogan the demand for the wordd rev-
olution. We are for the world revolutionghowever,we counterposed to
ITrotsky®s slogan,not theworld revolution abstractlyl but a CONCRETE :,
LINE of march for the present situation. The following position on
this question,froi: the MARXIST of July which Trotsky ighores is as fol—
lowug: '

"Enmeshed in .capitalist contradictions in Western Ukrailrmgoonfron
ted with Stalinist degeneration within Soviet Ukraine,with both seo~
tions beaten down under the harmier blows of the inperinliss strugtle

for> the redivision of the wordld,the problen of the Ukraine calls

for- special atténtion. The policy the regplutionary Morxists
present is first and foremost the independent action of the
vorking classe This is possible only on .the basis of the poli-
and brgdﬁizationg}ﬂgﬁggpendence of the revolutionary Marxian
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organizations In Uestern Ukraine this independent class action
calls for those steps that prepare the class in action for the
social revolution. In the time elerent it nekes no difference
‘where the workers are sucfiessful:first,in 4he social .revolution
of Bestern ‘Ukraine or in’thd political revolption of Soviet Uk—
roine. In the Soviet Ukraine this independent class action calls
.« . For-such g political revolution:and the IXTENSION of this wordk—
. crs? vietory to the rest of the Soviet Union and for the social
revolution ‘internationallys Only on this basis can the working
- class EXTEND, THE QCTOB#R REVOLUTION.® : L
- Does.this position in any way sougd as though we are counters
posing the segkayjan.position of world revilution to a conerets,but
false glogan? :No,it i a odderete buk différent line of narch.

. R _
f -1F THE VWORKERS OVERTHROW" STALINISM

Next,Irotsky takes a sentance out of our docurient vih ichgin
part states:"If the workers overthrow Stalinist.e...™ And Trotsky re-—
torts:®But: Stalinisn nust st be overthrovn®. And,Trotsky says, the
slogan of the separation of the Ukraine fworm the Soviet ‘Union is HOV
to acconplish this. He..states»™nd: in order té' achieve th'is (the over—
throv.. 5>f Stalinisi-Ed) one rmgt not shut one's“eyss’ to the growing
sepaatist tendencies in the Ukradne,bwt rather give then correct poli-
tical expression®. " i '

. . In the first. place,this slogan for the sepafation of the Uk-~
rufne is not the workers road to overthrowing Stalinisme. What is ir.-

. portant in this quotation of oursthat Trotsky uses is the Whole argu—

nent that preceeds it and the reason we used this arguient. Let s deal

.with this aspects. In the MARXIST the quotation Trotsky plays with is
imediately preceeded by -an excerpt fron Trotsky®s original article in
which he states(and we reproduce it here) i ~ A »

1

& e,

. . . Wi E . . -
: "In the face of such an internal- -situatibn (degeneration under
Stalinisn) it is natwrally iLupessible to eveh talk of llestern Ukraine

. voluntarily JXoining the USSR as it is at present constituted. Coénse—
quently the unificgtion of the Ukredine presupposes freeing tle so~call-
ed Soviet Ukraine fron the Stalinist boot,“_

The line of argunent used by Irotsky is that a united Ukraine
FRESUPPOSES the separation of the Soviet'WHraines Trotsky in his orig-
inal quotatiqn,not we -in our reply,starts 'with the’ prenise that after
.the workers political revolution against ‘Stglinisn is completed in the
. doviet Ukrpjnegsthen we chald separates Our position,and the quotation
. Trotsky uses rakes this clear,that we present the oppositd line of
roreh~~-if the politlcal revolution against Stalinism in the Ukrmine is
sugcessful,we shall drive deeper. The next sentance of our article on
the extension of .the political revolutidhgnhich Trotsky does not guets,
is as follows: s ' . o

_ "1f the workers regain their position in the “Soviet Ukraine before
~ the prioletar-ian revolution in Vestern Ukraine they should DRIVE DEEPER
INTO TiHE SOVIET UNION AGAINST STALINISH and the other inperdiallist -
agentse.™ (emphasis in the original.) '

i s Vhy then dows Trotsky take One_sentancg'frbm?oufﬂarticle and
tak aboul eur position™if there is a revolution”wbgp in h@gﬂpreceeding
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quotation,thig. ,is HIS position. And the polemie on this guestion as
our- first article,quotated abové,clearly shows is not over the first
aspect but.the second aspect of :the question. Trotsky says separation
if we gain wprkers rule in the Ukraine,we say - use the base of re-os—
tablished workers Soviets to drive deeperiinto the whols of the Soviet
Union to dislodge Stalinisn,. Ve. repeat,we wilk come ba ek later to the
Tirst part of the question---the line of march for a political refolu—
tion in Russia. " g IO

Again let us quote Trotsky and our cormient,not fror his polemic
against usybut from nhis first article,from which the following guota—~
tion is reproduced from our first article: -

"Irotsky says:*The question:of first ordér is the revolutd onary
guarantee of the unity and independense of a workers?® and peasants?®
Ukraine in the struggle against inperdalin,on the one hand,and against
wi0scov Bonapartism,on the other.? This is begging the question. This
irst order ¥ of Trobeky*is about the tenth order- To have & unified
and independent Ukrcine,the workers and.peasants nust succeed with a
proletarian revolution in three capitalist countries,and rust carry
through a2 political revolution in Soviet Ukraing." :

: This-quotation reveals that in our first articletagainst Trotsky
e argue against the posgition of his FIRST order of unity and point

out that before such UNITY there rmst be o revolution,and a revolution
in several plaoces, In his reply he accuses ug of what we previous ly ox~
posed os his position.

no HOW TO DEFEND THE SOVIET UNION.

: In our first article,irmediately following the quotation dealing
with the 'guestion of “presupposing™yis: the following sentonce i "Not
turning our backs on the Soviet Union,buk its regeneration and meestab~
lishment as o nighty citaded of world revolutien—-~that is-the rood of
orxisr, ®

e . or .

Trotsky quotes this sentance frorm our- docurent. and “then claimes
our position logically leads to this:"™lith this rethod,but with far
greater logic,one night say,'Wot defending o degenerated Soviet Union
is our tosk,but the victoriswsworld revolution which wild tronsSfort the
whole world ‘into a Vorld Soviet Unione.®etc. Such aphorisns cone cheaph
e don*t know where Trotsky got the second cheop quotation but ge do
know thot it fits his position 1like o glove and-has nothing in cormon
with the first quotation of OUrgg -

Our- position is not to separate o section of the Soviet Union
where the workers ecarry .thmough o politieanl revolutionznot to turn our
boekg,but instead DEPEND THd SQVIAT UNION by extending thadk partial
victory T0 THE REST OF THE SOVIET UNION AND RE-ESTABLISHING A GENUINE
workers deriocracys The second idea,which belonga to Trotsky,states just
the opposite---"not defending a degenmrate Soviet Union.®

The separation of the Soviet Ukraine whieh ace rding to Trotsky
is FIRST necessary before there can be o united Ukraine——is the pesi-
tion of NO DEFENSE of the Soviet Union. And sécondly,this "cheap aph—
orisnPof Trotsky!s is the position of the Ultre-Lefts. It is not our
position, Any-one who is helf-wey fomiliar with the R.W.WL. literature
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on gho Soviet Union knows that we stand for the defense of the Sov1et
Union. , . ‘

Inice,in the first column df the art{ le in polemics against us
Irotsky trles to.make us ont as sectarians,ultra-lefts,but both times
he DOES NOT PRESENT OUR POSITION, This is a necessary 1ntroductlon to
his aeticle to prepare the groundwork for- his readers so he can presert’
his CENIRIST POSITION against our Marxist p051tion and already have ‘
his readers convinced that the position he is argu_ng against is ultre-
left,sectarianisnm,.

SEPARARION AN ASSET QR A LIABILITY T0 VHOM ?

" Irotsky says: YAssuredly,the separation of the Ukraine is a lia—
bility as compared with a voluntary and esqualitarian socialist federa-
tion;but it will be an unguestionable asset as compared with the bur— -
ocratic ‘strangulation of the Ukrainian’ people. e -

What Trotsky says is trueybut this is not. the mein axis for- the
workers or for the Marxists. More mmportant than the fadt that separa—
tion is an asset to the UkSainian pwople,is the effects of separation
oh the WORKZIRS and the DEFINSE ofWHAT REMAINS OF THE OCTOBER REVOLUZ:.:
TION. Again we must say that the workers! of Russia agalnst Stalinism
- - — as weld as outward towards Vestern Ukraine. This is ths real de—
fense of the Soviet Union.

ECONOMIGS AND STOGAN OF SEPARATION . ¢

. ®The economy of the Soviet Union enters integrally into this
plany¥says Brotsky. The planned economy of the Soviet Unionmay be af-
fected by the separationy,he says,but Pan economic plan is not the holy
of hollies®, In this argumsnt he Pidlcules us hecause we “forgot” the
economic aspect of the gquestion. Trotsky should know that there is no
solution to the economy of backward Soviet! Ukraine on the basis of the
gl ogan of separatlon.

In either qase a proletar-dian revolution in Western Ukraine or
a political revolutlonﬂor hoth at once,calls for a drive INWARD into
the rest of the Soviet.Union against Stallnlsm as well as against the
: Imperlallsts,ln order to solve any of the economic problems confront-
ing the Soviet Ukraine as well as the rest of the Soviet Union. To tell
the workers and peasants of the Soviet Ukraine that they must separate
to better- their economie position because the burocrats have warped
the plan is false. To tell them to oust the burocrats and take power
in -the Soviet Ukraine and use this aw a lever to extend the polltlcal
revolution to the rest of Russia and to gorrect the PLAN not only in
relation to the Ukraine but to the whole of the Soviet Union is the
correct relation of the plan to the Ukraine.

1% is not the PLAN,as Trotsky claims,that is the more important
ecgononic aspect of the question of the right of self-determination.
More important than the question of a plan and its break-down under
Stalinism with its negative affects upon the national problem,is the
question of the PROPERTY RELATIONS. We did deal with the decisive econ-—
omic aspects;but Trotsky ignored our argument. Ve stated in the LARXIST
that :"The rlght of self determination under capitalism and the right
of self determination under the Soviet rule do not have the same axis,”
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What is the different axis? The property relations. Separation of the
colonies under capitealist economy from the imper-ialipt mother country
further disrupts and accelerates the conditions, for revolution. But to
use the slogan of- the r<ight of self determinatioh under the property
relations of the Soviet Union is to negate the whole concept of ldarx:s
ism on this guestion as presented by Lenin.

To.issue a slogan for sepafation of national minordities under a
capitalist economy and under- the different property relations in the
Soviet Union are twodifferent things. Irotsky does, not see this dif-
ference and criticizes us for not considering the economic relationsl

WORKERS VS. PETTY. BOURGEOIS.IN THE UKRAINE

In his polemic Trotsky extends his error in attempting to ansger
us, What he only implied in his first article he now states clearly in
this serdies of articles, For example:"only a direct and bold posing of
the Ukrainian question in the given concrete circumstances will facil-
itate the rallying of the petty-bourgeis and peasant masses around the
proletariat just as in Russia.in 1917," . P

We agree that the agrarian problem and the national pr-oblem have
not been solved and especially not under Stalinismgwhich has: aggravat-—

- -ed all .the contradictions. But that is not the dispute now.yThe ques-

tion is:do you ELEVATE an AUXILIARY oLOGAN to win allies above the line
of march for the WORKING CLaS3? The first quotation ®e present in this
article from the Marxist clearly shows that our line of march is the
independence of the working elass in action. The national minority and
the peasants will be won as allies only on this basis. Trotsky turns
this concept upside down and places the interests of the petiy-bours
geols in the Ukrgine above the interests of the PROL@EARIAT,and the de-
fense of the Soviet Union. We counter pose'to Trotsky's Ukrginian na-
tionalismpprolétarian internabBionalism. i

Let us give some more .quotations along this same 1ine from Irotsky
"This means that the proletarian vanguard has let the Ukraine national
movement slip out of its hands and that this movement has developed far
on the road to separatism." There is a Yerowing strength of separatist
tendencies among the Ukrainian masses"."™Phe great mass of 'the Ukraini—
an people arwe  dissatisfied with their national fate and wish to change
it drastically.”™ - : . L

Trotsky correctly sees the ZFFECTS of Stalinism upon -the Ukraine
section of the Soviet Union,the degeneration and development of nation-
alidh tendencies. But one does not eliminate the CAUSH~—~Stalinism as
the agent of ;the imperialists-by CAPITULATINE %o the nationalist tend~
encies¥**To use the slogan of the right of self determination and the
national question for Ukraine separation from the Soviet Union..

Ve have pointed out before that this slogan is a part of our stra-
tegy to win allies,that it {is not a.principled question,and that at
certain timesunder certain circumstances we reject the use of separa-
tion because it plays into the hands. of the imperislists, The indepefi-
dence of the Ukraine blays into the hands of the different dmpericlisés

—--——--—.__-_.,....——————_——-—-—_-——————_—---M””.—.

**To use the slogan of the right of self determination and the national
question to DISRUPT ILMPiIRIALISH,to weaken dmperdalism,is not the same
&8 to use the national question for Ukraine separation from the S.U.
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Just as much os did the separation of Sudetenland or: Danzig at the
moment, On this ‘basis Stalinism would gain tob by reveéaling what the

slogan will accomplish, That is the reason we stated that separatism

plays into the hands of Stalinism,a statsment which Trotsky ridicules.
LENIN ON THE UKRAINB

Clarity can be of tremendous value to us here. Let us br-iefly re

. view Lenin?s line for the Ukraine(i.e.,fo national minorities in a
. Workers State), In his speech of Liarch 19,1919 ,replying to discussion

of,tbe,pféposed new party program (at the Sixth Congress of the C.P.
S.Us),comrtade Lenin summarized the Ukrainian national problem in a man-
ner- totally alien to Trotsky?s approggh?

. "The Ukraine was separated from Russia by exceptional cirecumstan-
. . Jees,and the national movement @id not take deep root there. In so
. far-as it did manifest itself it was knocked out by the Germans.,

©1 ) Ihis is a fact,but an exceptibnal fact. Even with the language

~ ' theré the position is such that it has become uncertain whether
' the Ukrainian language is the mass language or- not." :

Going one step further we examine the theses of the Second World
Congress of the Communist International on the national guestion. Sec~—
tions 7 and 8 clearly present the proletarian view on national federa-

tion in’'a workers society:

"“The federative principle appears to us a-transitional form toward
" unity of the workers of all countries..-The federative principle
“has already practically demonstrated its conformity to the end
- pursued,just as much in course of the relations between the Rus~
sianiSocialist Federated Republics and the other Soviet Repub—
lies(Hungarian,Finnish,Lithuanian,in the pastjizergaidjan and
Ukrainian at present)as in the heart of the Russian Republic it-
self,with regard to the natidnalities which formerly had neither
a state nor an autonomous existence(e.g.,the autonomolls republics
of the Bashkires and the Bartars,created in Soviet Russian in
1919 and ‘1920) »

"The task of the Comminist International is to study and verify
the experience(and the further development) of these new federa -
' ' tions based on the Soviet form and the Soviet movement. Since
we condider the federation a transitional form toward complete
unity,it is necessary for us to work toward a closer and closer
federative union,bearing in mind: 1)the impossibility of defend—
- ing(without the closest union ameng them)the Soviet republies
surrounded by imperialist enemies who are infinitely superior in
military power;2)the need for a closer economic union of the So-
viet republigs,without which the rebuilding of the productive
* forces destroyed By imperialism,and the security and well-being
of the workers cannot be assured;3)the tendency for the realiza-
tion of a universal economic plan whose regular application
could be controlled by the proletariat of all countries,a tenden-
¢y which made itself evident under- the capitalist regime and
which cértainly ought to continue its development and reach per—
© fewtion under the Socialist regime.”

. ) Bearing tle above in mind we continue with Trotsky®s quo—
tations Have Stgl;n_ggd’his Ukrainian ~satraps succeeded in convinecing
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- the Ukrainian masses of the -superiority of Moscow centralism over Uk

- rainiem independence or- have they failed? This question is of decisive

' importance, Yet our author- does not*even suspect its existence.’————-
says Trotsky.: ‘ S SR : : o

To Marxists the axis is notMicscow centralism”(reformism)vs.
"Ukrainign 'indendence(centrism). To us the question of workersddemocra—

¢y vs. loscow centralism is the correct axis.

. Within ‘the freamework of:our road to state power- and the ousting
_of Stalinism is the strategical line of SHAHING DEEPER INTO THE SQVIET
- UNION on the basis of gaining a foothold in any area. This calls for a
.. 8truggle 10 re-establish workers demogracy and not separatism.

But Trotsky places the Ukraine pettykbour@@oisLinterests(sepap~
ation) ABOVE the interests .of the.working #lass(vworkers éemocracy).We

may state that the struggle forworkers democracy is a part, of the prob
“lem of the road to powery,the REAL DEFENSE OF THE SOVIET UNION.

- All of these above quotations-reveal that the AUXILIARY PROBLEM
made the main’ problem by Trotsky #Ho turns upside down the relation of
forees in the line .of march.to overthrow Stalinism and places the pet-
ty-bouredis 1line above the working class line. = -
THE ROAD T0O POWER .

; Irotsky says:"The slogan of independent Ukraine advanzed in
time by the proletorian vanguard will lead to the unavoidable strati-
fileation of the petty bourgeois and render it easier for itslower
tiers to ally themselyes with the proletariat.™ Only thus is it possi-
ble to prepare the proletarian fevolution.™ Irotsky speaks: of the pro-
letarian revolution. Does this mean that a  proletarian revolution is
needed in the Soviets,that capitalism exists Here?If s0,this is the
Ultra-Left y 'sition. Has Trotsky changed his position on Russia? Or
does this mean the slogan of the independence of the Soviet Ukraine
;Will,help,the,proletarian;revolution,in'Western Ukraine? But'Trotsky
gays in the original article the followingi"Consequently the unifica-
tion-of the Ukraine presupposes freeing the so-called Soviet Ukraine
from the Stalinist boot." On Trotsky®s basis then,it does mean FIRST a
i%o%itical.revolutiOn;inithe Soviet Unionyand THEN a proletarian revolu—
tione ' o y - . . : :

) " However,in this article,the second article,Trotsky is shifting
his position, He would like to forget the first article where the uni—
ted Ukraine:PRESUPPOSES the separation of the Soviet sector. In the
second article he ‘speaks of the proletarian revolutionjwhich can only
mean the Western Ukraine. But .in retreatihg to the posftion Whers he
states,he accuses us of what he is guilty of.. ' :

o If Trotsky rejefits his false formulations vh ich he tries to
pass off to us through only partial quotations from our article;and in
stead stotes that the separntion of the Soviet Ukraine in TIuE ¥LEMENT
will‘run,paralleléto-the‘Pevqlutiongin WVestern Ukraine (and thdt ‘the
ulity of the Ukrnine does not ,therefore, PRESUPPOSE freeing the so-call-
ed Soviet ;Ukraine from the Stalinist boot) then Irotsky must state the
following though},which is nowhere to be found in his original article
Oor reply:The slogan for an independent Ukroine is necessar to arouse
the petty-bourgeois and Peasant masses as an ALLY of the proletariat,

s
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to placate their present course of extreme nationalism,in the struggle
of the workers in VESTERN Ukraine to carry through a proletarian rev-
olution. In carrying-through thig proletarian revolution in Western
Ukraine we must demand of our foxreces in the Soviet Union that they ,
also advocate,on the bagis of a-political revolution,the separation of
,the Soviet there T0C, THE INDEPENDENT SOVIZT.UKRAINS WILL work out its
- -oWn relations with the Russion,Soviet,the Pélish Soviet,etc,.

But Trotsky has already declored thet the action for the slog-

~an. for separation from Russia and the unification of the Ukraine is
"the basic fact underlying the whole problem.” This means that the na~

;tional question is placed as point number 1 against the above argi <) °
ments;because. our above arguments use the proletarion intersts as poirth

number 1.
.*f"'

P

In reslity it means that Trotsky has presented not variants

but more than one position on the same question,none of wh.ch are cor—
rect, . ‘

First,he presemted the position that unification pPrepupposes

the gseparation of the Sdéviet Ukraine section from otalints state., Sec-
ond,he states a parallel relation between the (politicall)revolution in
Russia and the (social) revolution in Western Ukraine;but he ignores
this question of the social{Vestern Ukraine)and the second position
which states that "only thus is it possible to prepare the proletarian
revolution®”,thus ignores the political revolution in Russia,

Third,he elévates the AUXILLARY SLOGaN ‘to win ALLIIS for the

proletnziat as the"b asic fact",as the "question of- declisive importane
P T . P ‘ :

Geon

Fourth,aond not least, Trotsky presentsistill a different posi-

tion. A position that one could agree with and in no way agree with
the slogan for seperation or his other positions, Trotsky calls th--
the "ideal variant". Let us quote him in full: o

rev

"Le$ us take an ideal variant most favorable for our'critic. The
olution occures simultaheously in all parts of the Soviet Union. The

. Ihe. burocratic octopus is strangled and swept aside. The €onstitu—

ent- Congress of the. Soviets is on the order of the day. The Ukraine
expresses o desire to determine anew here relntions with the USSR,
Even our critic,let us hope,will be ready to extend her- that right.
But in order to possess the right of saying yeas o no,the Ukraine
must return to herself the complete freedom of action,at least for

;';the duration of this Constituent period. There can be no other

hame for this than state indepdndlence.Now let us further suppose
that the revolution embraces sinultaneously also Foland,Roumenia
~and Hungary. All sections of the Ukroinian pPeople become free and
enter into negotiations to join the Soviet Ukraine. At the same
time they all express the desire to have their say on the question
of the interrelations between unified Ukraine and the Soviet Union,
Wwith Soviet Poland,etc, It is self-evident that to decide all these
questions it will be necessary to convene the Consgtituent. Congress
of Unified Ukraine. But a "Constituent "Congress aggnifies nothing
else but the Congress of an independent state which prepares arpew
to determine its own domestic regime as well as its internationsl
position.” ' :
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WVhy should Trotsky bring in this argument in the polemic
with us,since it was not in his first articlej,unless it is a POLEWIC
AGAINST US,or at least unless he wants to- leave the impresgion on his
readers that this argument adds another nail to our political coffin,
and reveals our ignorance of the question ? In fact,that is exactly
why this argument,this ™ideal variant™ is brought in. At the same time
it is a cover—up for his other false positions. This Position speaks:®
of a POLITICAL revolution throughout the Soviet Union and-the ousting
of Stalinism,and a social revolution in the countries of Eastern Eur-
ope., petc. . : : S o

. But the minute this "ideal variant! is co-ordinated with
Trotsky’s LINE on thequestion of the separation of the Soviet Ukraine,,
the ideal. varient is negated. MMost likely,theé political revolution
against Stolinism.in Russia will take:an wuneven development,in some
ereas it will ‘be ghead of the others. Letus say.in the Ukraine it is
more developed,than in the other areas-mwheré the battle is ragink, and
we take power, INSTEAD OF USING THIS BASE <IN SOVIET UKRAINE TO IRIVE :
DeEPER IWTO THE REST OF RUSSIA AGAINST STALINISM,WE CALL FOR SEPARATION
This would be a body blow against the political revolution to smesh
the Stolinist enemies of the workd¥s cnd other counter—revolutionary
slements. L 4 . _ :

It is' cleer that our line of smashing deeper into the Soviet
Union fundamentally contradicts the LINE of Irotsky for separation for
the END& cimed at,ends that are not the DESIRES of the Ukrainian petty—
bburgepi&e,butAthe’INTERﬁSTS OF THE WORKING CLASS. - ' ‘

Furthermore the "ideal variant® is not only brought in to
cover up the f-lse line of separation,but in order to leave the imbres—
sion thot this idenl vardiant is the presentation of Trotsky's position
agninst us.. In fact,ws endorse-thisfdeal variant®,and also present
other variants. in our.original article,varionts that are most likely
but not idéal. ‘We presented this. "ideal variant" which in reality is
not a VARIANT but instead the END we Btrive toward through possible
variants. In our first article which Irotsky is criticizing,he failed
to quote the . following; . ' c S

j&}ﬁft;is not -too early to'enVisage‘the time when the yoke of - exploit

ation will be smashed and the different sections of "the Ukraine will be

. wnified into:0 Se,viet Ukraine. The precondifion for this is the
revolution in .one. or more advanced capitalist ‘countries in Zurope
~ond the establisiment of a Soviet systemw.:This will be o beginn-
ing toward the-consolidation .of the Uni%ted Socialist Soviets of
Europe. Under this structurs. the Present relation to the Soviet
Union will be supplanted by a new and higher stage in which the
Ukr aine —os an entity in its-own right will be affilianted to the
Zostern Soviet. Within thi's fromework we ecan speak of a free inde~
pendent Soviet Ukraine," ‘ : ‘ ’ e
e B i

THE TRANSITION DZMANDS OF TROTSKYISH

N ..An claiming we do not understand the Ukraine question,Trot-—
sky saysi "But just now there is no victorious revolution,instesad there
is a ¥ictorious reactiont To find the bridge from reaction to revolu- -
Lion---that 'is the task.® Then he proceeds to tell us about the Transi-
tion Demands of the "Fourth International™. This means that the slogaon
to separate the Ukraine from the Soviet Union is part of this Transi-
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tion Progrom. , _ .
o It is well that Trotsky brought out this progrom so clearly
.and revealed the proper connection between the Ukraine question ang
the Transition Demands. The whole axis Vof the Transition Demands is.
false and eoch. separate demand(as we have pointed“out in the Fourth
Internaticnal.: vol.ALI #2123} merely presents the cohsrete error in a
givenn field. : oo Y :

We think it is no accident that Trotsky says that we must
find the bridge from reaction to revolution. It is an outward manifest
ation of the false line of the Transition Demands,and not merely a
. poor formulation. The correct theoretical position is not the bridge
from reaction to revolutionjbut the: bridge from Capitalism(whetherire-
actionary® or.v. =formist")to the proletarian revolution, In a given
situation,concretely,for a specific eduntry the application of the
line may be the relation from reaction through reform(both of which we
oppose)to revolution. But the Trangition Demends are the new WORLD
PROGRAM OF Tif TROTSKYITIS. and-the pesitions presented in the Transi-

tion Demands are for all countries.

Trotsky leaves out the whole question of reform. The Transi-
tion Program therefore brings it in through the back. ¥y indow by centr—
ist formulation which result in REFORMIST DEEDS. B

Ce e Let us consider the concrete errors of some important ques— -
‘tions of the Trandition Demands in the light of the “bridge" from Re-
action to revolution.

1--HOW TO FIGHT CAPITALISH

"Fight Imperialism to Fight Fascism" says Trotsky in a letter pub-
lished in the October 8,1938 Sogialist Appeal. Fight Capitalism to
Fight Fascism is the correct position. In addition to the imperialists
there are the small capitalist nationss Under this formulation the
Trotskyites can cover up: 1l)Support of Cordenas in Mexico agoinst
England,but not a word against U.S. IMPERIALISH. 2.)Support to the
Peoples Front in Spain through MAGSRIAL AIb and political criticism,ete
- 3)Bupport of Chinese nationalists against Japan,etc. 4)Support a Labor
- Party,a thrid ecapitalist Party,against the imperialist parties,a slo-
gan of the small eapitalists against the bil capitalists. 5) "ikpres .
priate the 60 fgmilies (United Stotés)and the 200 families(France).

. . 1 t ’ , .
R—— SUITORT OF BOURGEOIS DEMOCRACY AGAINST FaSCISH

It is true that the Trotskyites reject the reformist position of
outright support of bourgeios demoeracy,but they have a centrist,tail—
endist position. Some of the more outstanding examples of this are the
following vhich our literature has ‘taken up in detail:~1)Trotskyt¥s
position on the Chinese situation where he sta tes we nmay even have to
support rotten bourgeois democracy against reaction;in orderr to defend
our working class rights. But 1life itself proéves that the working class
gan qQnly defend its democratic rights by a STRUGGLE AGAINST ‘bourgeois
democracy and, ALL of its institutions ylikewise,the same applies in the
struggle against fascisme 28) For the slogan of the Blum~Cacin govern—

-

x¥Bditorts Note- This was an earlier RWL theoretical organ.
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ment in France before Blum was in power. a slogan not based upen a
Blum-Cechin government ,THROUGH SOVILTS,but wi thin the present capital-
ist structure. 3) The advocation of the €appllero-CNI-UGT government
in Spiin right ofier:the Bireelona uprising. 4)The support of the ilex—
icn. government - g inst British imperialism. 5)The =mupport of Labor
Party candidutes. 6) The support of bourgeoisbills in Congressje.g.the
editorial of nay 31,1938 Socialist Appeal in support of the Wage and

Hours Bill:"All sections of the lcbor movement do and must support the
Billn's',' I . ’

' 3-sTHE INDZP2NDENC.OF THE REVOLUTIONARY iiRKIAN ORGANIZATION.

o lﬁihe liguidation into the Socialist parties and sentrist parties.
2)The support of the Labor(third capitalist) Party. 3.)The estoblish-
~ment of a PAPER Fourth International without:eyen inviting the major-
ity of its own affilioted gections to thée conference,a one~day confer-
ence- to establish the new intermational.4)The liquidetion of the Marx-—
ian program of the party,which means the POLITICAL liquidation of the
party no matter how. long the party continues to exist organizationallmp.

4~-THE BTaTE

1}.. Bhe support of left bourgeois governen' ~ ns atrerdy stated:
Spain,China,llexico,ets. 2)The gdvocaey of the support of a "left" la-
bor government in the United States when it takes power. Cannonf¥s g o-
gen for a Workers and Formems Government for the United States. 3)The
Ironsition Program which states that it is correct to support left
bourgeois governments on the road to powerybefore the Dictatorship of
the Proletarioct is established,as a step toword it,etc.

5--Revolut ionary Defeatism

A consistently false formulation since the wrong position present-
ed in the thesis Wor and the Fourth International ,n position which re-
verts back to Trotsky®s last woar position, which Lenin fought. In
short,it is a position that accepts the term revolutionary defeatism
but fills it with o folse cont. te Instead of advocating that the work
ing class WORK for the defeat of its own impericlists,the Trotskyites
advocate that the revolutionary action of the work ing class will def~
eat the imperialists. Instead of advocating the defeat of the govern-
ment and its aRusD FORCSS through military defeats,the Trotskyites ad-
-vocate only the defeat of the government. But the one government can
be defeated and the new "left? govermment such as Kerensky,can advogs: .
ate the defense of the country. I

5. Instead of stating that we work for the defeat of our own imper-
ialist government and armed forces through revolutionery action,BVEN
IF THIS waNS THE MOMENTARY VICTORY OF THE "ENEMY" IPERIALISTS: the
Trotskyites advocate the defect of our own imperdialists as the lesser
evil, Instead of pointing out that revolutionary defeatism is the LINE
end is HOW the imperidlist war will be turned into civil war,the Trot-
skyites present the position that revolutionary defectism is synonim-
oug with the sdtogan of turning the imperialist war into a civil wars
The LINE of defeatism-is the WHOLE,the sl ogan is a small part,even '
though important. - :

Instead of INDEPENDENT CLASS ACTION against capiﬁalism reapital-
ism and the imperdialist war the Irotskyites center all their energy on
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calling for the right to vote(qulow_Amqndment)to see if the country
will go to war. This is parliamentary Qpportunisg,

Trotsky's Centrism Vs.}Mar;igmwf

We could give many more examples in practically every field on
concrete activity where the Trotskyites have a non—Marxian position,
have a centrist position. But the &bove 1s adequate to explain our
point on some of the principled questions, ;

“Notiees that every one of the above Trotskyite formulation§ on
T TOrcrete work fall into the category of Reaction vs. Revolution,but
not into the Marxist line of Capitalism (reaction and RZFORL) vss ‘the
2Sroletarian Revoluytign. Because their whole Transition Program is
merely the summing-up of previous years of centrist positions and ref-
ormist actions,they have embodied in this Transition Program the Cen—
trist position against BYATION,but not the aRXIST position.against
ReFORus A8 centrists they are left-reformers. They fight reformism,
true enough,but they fight reformism from a centrist rather than from
a Manist position. and in order to drown -us out from the left,they
deliberately accuse us of being secterian and 9ltra-lefts, IF in prin-
ciple we are to the right of the schock oﬂultra—lefts,but to the left,
IN FRINCIPLZ,of the school of oentrists,Trotskyites,etc.,then,wh%t is
our tendency? It is ilarxism.

g
aw

The Trotsky position for the Ukraina,fpr'the petty bourgeois al-
lies,is_the counter-part to the new Trotsky position for the Negroes
in the United StAtes. They now advocate the right of self-determination

in the Black Belt{—~-if the Negroes want it.

The old Stalinist position on the Democretic Dictatorship of the
Proletariot and Peasantry,which the Left Opposition fought,was loter
supplemented by its Stalinist counter—part in the United States with
self-determination -in the Black Belt. Trotsky now has the same centrist
line in the Ukraine and in the South of the United States on %he Negro
Questions. The form,however,is different for the national question, But
at least Trotsky has a CONSISTENT centrist position for internatiodnal
application. :

— Vhy A REPLY FROM TROTSKY?

Forr three years Trotsky has been silent on our criticism of his
centrist program. Now all of a sudden he explains how sectarian and
nuddle~headed we are, WEY? And why the Ukremine question? Why not many
other principled questions we have in dispute?

It must be remembered that on the ege of our expulsion from his
movement he sent four letters to the United Sintes section:one to the .
Canneon. f ction,bne. to the: Bhroinin fretiers,one to the Liuste faction,
and one to the Left Wirg. Summed up they-madie one whole; that the Left
Wing of the Workers Party and Oehler were STRIKEBREAKERS because we ao-
cused the leadership of planning to liquidate into the Socialist Party,
a liquidation we opposed to say ncthing about the many other principled
questions in dispute. These letters were published in volume I,if 3 of
our publication. Just the word from Trotsky that we were strike-break-
ers was enough to cement the groups against us,and since the Pope had
spokenwe were doomed to quick expulsion. For that was all Cannon was
waiting for to give us the axe.
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From then until now-T¥otsky left us alone,except once when
Shactman tried to polemicize against us and again burned his finger
and once when Trotsky flayed £iffel and Cehler on the question. But .
the R.W.L., had expelled Eiffel for the position Trotsky accused us of
having} Now comes the Ukraine question. '

He says we are only sectariens and muddle-heads---not oppor-
tunists like Vereeken and Sneevliet;that we will not live long enough
1o develop to that stage. We will live long,longer than capitalism,be—
cause we present a Marxist line and have established ourselves INTIR-
N-TIONALLY as a part of a tendency (iarxism)separate from all variet-
ies of ultra-~lefts as well as the rainbow collection of centristis.

vhat Trotsky is really doing,even though we give him credit
for understanting the importance of the Ukraine question,(which we can
not say for his followers sugh as Cannon,Shactman and others),is pre-
senting a FLANK ATTACK upon our international tendency. In the United
State and in £urope we have given the Trotskyites more than a battle,
- Now we have the provisional INTARNATIONAL CONTACT COLMISSION,and al—
though Trotsky can say he never heard of it,he cannot really deny that
he has heard of what is going on(just as he can say that the Harxist
is a "tiny"publication,even though it has a circulation of over half
that of the Trotskyite New International)in his European sections,as
well as his Mexican section,right under his nose. He at least knows
that they have developed fractions that for some unknown reason pres-—
ent the same fundamental arguments as the R.il.L.

Irotsky has no time to discuss our differences with him on
revolutionary defeatismpn support of left-bourgeois governments,on sup~
port of third capitalist parties,etc,etc,but he does have time to take
up owr- position on the Ukraine question. Ve are very glad to hear from
him on this, We think he ha8 done the revolutionary movement a service
to reveal even clearer Trotsky?s centrist position on the Ukraine ques-
tiongas.a furtker inCigation of his entire centrist line,

September- 25,1939

Inmperialism is the most prostituted,znd,at the same time, per—

... fected form of the state which the bourgeoisie,having attained its

fullest development,trensforms into 2 weepon for the ensleovment of la—
bor by capital,

~—Karl larx
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OF ELECTIGNS D By - TCM COVAN

Hd, Mote: This article, taken from "JORKIRS REVIHEY," organ of the Socialist
vorkers Group of Groat Britain, presents a Marxian aralysis of the English
olecetdions carlier this ycar. Unlike the Trotskyists, whose British sestion
last year liquidated their organization completely inte the British Iabor
Party, the,SWG despite many difficulties carries on the banner of independ-
ent workers® action, and in this article exposes the reactionary nature

of the Labor Party government, and -eedls for a new Revolutionary Marxist
Porty., In view of the rcactionary role.of the Labor Party in the present
international situation (Korea, ete.), we fecl readers of the INTIRNATIONAL
HETS will find this analysis of the Pabor Party "at home” of great interest.

Onc of the fow values*of a ‘Bourgeois Parliamentary EBlection is that it
acts as a baromcter, registering the development of slass consciousness amongs the
masses. It alsoc ascertains in vhat direction, left or right, the soecial forces of
the country ars developing. The offects of the varicus economic and political
develomaents upon the classes can be gauged through the election results of the
diffcrent parties, who reflect their interests, or their supposed interests. It
is fron this standpoint of determining the changes in class forces and the relat-
ionship of clesses, that e analyse tho General Election. On the basis of such
an glalysis, we can determing our Propaganda and tactics with the view of influenc-
ing the mass of 'workers along the road to Socialist Revolution. Understanding to
what social guestions the masses are particularly sensitive, and conseguently what
gucstions the advanced workers arc most concerned with, we can, with this knowledgs.
determine what guestions Marxists russ emphasise upon tc effectively counteract
capitalist propaganda, and attract vorkers towards our policy. To do this, we must
Tirst analyse the Tacts as presented by the elections.,

FACTS AMD FIGURES

The total poll of 84% of the registered electorate, an increase of 11%
ovsr the 1945 poll, can bo considered as significant insofar as it reflects a grow-
1ng comsciousness on the part of the messes, as to their social interests., This
greater avareness of the masscs, of the political and cconomic Torces of the dav,
althoush blurred and distorted, novertheless reveals a greater activity and polit-
ical intoerest on their part, that may have substantial effeet upon fwture class
struggles, The increased poll is represented by 5,002,763 votes, of which the
Conservatives polled 2,381,218 votes, the Iabor Party polled 1,210,802 votes, and
the Liberals obtained 368,658 votes, The excess of votes polled by the Labour,
Conservatives, and the Liberals vas helped by a swing towards them of votes pre-
viously cast for Independents and Communists. The I.L.P, Labour Independents,
Independents and Courunists lost all their seats, and gained none., A4ll together
they lost 84,722 votes.

The C.P. in particular suffercd disastrous defeat. In 1945, the C.P,
entersd 21 candidates, and polled 102,780 votes, and won two seats. On Feb. 23rd,
1850, they entered 100 candidates gaining no new seats, and losing the only two
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wiieh went to Labour., IFven the Tory in W, Fife increased his poll by over 1,500
vetes. In Rhondda Bast, Pollitt's vote dropped by over 11,000, the majority again
going to Labour, In Stepney, Piratin lost his scat owing to redivision of the con~
stituency and the large Catholic and Docker vote, which won for Iabour.

One thing above all else is clear: the masses have boen directly influe-
enced against the Stalinists and Labour Independents of all brands., A elear cut
decision for Labour has been made by the working class. The Liberals although
increasing their poll by 1% lost 2 sscats, The abstentions of Liberals from all
oxeeptsosafe Liberal seats would not have effected to any great extent the net gains
in scats by one party to the other. 1In fact, contrary to general understanding it
is reckonod that Labour would have made a net gain of only 14 seats if the Iiberals
had stood down in 48 Constituencies. The general trend has been for Labour to con-
solidate its hold in the industrial areas and over the rural labourers, while the
suburban middle class has definitely svung en masse.over to the Tories. An example
of this swing to the Tories and the hold reiained by Iabour over the agriculture
Labourers is provided by the “Observer” vhich states:

"Poole is a typically 'bourgeois® aregm=~-. IT we compare the four county
constituencies of 1945, with the three county constituencies of 1950, one
finds that Labour has increased its total poll by 18%, while the Conserva-
tives poll has increased by 19%. Put Poole back-=--Labour has inecresased its
poll by 14%, but the Conservatives have increased theirs by 17%% .

The "Ooserver™ concludes that: ‘“only substantial swving tovards the Conserv-
atives has beon in the residential middle class areas.”

In the majority of regions labour has increased its poll, but the Tory increase

in votes hos been greater, so increasing the Tory percentage of total votes over
the 1945 poll whilst the Iabor percentage of ftotal votes has decreased relative to
1945,

A furthor example of the middle class swing towards Toryism is provided
by such wmiddlc class London "Dormitory” constitucncies as Hendon N. & 8. Richmond,
Croydon E, N, & W. and eloven other such seats. In 1945 Isbour won 7 seats out
of the 15, which now constitute 17 seats oving to redistribution. In 1950 Labour
von only one (Watford) out of +the 17 seats inereasing its poll in this area by 5.4%
over the 1945 poll whilst the Tories increased theirs by 42%. .

The Agriculture Labourers continued support for Labour is reflected in
the L.P. increased poll in agricultural areas, Northolk, a pre-1945 Tory strong-
hold, Labour hold its 1945 gains. In Dorset, as we have quoted above, in the in-
stance of Poole, Labour greatly increased its poll, whilst the Tory vote fell.

In Wiltshire Labour polled 10.8 greater than in 1945, whilst the Tory increase vas
9.2%,

The changed balance of social forces can be summed up thus: Iasbour has
held and increased its poll amoungs the Agricultural snd industrial proletariat.
The Left tendency amongst the industriel vorkers, as reflected in the support of
the Stelinists, I.L.P. ond other independents hes reverted back to Labourism., The

Conservatives, and the Liberals to a lesser extent, have increased their poll through

& niddie class swing avay from labour. We must nov give a short analysis of the
forces giving rise to this swing by the middle class and the agricultural workers
and industrial workers continued support for Labourism.

o
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WHY THE RIGHT SWING?

During the first fev years after the end of ths 2nd Imperialist world
var, the ‘orkers and Middle Class in Furope swung to the Left. The Stalinists and
Soclal-Democrat strengith and influence reached its peak., Left coalition govis,
vere the orduvr of the day in Italy, France, etc. In Britain a Labour Govt. was
clected and the Stalinists were relatively strong and influential. However, since
the cnd of 1946, therc has been a marked trend to the Right not only in Murops,
but throughout all the advanced Capitalist nations of the World,

To discover the rcason for this general trend we must examine the inbter-
national situation and develovments, for the form this Right trend takes in each
couﬂrry, ve must examine the peculiarities of the country against the background
Tof T %he Post Tar boor:, Marshall aid, Americen loans, and economic juggling has
enabled Jorid Capitalism to temporarily stabilize its economy, providing a rela-
tively high standard of employment and relative prosperity for the workers.

Temporary sconomic stabilization, and the class collaborationist policies
pursued by the Contrists and Stalinists, particularly in the early post war years
and the lack of a Revolutionary altornative to the opportunists, provided the pre-
dowinant factors leading to the Right wing trend on the part of the middle class
and the continued allegiances.of the workers to Labourism. Such are the reasons
Tor the International Richt-Wing trend of the masses.

L T

The right sring of the middle class wes the diréct result of their de-
cline in wealth and social standing. The petty restrictions, red tape, rationing
of food and pctrol, taxation, ete., introduced and maintained by the Labor Govt.

to the benefit of Monopoly Capitalism, inevitably affected the middle class more
than any ofher class., The State Capitalist policy of Labourism, designed to main-
toin the Capitalist system, gives priority to the big capitalist over the small
capitaiist; monopoly capitalism has an exbtended lcese on life at the expeanse of
tho middle and working classes. The ccclamations of the Stalinists, Left Labourites
and the opportunists that Lsbourism is progressive, "a step to Socialism,™ has the
effeet of repelling the middle eclass from genuine Socialism and forcing them into
e hands of MWonopoly Capitalism, their greatest foe. The historical process of
impoverishment of the middle class under canitalism is not understood by that class,
and insbtead of clarifying this issue the Isbourite supporters assist capitalism

in obscuring i%, and keeping the middle class a faithful supporter of capitalism.

v et

oo " The working class on the obher hand, given full employment and e reguddr
income, (dus not 0 the Labour Government but to the success of capitalism's tempo-
rary sconomic stabilisstion and post var boom) have continued to support Labourism.,
The Labouritos, and all their so=6alliod “eritical®™ supporters of the past and pre~
sent, erxploitod to the full, present day conditions of relatively full employment,
etc, They continually contrasted the "ad old days” of Toryism with these "Good"
days of Labour. Tastead of pointing out that the "Bad" and "Good" days are dus
directly to the Capitalist occonomy, and not to any parties’ specific design, the

- opportunists Labour supportars wave crodence to the Iabourites lying pronunciations
by declaring: Support Labour to keep the Tories (and bad old days) out. The in-
epility of laoour as with Toryisn to determine the chazotic capitalist economy;
to debsrmine the degrec of omployment, was slurred over ané the rceformist ideology
of zraduval social improvenenbtes and nlanning under Capitalism, was supporied,

L]



INTIRTATIONAT ITETS PAGE 17

Tho postewar period of relative, but only temporary, stabilisation of

eapitalist ceonomy and the subsequent raising of the workers living standards and

& high level of employment has reflectedditself on the politicel plane in the form

of strengthening the capitalist right wing, and the reformist, wan mongoring parties.
~—ap3538%30 DY the go~calleod left, whose class sollaborationist policies and opportunism

have enabled capitalism o successfully avert the growth of a revolutionary move-

ment, and the growth of a rovolutionary Marxist trond amoungst the politically

advanced workers. All offorts to develop a goenuine Marxists organisation have been

stifled through widespread opporitunism permeating the ranks of the workers.

On thoe basis of the above analysis, what in the form of propaganda and
activity is demanded from Revolutionary Marxists, t0 advance towards the building
of the Marxist Party? Hov docs the struggle of Marxists stand in reletion to thse
election rcsults, and the balance of the Tory and Lebour Perties in Parliament and
the approaching ceonomic slump? The balance of forces in Parliament puts the new
Labour Govt. in a precarious position; a balmmec of forees that can easily be upset
nceessitating another Geoneral Hlection. However the discussion of Labour to con=-

© blnuosdm office is not so crezy as may appear ot first sight.

The Labour Govi, balanced in its small wa jority, will have an advantage
in serving capitalism, MNow the Labourites, T.U. bureauerats, end the cringing
opportunists and Left Labour supporters esn plead the safety of “our Labour Govt,™
to be in groet danger of collapse if the workers do not forge vege incresges, ete.
Greater nov will bo the cry: don't endengor or emberass "our"™ Labour Govt. and
"its" progpority poliecy. On the basis of those foctors it appears most probable,
that for a time, Labour will try and hold office, putting off 2ll promised reforms
and further netionalisation steps {which they would have put off in any caseo)
pleading the lack of a largo enough me jority.

The opposition Tor a while at least, to the development of a militant
mess movement is strengthened; but history has decided that the prosent set of the
Labour Govt, marks the bceginning of its ocnd. Tho developing slump and its obvious
gonseguences vill tend to woakon Capitelism as o whole, and strengthen the forces
of Socialist Rovolution, The "tendeoney™ will be to weaken cepitalism and its
ogonts; BUT FAILI.G THE BUILDILIG OF A MARXIST PARTY AND NMASS MILITANT MOYEMENT THE
RESULTS OF A SLWMP MAY BE THE CRUSHING OF THE LABOUR MOVEMINT AND THE RBARKATION
BY WORLD IMPERIALIGM IN A PREDATORY WAR AGAINST RUSSIA,

The course for Marxists cannot be other than that which has bcen pursued
by the S.W.L. and its predccessor the R.V.A. since 1945, A policy of no support
for tho ILabour Govi, and concentrated to an even greeter extent upon exposing the
truc nature of the Labor Govi., of rovealing, and patiently explaining that the past
five yoars of full employment, rclative prosperity, and reforms, has beon duc to
post war boom conditions and that a SIWMP IS INEVITABLE IRRESPICTIVE OF WHICH PARTY
I8 I OFFICE. '

The overriding ceonomie factors in determining "orosperity”, "impoverish-
nent, " ete,, must be consistontly pointed out, thet no Party besed on Capitalisgt
economy can awerp o slump, and that Capitalism, whether it*rades with West or Mst,
inevitably breeds war, poverty and chaos. The illusion thet Lebourism is Soeialism
must be exposed, before any militent movement can be developed. One of the surest
Ueys of cxposing the truc Capitalist nature of Lobourism, is through sssisting and
wholc heartedly suppording the workers vege actions, otec., One excmple of workers
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taking cction and the Labor Govi's vicious recction in defense of capitalist pro-
fits does more o ecnlighten the masscs, than hundreds of "demends® and "resolutions®
for anti-capitalist action from the L.G. which only serves to confuse the messes
and hidés the truc nature of Labourism. Indepondent class action by the workers

is the only positive method, of desippying the illusions in reformism and its

cgonts of the "ecentre” and of the Left wing in genercl.

The oxwposurc of the nature of the C.P, as an instrument of Russion Stal-

inism; of being petty-bourgeois in organization and poliey and not e genuine Com-
ﬁ munist Party is of ubtmost necessity in fighting Capitalism and its unt1~5001allst

vor mongcrlng poticy. The anti-Socialist nature of Stalinist totalitariasnism in
and Russia must be exposed, pointing out at the some time, the dif-
fita g content between Fascism and Stalinism Totalitbaricnism; that Pascism is
based upon Capitalism, whorcas Stalinism is a cancerous and parasitical growth
upon the Russian socialized economy which is belng seriously undermined by Stalinism,

Independent Revolutionary working Class action clonc can ensure progress
to 8001allsm. Only a strong consistent working class offensive, in the form of a
AvbdEatrmovement fighting against Capitalist wage cuts, unemployment, ete.,
caﬁ‘ ‘cc»ssfully rally tho middle class to the side of devolutionary socialism,
But the workers can do littlce unless freed from the Bourgeois reformist ideology,
freed from the tenacious hold of opportunism and lead by a genuine revolutionary
Merxist Party. The building of such a party must be the first conecern of all

‘*géﬁﬁiﬁ%*ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁtlonlsts today .
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Camnoen ane “Mass Werk®

FART 4 A BSUPPRESSED CHAPTER
FROM THE HISTORY OF TROTSEKYISN

by HUGO OEHLER
THE PITTSBEURGH PLENUM

Cannon'’s "History" dealing with the P .-« “vrxh Plenum was not factual
t0 say the least., He says, "The Active Workers' Conference we tried at Pittsburgh
was a horrible fizzle because, from the very opening of it, the Ochlerites used
it as a sounding board for their struggle against ‘opportunism‘ of the leadership.W
(P. 200) Speaking of day to day class activity, Cannon says, "These sectarians
were not interested in- such humdrum matters.” (P. 201) On the contrary, the facts

are just the opposite. The Left Wing not only had-a position on the trade wnion ™

guestion, unemployment, branch activity, and all other day to day activity, but
correctly also we wanted to discuss such things as the war in Ethiopia and Chinag
which was in full blast, and on which the majority leadership refused to take a

position one way or the other, even though the Left Wing had documents on these
guestions before the top committee.

Cannon claims that it was an ACTIVE WORKERS' CONFIREICE. This is true.
But when he says that we were not taking up the other guestions here, he has for-
gotten facts. The agenda as adopted in New York before the top committee left for
Pittsburgh included the big political questions TOO., But Cannon and Shachtman did
not want a showdown on these fundamental questions. So they were sidetracked by
a filibuster by the Cannon-Shachtman forces. They wanted more time to prepare
- thelr sell-out and liquidation into the Socialist Party. I submit as evidence a
letter written at the conference, at that time, from Pittsburgh, to comrade Basky
giving him a report. Remember this is not hlndsight. This letter was written at

the time of the COQTerence and answers Cannon's "History™ written over 8 years
later. C o

Dear Comrade Bagky:

I am sending you a brief report of the March Pittsburgh Plenun
walch was just concluded, leaving little to add to our previous estlmation
with the exception of rounding out the picture.

In short, the strugsle revolved around the concepts and practical
steps of what XIND of a party we are going to build and our perspective toward
the Fourth International., The surface explosion brought out the NC position

,  which stated that the main danger was from the left - and a motion was passed

endorsing the line of the PC, condemning the line of Oshler and Stamm, in-
structing the PC to wage a war on this "sectarian pseudo-left tendency’ in
New York, They condemned the"line' before the considered the political dif-
ferences., The whole procedure and the fight clearly revealed that this was
a big concession on their part to the right element inm the party.

The Plenum and active workers' conference clearly proved that there
is a danger in the party from the right, that the right element is beginning
to crystallize, that the old CLA group (Cannon, Shachtman, Swabeck and Lewitt)

v
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are noving to the right. The left forces nust unite and carry thru a struagle
to bulld the »arty as a revolutionary Marxian psrty and to crystalize the
Liarxian core of the party. Iu fact the division on the dozen or sc political
and or-anizational issues before the Plenum were the concrete manifestations
of the concept of the ind of party we want to build.

You remember the FC sent a letier to all branches about the active
“ressw ovgmerieers conference. This letber presented a political agenda. However the

NC endeavored to make the active workers conference a shop talk--and succeeded.
The conferernce started a day late. The following was the plan of the NC ma=~
jority: Sat. morunin: 1iC meeting (closed); afteroocn kiuste report & youth rep-
ort to active workers conference; evening, NC meeting (closed)., Sunday morn-
ing, trade union & unemployment report; afternoon, discussion on report & re-
ports of branches, evening, mass meeting. Nonday, HC meeting (closed) -

Sueh a nlan left absclutely no time for real discussion and for a
real active workers conference, 4 revolt tock place at the very opening &
a3 vote of 44 to 27 recommended that the 11C change the agenda. They demanded ‘“
more time for political discussion, more sessions of the active workers con-
ference,_g}gpt.yo cast aonsultative vote, ete, The NC retreated and gave
them rore"rights”, more sessions, but no consultative vote. Of course Oehler
o, Stamm were blaned for the whole thing. This gave them an excuse for the
fizht against the 1left.,

The fight vs. us was carried on as follows:- After the opening se-
ssion & revol® in the active workers conference they held an all-night session
of the NC - a filibuster like we had in the CLA conference & they told the
boys how bad we really were. Mo political arguments, Jjust slander & sub ject~
ive points. Then they passced the motion vs, us referred to before. This
motion on or-anization & condemnation of our “line” was passed BEFORE our
line was considered. The majority of the dozen or so disputes had not even
been considered. Of course that was their strategy: first condemn us & then
consider the political question under a cloud. DBefore the vote vs. us a
couple of points were raised & we obtained real support from some members of
tae NC (on the merits of the arguments) but after the vote they voted vs. us,

seme oowgfraid of-beins classified in the socalled COshler camp. Shachtman, the re-
porter for the NC at the active workers conference, speaking of the left
danger clearly established the fact of the existence of the right danger (his
0,

ciumsy presentation) of which he came out as its ideological & political
leader., Cannon shamefully swallowed all of this.

After the NC instructed the PC tc war on us in NY they passed
ancther notion for Oehler to leave for Illincis within two weeks., They first
send me out of town & then carry on the ideological fight vs. us.

The political issues of the Plenum, in the main, were referred pack .
to the PC again. No position was talien on the majority of disputes & on some
issuses mo¥ions that covered vart & not the most important part of the protlems

t
TSTE pasSed, TRADE WIION. Our amendments to the Swabeck program of action .
carried. Swabeck & Oenler thesis on tactics & strategy, 2 different positions,
were referred to the PC., IABOR PLRUY. - NC. adopted a correct position. Our
first amendment to the draft carried, calling for & clause which stated that
ir the main in this period of capitalism the organization of a labor party
would be reactionary, Our 2nd amendment asking them to strike out the word

"peformiss™ in Yreformist labor® party lost by 5 to 4 vote (before censure) »
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JP sald he was opuosea to reformist labor party & class struggle labor party

* but could coneelve of a revo7utlonary labor party. That was the basis for
. our proposed amendment Minneapolis election? cprreét'position,-va compro=-

nise position but the relation of forces there demandesd it. ~SOCIALIST PARTY

- Yariant:, The West .resolution not considered. The Oehlér vs. Swabeck resol-
,utlons were referred to the PC, .- Five motions were adopted that as first steps

are- oorrect, culled from our resolutlon but these steps are not within a
framework or general direction, Goncealed within these fivetmoiddons are 2
opposite positions--ours & the Swabeck-Shachtman-Cannon SP orientation. The
RUSSIAN OUESTION Shachtman vs. Oehler resolutions turned over to PC. IN-
PERWAT TOVAL AFFILIATIONS.. Big step forward., Workers Party, Dutch Party,

ICL & other groups & parties standing on the same progremmatic base & working .
for the 4th should carry on preliminary work for the establishment ‘of an
international Buro. Also we send delezate as soon as possible to Burope (del-
egate “at large"). Approved Young Spartacus affiliation to Youth Buro. In
case of war NC can speed up establishment of Buro without Convention. Esta~
blishment of internal internatidnal Bulletingfor material from Europe approved;
amendment to include American material defeated! UNIMPLOYMINT WORK. Many
practical steps taken. They voted down my proposal to reject title "Workers
Security Bill" as false. ROLL CALL.VOTE,  Voted down, DAILY PAPFR. Shacht-
man's prop05al & my counter proposal were not considered., Motions passed in-
structing PC to check up & report back. RIFERRED TO Pg:; The following points
cn ‘the agenda were not cons1dered Language branches; Internal Bulletin;
Three month probatlon, Build Iabor Defense organization; Organize National
Training School action vs. rlght element such as Calvgrton, L. Lors, Budenz,
etc,; ‘Jar Danger, etc.

The mention of the need of a Negro Thesis by Williamson & vatson &
others was ridiculed. Mention of the fact that MM refused to print article
on Abyssinian dispute was ridiculed-~nothing to do with America. Bui just
as we arrived in WY there was a race riot in Harlem, A contrlbutlng factor
to these strucggles was the Abyseinian developments.

All in all the leadershlp moved o the right & a good seetion of
the rank & file moved to the 1eft, e gained new sunport. Not the socalled
Oshler faction but the new left element of which we are an important part,
the left wingers, the genuine intermationalists.

Slnce uhe ma jority of the issuesswere not settWed we will continue

“4ufight in proper party channels for our point of view. +hat progress the

Plenum did make was largely due to the pressure of the left glement. The
Chicago boys, Glotzer & Satir, played a miserable role. A straddle of the
fence position between the 2 main contending forces, Satir would be far
bettar off if he could break away from that Chlcago cligue that holds him
down.

Well, the war is on vs. Basky, Stamm & Oehler-~-so while I am out
of town, not by my wishes butb by instructions, you comrades will have to see
that this right element does not get the upper hand.

Comradely,
Hugo Oshler

In Cennon's “Histofy"'he claims thattthe "sectarians™ did not want to

discuss the practical problens-—~only the high, far-away problems., But our letter
of that date proves taat the left wing not only wanted a Plenum verdict against
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“the top dommititee’s inaction and blundering on the big international guestions, but =

that the left wing wanted decisions on the following day to day problems as well,

and *hut the najority of these issues were side-tracked and sent back to the top

cormittes because they were afraid to debate with us on these issues at that

Plenum? 1~ Trade Union Question} 2~ ILabor Party; 3~ Socialist Party; 4~ Unemploy=-

ment work; 5~ Daily Paper; 6~ Language Branches; 7~ labor Defense; 8- lralnlng
—eghionl; g~ Fight on Right FElementy 10- Hegro Thesis.,

Here were more than %en day to day class struggle issues, on which the
Lefi “iing had a position, against the blundering, do-nothing btop committee. DBut
while we pressed to bring these issues on the floor, they either emasculated them,
or as in most cases, succeeded in getting a majority vote to refer it baeck to the
ton camdstes, The so~called Cannon "mass work™ was so many words spun out of
the whole cloth, '

MUSTE'S ROLE

At the Pittsburgh Pienum of the Workers Perty, Cannon was able to line
up Musts-and his forces to vote for a censure and for other measures against the
left wing. e did not accuse Cannon of an unprincipled bloc. We were all in one
party, under one declaration of principles and the NEW issues. of principles (the
so~called "French Turn® of the international Trotskyist movement, etec,) were not
voted on'or decided one way or the other=-yet. So blocs within this framework
that did not jump over principle boundaries, right or wrong, could not be labelled
‘unprincipled™. We understood that Muste had individual integrity, but was a "babe
in the woods' when it came o maneuvering with seasoned politicians who had trave

elled through the Tactional fights of the foundation and development periods of

the Communist Party, like Cannon and others. We regretted that he cast his lot
‘with Cannon against us, but we had a principled fight to win or lose, to keep the
party or to liquidate it, and we set our line of march accordingly.

THE LEF” WING VS, THE LIQUIDATORS

Jorld events moved on, with mankind moving closer toward revolution and

_war, Aad the forces that were supposed o be working toward a Fourth International

oaolzﬂgf>cop1ﬂg with the situation were instead paving the way for the victory
of rcaction, and capitalist anmrchy with all its disastrous consegquences of the
last fifteen years. The attenpts of the workers to break through the chain of
defuats by forging a new party Sfuvictory, free from the opportunism and corruption
of the Socialist and Stalinist Internationals, were again thrown back. Section
by sectigp,~the core of the new international of revolutionary Marxism, the Inter-

unational Comrunist League, in each and every country was liguicated into the

traitorous Second International, with Leon Trotsky in the "leadership.” In the
United Statoes, Cannon and Shachtiman played the miserable role of Taithful stooges,
They werc stooges, because they had no THEORETICAL OR POLITICAI. INDEPENDENTEposition
of thelr own on the vital INTERNATIONAL issues of the day.

The ¥izht continued for Marxism. We fought against the stream, we of
the Left wing. Under the death blows of Stalinism in the labor movement, and the
Hammer blows of fascian growing on a world scale, the working class was bled white
on both sides. In the battle for selt-preservation, groups, factions and parties,
peoplus and ideologies were moving to the right. In this swift current, we of
the Left wing fought for our conviciions, our prlﬂClples, agalnst the growing
opportunism and hys»erla, Many died politically, many became wards of capitalism
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-~aiding the labor burocrats against the rank and file, aiding reaction in special
Senate-and other witch-hunting investigations, etc. But the Left Wing, and later
the Revolutionary Workers League, U.S., continued and continues to hold high the
banner of working-class freedon, of Revolutionary Marxism,

THE.JUNE PLINUM

In the Workers Party of 1935, events and. struggles moved on toward the
June Plenum in New York. Readers of Cannon's "History" now learn from Trotsky's
"disciple® hims®lf, that he and his forces came away from Pittsburgh determined to
rid the party of the left wing. But in those days such a confession would have
been heresy, In those days he and his follcwers continued to deny that they in-
tended to liguidate the Torkers Party into the Socialigt Party~-until after they
defeated us and succceded in vinning over liuste, Now in hig book, after the events,
he becomes careless and speaks of the SP orientation and "liquidation” even before
Pittsburgh., The truth will out, :

Cannon rages against the "unprineipled bloc® of Muste and Oehler at the
June plenum {p. 210 o 216), and many other things that facts prove to the contrary.
Cannon claims we had a bloc, This is not "triié. We hag a working agreement on
several secondary but important issues, nothing more, Not that it would have been
wreng or unprineipled to form such a bloc, but we could not get agreement on our
principle issues-~therefore there was no bloc. But Cannon has to build his case,
regardless of facts. He first has to claim he had a minority at the June Plenum
s0 that he can later show that by his genius three months afterwardsn he was able
to win Muste over, isolate the left wing, and expel them witk the help of Muste,
His gonius and "leadership®, however, would not look so good later on in his "Hige
tory® if factual reports vers bresented about the June Plenum.

THE MYTH OF THE MUSTE-OBHLER “BLOCY

By June Muste began 4o realize that Cannon intended %o expel us, as part
lorkers Party., Therefors, he, as National
Secretary, with his caucus, refused to bc partners in expelling some of our members
and “putting the others on ice=-gmashing the left wing., For this action, completely
independent on Muste's part, Cannon accused him of an unprinecipied bloe with the

left then., But now, in his book, Cannon raises the charge of unprincipled relations
against the Left ing.

It must be remembered that as members of the Workers Party we were all
united under the Declaration of Prineciples of the Party, Muste had no differences
wita thesec principles,  He wanted to build the party, as a working-class party
based on Marxism, indcpendent of and against Social Democracy and Stalinism. So
did ws of the Left Wing. But the Cannon~Shachtman group had committed themselves
in the Commhist League of America, befors the fusion with Muste's Ameriean Workers
Party to form the now Workers Party, to support of Trotsky’s liquidationist line
of independent revolutionary Marxist forces into Social Democracy. In this situ-
ation, therefore, although we had a common origin with Cannon and Shachtman in the
CLA, we had now much more in common with Muste, We now had a principle difference
with Cannon angd Shachiman, who wanted to liquidate the WP, and. an agreement with

Muste to BUILD the WP,

It is too bad we could not get a bloc with Muste., I was mostly out of
town, as the Pittsburgh lebtter %o Basky will show, but it was not the fault of
Basky, Stamm and othoers in New York that we did not get such a bloc, Cannon uses
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“tho tcrufﬁnprlqclplcd bIoe" buk Teatls Go- Live | polyt1@d'*déffﬁ&f&éﬁybf”thlﬁb'}kﬁe
slanders Mustc and us., If you bloc with someonec with whom you ha¥8 #CPRINCIPEFD:-
DIFTFREICE, against somconc with whem you do not havo a principled differcnce~-that
is an unprincipled bloc.

26 had no bloe. TIf we had made a bloe with Cannon and Shachtman against
Huste on the SP orientation--that would have been unprinciplod, But if we had made
a bloc--and unfortusately it was not consummatod=-with Muste to save the PARTY on
the baslis of the Declaration of Principles against the ligquidators-=that would have
bees princinled Cannom makes a false statement, and then labels this false state-
nont un9r1n01pled.
2
_ The Muste-0Ochlor bloc, says Cannon (page 214), was broken under the hammer
blows of DISCUSSIOH. This is not the truth, There was no bloc, and there was no '
DISCUSSION, I will quote letters and documcnts of THAT TIME TO PROVE THIS. e
were cxpelled by burocratic measures from the top, sending Oechler and others out
of the conter, majority top action against our members, lies and slander throwm
against us in order to win Muste over to their position., They used him against
~the Left Jing, against those who wanted to build an independent party of the
Amgrican working~class, to smash the backbonc of all resistance 4o the liguidators.,
They used him for their immediate needs, only to dump him later as the Stalinists
~do <rith their "friends.” It is onc of their greatest erimes against the American
orkers, that Cannon and Shachtman helped drive o man of Muste's calibre and potent-
lalities, back to religion, But it is a case wherec they try to wear the lily white
robc and put the black robe on Muste. TFacts won't substantiate this Cannon~Shacht-
~ai veorsion, Iike the Socialists and Stalinists, Trotskyites in their revision of
Farxismrhelp drive leftward-moving elements back to different levels of capitalist
ideological degradation,

{To Be Continued)

LRI O $UNITYY

The collapsc of the Second Internabvional "which mcans the complete
victory of opportunism, the transformation of the Social-Democratic
partics into national-~-liberal labour parties, is only a rcsult of the
cntirc historical epoch of the Second International™..."s transition
period from the completion in estern Hurope of bourgeois and nat-
ional revolutions fto the boginning of Socialist revolutions...™

"The crisis that was created by the groat war...has shoim opportunism
in its true role as an ally of tho bourgeoisie. A complete separ-~ $
ation of the labour partles from this element, a definite organiz-

ational break, has becomc o necessity. The imperialist eppch canrob

tolerate the existence in one party of an advanco-guard of the rev-

olutionary proletariat on the on¢ hand, and of the semi, pctty-bour-

goals aristocracy of the working class which enjoys erumbs from the

privilozes of the “"great nation® situation on the other.”

From "The Collapse of the Second
International® (1915)





