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AMERICA AND THE INTERNATIONAL
SITUATION |

RESOLUTION UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED OCTOBER 13, 1939, BY THE
POLITICAL COMMITTEE OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

VENTs since the outbreak of the
E present imperialist war have fully
confirmed the correctness of the an-
alysis and position of the National
Committee of the Communist Party of
the U.S.A. on the imperialist war as
set forth in its declaration of Septem-
ber 18. On the basis of this declaration
and in view of the latest developments
internationally and within the coun-
try, the Political Committee wishes to
re-emphasize and further develop the
following central political conclusions
and tasks flowing from the present
political situation:

1. The present war is an imperialist
war for which the bourgeoisie of all
belligerent powers are equally guilty.
With the invasion of Poland, preda-
tory Nazi imperialism has continued to
follow the path of armed conquest in
its efforts for world domination. Re-
actionary British imperialism, to-
gether with the French monopolists,
which helped bring German fascism
to power, which initiated the policy of
appeasement to the former Rome-
Berlin-Tokio Axis at the expense of
the national integrity and existence of
the peoples of China, Ethiopia, Aus-
tria, Czechoslovakia, Spain and Po-
land, and at the risk of the national

interests of Britain and France—strove
and still endeavors to incite and divert
Nazi armed forces eastward against
the Soviet Union. Balked in this ob-
jective as a result of the peace policy
and strength of the land of socialism
which brought about the Soviet-Ger-
man Non-Aggression Pact, the British
ruling class has entered the robber
war against German imperialism in
order to weaken the German bour-
geoisie, to consolidate British imper-
ialist hegemony in Europe and the
world, and to try to bring to power in
Germany that section of the bour-
geoisie which will immediately engage
in military intervention against the
US.S.R.

Thus, the current imperialist war
for world domination and the forcible
redivision of empires, nations, colonies
and spheres of influence is an imper-
ialist war on both sides, expressing the
deepest and sharpest crisis of world
capitalism. This is deepening and ac-
centuating to an unprecedented de-
gree the rivalries and contradictions
between and within all imperialist
powers. This is also rendering more
acute the struggle between the systems
of decaying, predatory capitalism and
victorious, liberating socialism. In
short, the present imperialist war sig-
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nifies that the crisis of disintegrating
‘world capitalism is entering a new and
more acute phase, marked by the
opening of a new series of wars and
revolutions of a protracted nature,
Therefore, the working class and ex-
ploited peoples of all countries should
not and must not support either side
of the predatory imperialist war which
is being waged by the ruling classes
of Germany and of Britain and France
for the dismemberment and enslave-
ment of nations and peoples, for mo-
nopoly profits and for greater class op-
pression of the working people in
their own countries. Keep America
out of the imperialist war must be
the foremost slogan of the American

people.

2. In sharp contradistinction to the
imperialist policy carried out by the
ruling classes and governments of all
the belligerents, and of all the merce-
nary, ‘“neutral” capitalist powers, is
the firm policy of peace, national free-
dom and socialism pursued by the
Soviet Union. Prior to the declaration
of the imperialist war, the U.S.S.R.
alone of all the world powers con-
ducted an uncompromising struggle
for peace, for collective security to
prevent the spread of aggression and
the outbreak of the existing war.
When it met with final rejection by
the Chamberlains and Daladiers in
these efforts, it concluded a pact of
non-aggression with Germany in order
to limit the area of the threatening
war and in order to frustrate British
intrigue inciting Germany to attack
the U.S.S.R.

Since the outbreak of the present
war, the Soviet Union has continued
to exert all of its mighty proletarian
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influence in the cause of peace, demo-
cracy and liberty. When the fascist
Polish government collapsed and
abandoned its peoples to the fate at
the hands of the imperialist robbers,
the Soviet Union and its Red Army,
in the interests of its own security and
in order to protect the lives and wel-
fare of the people, occupied Western
Ukrainia and Byelo-Russia, related to
the peoples of the Soviet Union by na-

_tionality, and forcibly torn away in

1920 by Polish militarism. The U.S.-
S.R. followed up this national libera-
tion move with renewed efforts and
successes in promoting mutual assist-
ance pacts and closer peaceful rela-
tions with its Baltic and Balkan neigh-
bors, thereby establishing additional
guarantees for safeguarding the land
of socialism and for checking the ex-
tension of imperialist aggression and
war.

Furthermore, by its firm resistance
and growing might it compelled ‘the
Japanese aggressors to enter into an
armistice and to retreat on the Siber-
ian-Mongolian front, creating the pre-
conditions for important military vic-
tories for the Chinese people. Simul-
taneously, the Soviet Union utilized
the conditions arising from the col-
lapse of the Polish state and the estab-
lishment of peace in Eastern Europe,
to renew its efforts to halt the im-
perialist war. This is why on Septem-
ber 28 it appealed to all nations and
peoples to help bring the imperialist
war to an end, to save mankind from
further slaughter, destruction and
chaos. Now, as in the past, the U.S.-
S.R. steadfastly strives to advance the
interests of peace, democracy and
socialism.

Therefore, now more than ever, the
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working class and people must sup-
port the peace policy and initiative of
the U.S.S.R., must strive for American
collaboration with the Soviet Union,
whose socialist policies are identical
with the interests of the working class
of all countries, to bring about an im-
mediate cessation of the war. There-
fore, now especially, the working class
and people must at all costs prevent
the British and French ruling classes,
aided by the reactionary monopolists
of all countries, from transforming the
present war between the two imperial-
ist groups into a counter-revolutionary
imperialist war against the Soviet
Union.

3. The present war between two im-
perialist groups has basically altered
all international relations and is pro-
foundly changing the class and po-
litical alignments within each capital-
ist nation. It has at one blow wiped
out the former division of the world
between the camps of democracy and
fascism. The distinction between fas-
cist and non-fascist governments has
lost its former significance as a deter-
mining factor in international rela-
tions. Today there are again two main
camps, but these have changed. In a
general way they may be characterized
as follows: on one side there is the
anti-imperialist, anti-war, anti-mono-
poly camp of the working class and
its allies, including the oppressed peo-
ples of all countries. This is the camp
of democracy, of peace, of national
liberation and social progress, the
cornerstone of which is the Soviet
Union. On the other side, there is the
camp of the imperialist bourgeoisie
of all capitalist countries, the camp of
the war-makers, of monopoly capital-
ist reaction and oppression.

997

Therefore, the slogans of anti-fas-
cism no longer give the main direction
to the struggle of the working class
and its allies, as they formerly did in
the period of the struggle for the anti-
fascist peace front and people’s front;
these old slogans lose their significance
and must be replaced by new ones
which more accurately correspond to
the new relations and tasks. The main
slogans today must be directed against
all forms of reactionary capitalist dic-
tatorships, against capitalism, the
source of all war; against capitalist ex-
ploitation and oppression; and against
all forces supporting the imperialist
war and its continuation. What is
necessary today is the establishment of
an alliance between the working class
and its natural allies—the toiling farm-
ers and exploited city middle classes—
an alliance led by the working class.

4. Under the cynical mask of “neu-
trality” the American bourgeoisie, de-
spite certain inner tactical differences,
is united in its greed for huge war
profits and imperialist aggrandize-
ment. It is preparing to involve the
U.S.A. in the imperialist war under
conditions most favorable to strength-
ening the world hegemony of Amer- -
ican imperialism. Important sections
of the American bourgeoisie are en-
couraging and stimulating hostility
toward the Soviet Union, supporting
the British plan of converting the
present imperialist war into a counter-
revolutionary war against the land of
socialism. Pressed by the imperialist
bourgeoisie, the Roosevelt govern-
ment, despite its avowed intentions of
“keeping America out of war,” more
and more takes a course which threat-
ens to involve the U.S.A. in the im-
perialist war. But the overwhelming
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mass of the people are definitely op-
posed to United States involvement in
the imperialist war.

Therefore it is impemtivé for the
American working class and toiling
people to pursue an independent po-
licy and to resist and defeat the policy
and influence of the reactionary Wall
Street monopolists and their agents
upon the government’s foreign and
domestic policy. It is necessary to or-
ganize and register the people’s op-
position to America’s involvement in
the imperialist war.

5. In view of the political changes
and realignments taking place within
the country, bourgeois democrats are
gravitating towards and being drawn
into the imperialist camp, and not
only the old division between the Re-
publican and Democratic parties, but
also that between the New Deal and
anti-New Deal camps, is losing its
former significance. Both are parties of
the bourgeoisie and seek in various
ways to realize and promote the pre-
datory interests of American imperial-
ism in the war and both are following
policies which threaten to involve the
U.S.A. in the present war. The work-
ing class cannot support these policies.
But among the so-called progressive
sections in and around both parties,
especially the Democratic Party, there
are elements who, because they reflect,
even though distortedly, certain anti-
war and anti-monopoly attitudes of
farmers and middle classes, may offer
to labor certain possibilities for effect-
ing even temporary political under-
standings with such individuals and
groups.

The working class must continue to
make use of all contradictions in the
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bourgeois camp, utilizing such tempo-
rary understandings for specific and
limited objectives with such groups as:
(1) will promote labor’s alliance with
other exploited groups and strengthen
the leadership of the working class in
this anti-imperialist, anti-war, anti-
monopoly alliance; (2) will not ham-
per the development of the indepen-
dent line and struggles of the work-
ing class against capitalist exploita-
tion and reaction; (3) will not prevent
the revolutionary vanguard of the
working class, the Communist Party,
from educating and winning the
masses for opposing the imperialist
war, to active support of the peace
policy of the Soviet Union, and will
not hamper the Communist Party
from independently mobilizing the
masses for daily struggle against the
imperialist war, capitalist reaction and
exploitation.

6. Since 1933, and especially since
the Seventh Congress of the Commu-
nist International, the Communists
have been seeking and fighting for a
united working class front around the
central issues of combatting fascism
and war. Because of the changes re-
sulting from the imperialist war, espe-
cially because of the treacherous role
of international Social-Democracy in
aiding the outbreak of the war and in
supporting the imperialist bourgeoisie
in the prosecution of the war, the
united front tactic must be adjusted
to the rapidly changing conditions.
United fronts are impossible with
those tendencies and groups in the
labor movement which follow the
treacherous policy of Social-Democ-
racy, support the imperialist war, seck
to drag America into it, incite against
the Soviet Union and hamper the
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struggle of the working class against
imperialism, capitalism and intensi-
fied capitalist reaction and exploita-
tion. These issues dominate all other
considerations and therefore necessi-
tate a major and systematic offensive
against the treacherous policies of
Social-Democracy, as well as against
the counter-revolutionary Trotskyite-
Lovestoneite agents of imperialism
and capitalist reaction.

At the same time, we Communists
will continue the broadest collabora-
tion with all elements in the labor
movement to advance the struggle for
working class unity by educating, ral-
lying and unifying the workers against
capitalist reaction and exploitation
and to keep America out of the im-
perialist war: by contributing our ut-
most to protect and improve the living
standards and political rights of the
workers, the Negro people and all toil-
ers; to further organize the unorgan-
ized, strengthen the trade union move-
ment and help it to develop along the
lines of the class struggle, and by pro-
moting trade union wunity on this
basis; by exposing and isolating the
spokesmen of the imperialist bour-
geoisie within the labor movement; by
promoting working class initiative and
leadership in the democratic alliance
of the working class, toiling farmers
and exploited city middle classes; by
helping develop and strengthen the
independent political role and influ-
ence of the working class in the life
and affairs of the nation.

7. As part of the preparations for
involving America in the imperialist
war, the reactionaries are intensifying
their attacks upon the democratic
liberties of. the working masses and
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their organizations. This is why they
have begun their offensive by launch-
ing the most vicious attack upon the
Communist Party, with the object of
restricting its civil rights and eventu-
ally outlawing the C.P.U.S.A. as the
first step in preparing to destroy the
trade unions and all progressive or-
ganizations. Reaction has singled out
the C.P.U.S.A. as the main target of
its developing anti-labor and anti-
democratic campaign because the C.P.
U.S.A., as the working class party of
the socialist reorganization of society,
speaks the truth, works to keep the
U.S.A. out of the imperialist war, and
strives to forge unity of action of the
working class and its allies to combat
and defeat all tendencies directed
towards the full and immediate con-
trol of government by the most re-
actionary section of monopoly capital.
Therefore, as a vital means of self-
defense, of safeguarding the Bill of
Rights, and the future of democracy,
it is the duty of the American working
class and people to defeat the attacks
of the reactionaries upon the Com-
munists as the only way to protect the
constitutional rights of all labor, anti-
war and anti-imperialist adherents.

8. Already the capitalists are utiliz-
ing the war propaganda and war prep-
arations to launch new attacks on
the labor movement, aiming to reduce
the living standards of the masses and
cripple their organizations, especially
the trade unions. In the name of “na-
tional unity” and “emergency” they
hope to increase their profits through
wage reductions, speed up, profiteer-
ing prices, suspension of pro-labor
legislation, prohibition of the right to
strike. In this they are finding open or
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tacit support among the most reac-
tionary leaders of the American Fed-
eration of Labor.

Labor must oppose these attacks by
safeguarding its wage standards, fight
against war profiteering, through de-
mands for increased wages to.meet
soaring prices, fight for shorter hours,
by protecting all favorable legislation,
by a new effort to organize the mil-
lions of unorganized, by militantly
resisting all attacks on its hard-won
working standards and rights.

Under the concerted and unpre-
cedented attacks of the imperialist
warmongers and their agents, the C.P.-
U.S.A. has displayed great unity,
loyalty and devotion to American
democracy and the working class, to
the cause of socialism, to the cause of
working class internationalism. In the
present situation the C.P.US.A. is
faced with historic responsibilities as
well as new opportunities for mobiliz-
ing, uniting and leading the working
class and exploited peoples. To fulfill
these historic tasks, we resolve now
more than ever to apply to American
conditions the principles of Marxism-
Leninism, especially the experiences
and lessons of the C.P.S.U. as em-
bodied in the History of the Commu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union. In line
with this we wish to stress:

The merciless enemy of the workers
has. always been, is, and will be: the
capitalist class. This is so regardless of
the particular political face with
which the capitalist class appears, re-
gardless of the political form in which
it shields its domination, regardless of
the lying and hypocritical slogans
with which it masks its imperialist
aims, whether in times of war or
peace.
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Therefore, all Party members should
learn that the Communist Party, the
Party of the working class, now more
than ever must carry on an independ-
ent policy; must not lost sight of the
great historical perspectives of the po-
litical situation and the labor move-
ment; must determine all of its tactics
by proceeding solely from the funda-
mental interests of the working class,
which are the interests of all toiling

,humanity, and must reject all that is

in conflict with these interests.
Therefore, today we must learn
especially to organize our mass work
in accordance with the new realign-
ment of class forces internationally
and within the country, and rapidly
overcome the weight of obsolete tac-

~tical attitudes which have become a

brake upon the labor movement.
Therefore we must fully master the
art of correctly pointing out the fun-
damental direction of the main stra-
tegical line of attack against the class
enemy and gather all the forces of the
labor movement and its allies so as to
wage this struggle with uncompromis-
ing determination.

Therefore, we Communists must at
all costs strengthen our political in-
fluence among, and our ties with, the
working class and toiling people to
prevent the involvement of the U.S.4.
in the imperialist war and to protect
the national and social security of the
American working people. We must
help fortify, safeguard and build the
basic mass organizations of labor, of
the toiling farmers, the progressive
youth, the Negro people and all toil-
ers, especially the labor unions, as well
as the Communist Party. We must ex-
tend and more skilfully combine the
propaganda and struggle for socialism
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with systematic day to day activity in
the shops, mills, farms and neighbor-
hoods, for defending and champion-
ing the immediate economic and po-
litical demands of labor and the work-
- ing people against the imperialist war-
makers and war profiteers, against the
economic royalists and monopoly capi-
talists.

Under the glorious banner of Marx-
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Engels-Lenin-Stalin, acting like Bol-
sheviks under the most difficult condi-
tions, avoiding “Leftist” sectariantsm
and Right opportunist deviations, we
will strengthen our ranks and march
forward to new struggles and new vic-
tories in the interests of the working
class and the majority of the American
people, in the interests of internation-
al working class solidarity.



REVIEW OF THE MONTH

The Twenty-Second Anniversary of the Great Socialist Revolution. The Class
Enemy and the Imperialist War. Soviet Policies Versus Imperialist Policies.
The Baltic and the Caribbean. Economic Help Versus Economic Plunder.
Liberals Slipping Into Imperialist Camp. Peace Perspectives Through
Soviet Leadership. Sidney Hillman Proposes a Policy. Motives of Bour-
geois Statesmen and Class Interests. Something Is Happening to Bour-

geois Democrats. Mercenary Neutrality or Anti-Imperialism?

Class

Regroupings and Political Alignments. Labor’s Leadership in Anti-
Imperialist Camp. On Alliances and Temporary Understandings.
Meaning of Anti-Communist “Crusade.” Communist Critics. Bour-

geois Democrats and Democracy Are Not Identical.

Learning

from Stalin the Art of Strategy and Tactics.

HIs is the twenty-second anniver-
Tsary of the great October Socialist
Revolution. In celebrating the event
this year, the working class and toil-
ing people of all countries will have
the right to say with greater confi-
dence than ever before: socialism has
won on one-sixth of the earth and has
proved itself superior to capitalism in
all respects; therefore, it will win in-
evitably and certainly in all countries.

Gripped by the second imperialist
war, capitalism is passing through its
sharpest and deepest crisis. Never be-
fore has it been so clear to millions
of working people that capitalism has
become the curse of humanity: the
source of war, reaction, insecurity,
poverty, misery and human degrada-
tion. And never before have these
millions been learning so fast that the
socialist Soviet Union—the center of
the new and superior social system—
points the way for the rest of the
world to peace, freedom and happi-
ness.

Capitalism, and its ruling class—
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the bourgeoisie—have brought upon
us the present war whose heavy con-
sequences are already falling upon
the shoulders of the working people
in the belligerent countries. And in
the United States, the imperialist
bourgeoisie is making ready to ag-
grandize itself in wealth and power
and to drag the people of this coun-
try into the predatory capitalist fight
for world domination.

In the face of these facts and dan-
gers, the working people cannot help
but reach the conclusion that their
merciless enemy always has been, is
and will be the ruling capitalist class.
The working people are bound to
see that this is true regardless of the
particular political face with which
the bourgeoisie appears before the
masses, regardless of the political form
in which it embodies its domination,
regardless of the lying and hypocriti-
cal slogans with which it masks its
imperialist aims whether. in war or
in peace.

Twenty-two years ago, the working

1002



REVIEW OF THE MONTH

class of old Russia, in alliance with
all toilers and led by the Bolshevik
Party of Lenin and Stalin, overthrew
the rule of the bourgeoisie and land-
lords, and established the true rule
of the people headed by the prole-
tariat. With this power, the working
class proceeded to lay the basis for a
new socialist society.

Many hard battles had to be fought
and won by the people of the young
socialist country, supported by the
solidarity of the toiling masses every-
where, in order to secure the opportu-
nity for peaceful socialist construction.
Foreign military intervention by the
imperialist states as well as internal
counter-revolution had to be over-
come and defeated. The agencies of
the enemy in the labor movement—
Trotskyism, Bukharinism, Zinoviev-
ism—had to be similarly exposed, de-
feated and uprooted. Many new fun-
damental problems had to be solved
on the construction of socialism in a
single country surrounded by capital-
ism and imperialism. All of these
things had to be definitely accom-
plished to enable the Soviet Union,
led by the Party of Lenin and Stalin,
to carry through its triumphant
march to the victory of the socialist
system.

After the death of the immortal
Lenin, it is the great Stalin who has
led the Soviet people to progress and
socialist victory. He has also been the
teacher and guide of the liberating
struggles of the exploited masses
everywhere.

Through the historic Five-Year
plans, realized by the proletarian dic-
tatorship, the Soviet Union has
achieved tremendous victories of so-
cialist construction, unheard-of devel-
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opments of socialist industry and col-
lectivized agriculture. On this basis
arose a magnificent moral and politi-
cal unity of the Soviet people, some-
thing which petty bourgeois ideolo-
gists in the capitalist countries can
only dream about but which socialism
alone makes possible. On the same
foundation is developing a rich and
many-sided socialist democracy, the
highest form of democracy, whose
path has been so brilliantly outlined
and whose achievements so firmly em-
bodied in the great Stalinist Consti-
tution.

This. it was that made possible the
establishment of the Soviet Union’s
defenses, that gave power and mean-
ing to its Red Army, which secure
the peaceful socialist labor of the So-
viet people in the midst of the second
imperialist war. This it is that now
enables the Soviet Union to meet
the twenty-second anniversary of the
great socialist revolution with such
tremendous strength and growing in-
fluence—influence for the peace and
security and liberty of its neighbors,
influence for a lasting peace in East-
ern Europe, influence that puts ever
more effective obstacles to imperialist
designs and serves the cause of world
peace.

While the capitalist world is being
shaken to its foundations by war and
crisis, the socialist Soviet Union ad-
vances mightily towards communism.
According to the biennial report of
the State Planning Commission, pro-
duction for the first nine months of
this year registered a gain of 15.5 per
cent. Commenting on this meaningful
fact, Pravda writes:

“During these nine months, socialist Russia
produced more industrial goods than tsarist
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Russia in ten years.” (New York Times, Octo-
ber 13, 1939) '

Here is the measure of progress
since the revolution. Contrast this ad-
vance with the economic retrogression
of the biggest and richest capitalist
country in the world, the United
States. According to Barron’s index
of production and trade, which is
based on 1928-25 as 100 but which
allows for growth of population and
needs, business in September this year
stood at %8.6, that is, 21.4 points be-
low the average of fourteen years ago
and 30.8 points below 1929. Surely,
one can't blame for this fact lack of
resources or wealth, lack of labor
power or technical ability. Nor can
one place responsibility for this eco-
nomic retrogression on the so-called
lack of “living space.” All of that the
United States has aplenty. It is the
system that is to blame, the capitalist
system in crisis, the system which pro-
duced the present, the second, impe-
rialist war.

The ruling classes of the capitalist
countries seek a way out of the crisis
of their system on the road of impe-
rialist aggrandizement and war. This
will not save the system, of course.
But capitalism knows no other way.
That is why we have the contrast be-
tween the predatory foreign policies
of imperialism and the peace policies
of the Soviet Union. Can there be any
doubt today among fair and honest
people, no matter where they live,
that the Soviet policy is one of peace,
good relations with neighbors (gen-
uinely good relations) and friendship
between nations generally? No doubt
at all. This is attested to most con-
clusively by the recent peace victories
of the Soviet Union in its treaties
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with Germany and with the Baltic
states. Only blind ones, or enemies,
can fail to see that now.

. * *

ET we still find people who, while
Yprofessing admiration for the so-
cialist achievements of the Soviet
Union within that country, at the
same time voice disappointment with
what they choose to call its “nation-
alist” policies externally, especially
with respect to the Baltic states. Thus
the New Republic:

“The most disconcerting development of
recent Soviet policy is this tendency toward
national aggrandizement as opposed to so-
cialist action of the masses.” (October 11,

1939.)

Assuming that the New Republic
is genuinely and sincerely disconcert-
ed, the first thing we must urge is a
more honest effort to understand.
Not even the writers of the New Re-
public can assume to understand at
once new and farreaching develop-
ments without honest and profound
effort. Especially so as the makers of
this journal are only petty bourgeois
liberals, with a very limited vision,
knowing little about socialism and
still less about Marxist-Leninist the-
ory. A little humility, therefore, in
the face of such great events as the
present unfolding of Soviet policy
would be helpful to the New Republic
and those similarly minded for a truer
understanding of what is actually hap-
pening. The trouble here, it would
seem, i1s an excessive readiness to
measure Soviet foreign policy with
imperialist yardsticks.

It is being reasoned like. this. The
Soviet Union secures military and na-
val bases in Esthonia, Latvia and Lith-
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uania. The imperialist states have for
decades been fighting for and getting
“similar” bases for purposes of na-
tional aggrandizement. ‘“Therefore,”
the Soviet Union is necessarily engag-
ing in the same sort of thing. Why
“necessarily”? And how does it fol-
low? Simply because those who reason
like this are almost completely en-
meshed in imperialist “ideology” and
thus cannot imagine any other rela-
tionship of a strong and powerful
country and nation towards a small
and weak one except “national ag-
grandizement.”

But examine the thing a little
closer. When a capitalist state secures
military bases in a weaker country,
even when it is accomplished peace-
fully (which happens very rarely),
that country inevitably becomes the
victim of the imperialist exploitation
and war designs of the stronger coun-
try. As an example, take Cuba and
the Philippines. To secure military
bases in these countries, American im-
perialism waged a bloody war against
Spain in 1898, an imperialist war.
Following that, the ruling imperialist
circles of this country—monopoly fi-
nance capital-waged a ruthless war
of extermination against the peoples
of Cuba and the Philippines who
wanted national independence and
freedom instead of the substitution
of one foreign oppressor by another.
Subsequently, with the establishment
of “peace,” American bankers and Big
Business generally began to penetrate
these two countries, setting up and
cultivating reactionary dictatorial re-
gimes, robbing their natural wealth,
exploiting mercilessly their masses, re-
tarding their progress, and subjugat-
ing their economic life to the interests
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of American finance capital, a hand-
ful of big capitalists. And, finally, as
a result of this imperialist penetra-
tion (economic, political and mili-
tary), both Cuba and the Philippines,
though their political relationships
with the United States are not the
same, have been continually exposed
to the danger of being drawn into the
war designs of American imperialism,
of becoming actual fields of battle
should such designs materialize.
This is an example, and not the
worst one, of an imperialist capitalist -
state securing bases in neighboring
and other smaller countries. It is not
“national” aggrandizement; the real
nation of this country, the toiling peo-
ple who themselves are exploited by
American Big Business, have gained
nothing by these acquisitions. It is
aggrandizement for the greater profits
and power of Wall Street and the
bourgeoisie. And this, in the final an-
alysis, meant and means heavier ex-
ploitation and capitalist reaction for
the American people themselves.
Now take the recent treaties be-
tween the Soviet Union and its Baltic
neighbors. Here, the peoples of these
countries themselves, and also their
governments, wanted to strengthen
good neighborly relations and friend-
ship with the Soviet Union. Ever
since they came into existence, these
Baltic states have been objects of im-
perialist penetration and exploitation
as well as potential jumping off
grounds for war—pawns in the preda-
tory game of the big imperialist pow-
ers. The security of these countries
has been in continual danger and
with it their national independence.
But in the Soviet Union they have
learned to see a reliable friend and the
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most powerful fortress of peace. That’s
why they turned to the Soviet Union
for closer friendship in this hour of
danger. They granted to the Soviet
Union the right to establish military
bases in their countries as a measure
for their own peace and security as
well as that of the socialist state. How
can that be compared with imperial-
ist seizures of bases?

Furthermore, there are no monop-
oly finance capitalists in the Soviet
Union to follow in the wake of its
treaties with the Baltic states. And
the peoples, as well as the govern-
ments, of those countries know this
very well. There is no Oil Trust, or
Fruit Trust, or Utility Trust or Ship-
ping and Banking Trust, owned and
controlled by finance imperialist cap-
ital, to penetrate from the Soviet
Union into its neighbors to despoil
them of their wealth, to oppress and
rob their masses, to subjugate their
economic life and retard its develop-
ment. No. The Soviet Union is a so-
cialist state. Its economy is owned by
the people and is run for their use
and not for the profit of a parasitic
class of finance magnates. Therefore,
the economic relationships of the
Soviet Union with its neighbors rest
on the principle of complete recipro-
city, mutuality and equality. Not in
words but in deeds. Therefore, a pow-
erful socialist state can be to its weak-
er non-socialist neighbors, when freed
from imperialist ties, a real economic
equal and helpful friend, something
which a powerful capitalist state can
never be to its weaker and smaller
neighbors. Despite all declarations to
the contrary, a small state is always
(actually or potentially) prey and vic-
tim to big imperialist states. How,

THE COMMUNIST

then, can one compare the policies of
the socialist Soviet Union with those
of the imperialist states?

Finally, the military bases secured
by the Soviet Union in the Baltic
states can never become a means for
these states getting involved in im-
perialist wars for the aggrandizement
of imperialist powers. One reason is,
the Soviet Union does not follow im-
perialist policies and thus can never
wage an imperiailst war. Secondly,
these military bases are part of mutual
assistance pacts against aggression de-
signed to protect the security of the
Baltic states as well as of the Soviet
Union. It follows, therefore, that the
stronger the influence of the Soviet
Union on international affairs, the
greater will be its effectiveness in
hampering imperialist designs and
promoting the cause of world peace.
Which is all to the interests of the
Baltic states as well as of all peoples.
Therefore, we ask again, how can one
characterize the Soviet. policies as “na-
tional aggrandizement” and “Commu-
nist imperialism”?

To do so, in the face of the sharp
and radical difference between Soviet
policy and imperialist policy is to be
guilty of infantilism or perhaps of
slipping into the camp of imperialism.

Apparently some of these liberal
“critics” of Soviet policy have not yet
grasped the fact that they are slipping
into the imperialist camp. It may
seem superficially that if these critics
champion the idea of keeping Amer-
ica out of war and, in addition, at-
tack fascism and advocate democracy,
this makes them consistent progres-
sives and anti-imperialists. But that is
not necessarily so. And it is positively
not so if this kind of advocacy of
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peace and democracy is coupled with
opposition to the peace policies of
the Soviet Union. As a matter of
plain fact—and this is becoming
plainer every new day—opposition to
the peace policies of the Soviet Union
is tantamount to opposition to peace
and democracy. It really means sup-
porting the imperialist war and the
imperialist policies of the German,
French and English bourgeoisie. It
means supporting American imperial-
ism and the imperialist policies of the
American bourgeoisie.

It is high time to wake up to the
fact that to talk about peace and de-
mocracy and anti-fascism without sup-
porting the struggles and policies of
the true anti-imperialist camp, the
camp in which the Soviet Union is
now more than ever the main strong-
hold and leader, is, at best, engaging
in liberal phrasemongering and, at
worst, betraying both peace and de-
mocracy and slipping into the camp
of imperialism and capitalist reaction.

Some of the liberal “critics” of So-
viet policy pride themselves on being
realists. But if that were so, the first
thing they would understand, or try
to understand, is that capitalism is
now in its deepest and sharpest crists.
All its contradictions are reaching ut-
most acuteness: the contradictions be-
tween the working class and the bour-
geoisie; the contradictions between
the imperialist states and the colo-
nial, semi-colonial and weaker coun-
tries; the contradictions between the
imperialist states themselves—a war
now taking place between German
imperialism, on the one hand, and
English and French imperialism, on
the other, and Japan's war against
China. And since this is occurring at
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a time in human history when the
world is divided into two diametrical-
ly opposed social systems—capitalism
and socialism—the perspective for
peace and demcoracy is inseparably
bound up with the struggles of the
anti-imperialist camp led by the so-
ctalist Soviet Union. There is no other
way to true peace and democracy. It
is, therefore, either the imperialist
camp or the anti-imperialist camp.
There is no “middle ground.”

And herein lies the essence of the
present world situation. That’s why
the working class and oppressed of
all countries will celebrate the twen-
ty-second anniversary of the great
socialist revolution under the banner
of: Support the peace policy and lead-
ership of the Soviet Union. Around
this banner will gather all true anti-
imperialists—the working class, its al-
lies and all genuine supporters of
peace and democracy. Around this
banner will gather, in ever increasing
numbers, all those who oppose the
intensified capitalist reaction and ex-
ploitation, who are determined to
carry forward in the new situation
the struggle for the social and na-
tional security of the American
people. '

Hail the twenty-second anniversary
of the great October Socialist Revo-
lution! Support the peace policy and
leadership of the Soviet Union! Hail
the teacher and guide of all exploited
and oppressed—Comrade Stalin!

* * *

MERICAN labor and its progressive
leaders have a good deal of think-

ing to do nowadays. Serious and deep
thinking on the new situation and the
new problems facing the country and
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the people. That’s why we liked the
opening sentence in President Hill-
man’s message to the membership of
his union, the Amalgamated Clothing
Workers of America (A.CW.A) It
reads:

“In these stirring days all of us are giving
serious thought to world events and to the
position which we must take, as individuals
and as members of a great labor organiza-
tion, on the issues which face us today.”
(The Advance, October, 1939.)

But we cannot say that the position
which President Hillman recommends
to the membership is in accord with
the fundamental interests of the work-
ing class. We refer especially to the
position outlined on the imperialist
war and on American foreign policy
which is, of course, decisive in the
situation.

President Hillman proceeds from
the assumption that:

“In the field of foreign policy he [Presi-

dent Roosevelt] has no objectives and no
motives which we do not fully share.” (Ibid.)

Well, this is so vague and at the
same time so sweeping an assumption
that it can hardly serve as a safe guide
to a correct working class position.
And the members of the A.C.W.A.
are interested in a position which
should correspond to the fundamental
interests of the American working
class as a class, and not just in an ex-
pedient which may or may not meet
some temporary or passing interest of
one or another section of the workers.
Considered from this standpoint, we
must say at once that “motives” and
“objectives” of bourgeois statesmen
and politicians are a very unsafe guide
for working class politics. And it is
working class political positions that
are here under discussion.
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For the sake of argument, one can
grant the best of motives, if by this
is meant intention, although here
also caution and restraint are the bet-
ter part of wisdom. The American
working class has had plenty of sad
experiences with good-intentioned
bourgeois spokesmen. But granting
for a moment the “motives,” is that
the decisive thing? Of course not.
Politics is class struggle, in the final
analysis, not just a rivalry of motives
and intentions that are detached from
class positions and class interests. And
in the present situation of imperialist
war, involving now three of the big-
gest capitalist states in Europe, and
Japan in the Far East, with capitalism
in its deepest and sharpest crisis, it is
precisely the fundamental interests of
classes that are becoming ever more
decisive for what their spokesmen say
or do, whether these are individuals,
parties or groups.

Of course, one must not oversim-
plify this to mean that passing and
temporary attitudes and interests
have no effect whatever and should
therefore be discounted. Not at all.
But it does mean that a fully correct
evaluation and placing of such tem-
porary interests—whether of the work-
ers or their capitalist enemy—can be
arrived at orly in the light of funda-
mental interests of classes.

If the foregoing is true, then Presi-
dent Hillman is in error. The Ameri-
can bourgeoisie—the ruling class of
the biggest and most advanced capi-
talist state—is imperialist. It cannot
be anything else: And when con-

fronted with an imperialist war for

the redivision of the world—an im--
perialist struggle for markets and
world domination — the American
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bourgeoisie naturally and inevitably
seeks to enter the struggle, in one way
or another, to strengthen its positions
in the markets of the world and in
the world’s communicgtions (seas,
strategic bases, etc.). Its imperialist
policies become activized. And with
it comes an increase of reactionary
tendencies in the bourgeoisie, greater
anti-democratic and anti-labor mili-
tancy, and a more determined drive
for intensified exploitation of the
working class and its allies—a drive
orientated on the establishment of a
reactionary bourgeois dictatorship in
the country.

Is this picture overdrawn? No, it is
not. Sensing apparently precisely such
developments, the report of President
John L. Lewis to the Second Consti-
tutional Convention of the C.I.O.
says:

“In this hour of national trial and testing,
the Congress of Industrial Organization is a

mighty power for democracy, peace and pros-.

perity. The millions of organized workers
banded together in the C.I.O. are the main
driving force of the progressive movement
of workers, farmers, professional and small
business people and of all other liberal ele-
ments in the community. They are also the
backbone of the resistance to all the forces
that threaten our democratic institutions and
the liberty and security that Americans hold
dear.” (Our emphasis—4. B.)

And who are the forces that
threaten us? It is the class enemy of
the proletariat, the bourgeoisie.

Yes, one might say, but isn’t there
a difference between reactionary capi-
talists and democratic-liberal ones?
To which the answer is: whatever dif-
ferences there still are, these should be
exploited by labor to the utmost for
the promotion of its independent po-
sition. But these differences have
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ceased to be decisive for determining
the tactical position of the working
class on the fundamental issues of the
new situation, which are the struggle
against imperialism, for keeping
America out of the imperialist war,
against the intensified capitalist ex-
ploitation and reaction.

Bourgeois democrats too find them-
selves in a new situation. When
America was confronted with a world
offensive of fascism, an offensive which
was reaching the Americas; and when
the reactionary drive of Big Business
in the United States against the social
and national security of the people
was part of the world offensive of fas-
cism—then the immediate enemy was
this world offensive of fascism and its
American counterpart—the reaction-
ary offensive of Big Business. This im-
mediate enemy was threatening not
only the working class and its allies,
although them, in the first instance,
but also sections of the so-called dem-
ocratic bourgeoisie. And this tended
to maintain a certain basis for col-
laboration between the anti-fascist
camp of the masses and the bourgeois
democrats, in a broad democratic
front process. Although even then it
was wrong and harmful to identify
the independent position of the work-
ing class with that of the bourgeois
democrats.

Furthermore, the independent
struggle of the masses themselves
against the reactionary pro-fascist of-
fensive of Big Business, in which the
C.I.O. and the progressive elements in
the A. F. of L. had played a decisive
part, tended to create such a relation-
ship of class forces in the country as
made it imperative for bourgeois
democrats to seek the support of labor
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and its allies, if these democrats
wanted to continue to be political
factors of importance. Consequently,
bourgeois democrats in politics had to
adapt their declarations and, in part,
their policies to this need and in pro-
portion to it.

Now, however, things are changing.
The reactionary offensive of Big Busi-
ness in the United States is no longer
part of the world offensive of fascism.
The question of fascism itself is tak-
ing a secondary place, and there is no
longer a world. offensive of fascism in
the old sense. It is a reactionary bour-
geois imperialist offensive that is de-
veloping in the country. This is not
any less threatening to the working
class and its allies than the previous
Big Business offensive. On the con-
trary. It is more threatening to the
masses, to their well being, to their
peace because—for one reason—it
threatens to drag the American peo-
ple into imperialist adventures and
war. But the changed nature of this
reactionary offensive of the bour-
geoisie puts bourgeois democrats in a
somewhat different position. While
they may still try to occupy what has
been called ‘““a middle-of-the-road” po-
sition (never too stable a point), they
will continually be pushed off that
road by the very development of the
struggle between the anti-imperialist
and imperialist camps. Thus they
will be forced to choose between these
two main camps. And when forced to
make that kind of a choice, which is
very much different from the previ-
ous choice between democracy and
fascism, would not bourgeois demo-
crats tend to gravitate and be drawn
into the imperialist reactionary camp?
The answer is: yes, they will. More-

THE COMMUNIST

over, they already tend in that direc-
tion. And they already seek to orien-
tate on new class alignments in the
bourgeoisie while still claiming and
demanding the support of labor and
its allies.

1t is clear; therefore, that President
Hillman is in grave error when he
says that “in the field of foreign pol-
icy he (President Roosevelt) has no
objectives and no motives which we
do not fully share.” The American
working class is called upon to act not
on “motives” and not merely on “ob-
jectives” but on actual policy. And
this foreign policy is imperialist. It is
determined in the main by the pres-
sure of the imperialist bourgeoisie and
serves its interests.

* * *

ur President Hillman has also
l ;another reason for advocating
support of the government’s foreign
policy. He says:

“The neutrality issue will be seized upon
by the forces of reaction to create disunity
in the ranks of the progressives and thus
weaken their resistance to attacks upon the
domestic program of the New Deal. For this
reason, also, it is important to give the
united and wholehearted support of the la-
bor and progressive movement to the Presi-
dent’s neutrality program.” (Ibid.)

First, what is this “neutrality issue’?
Is there only one issue on this ques-
tion? Obviously not; there are many
issues and many camps. But in the
main there are two issues, two divi-
sions and two camps: the camp of
imperialism and bourgeois reaction
and the camp of anti-imperialism,
peace and democracy. And the chief
issue is between these two camps, and
not simply, as before, between the New
Deal and anti-New Deal. This is seen
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by a mere reference to the fact that
many (if not most) anti-New Deal
Democrats and some Republicans in
Congress support the President’s neu-
trality program.

On the war question, i.e., on for-
eign policy, the position of the anti-
imperialist camp of the working class
and its allies cannot be “neutrality.”
The fundamental interests of the pro-
letariat demand opposition to impe-
rialist war. Therefore, our position
now must be one of struggle against
American involvement in a war waged
for imperialist interests.

Is this the same thing as the neu-
trality position of the American bour-
geoisie? Not at all. Wall Street and
the capitalist class seek to exploit the
disaster of other peoples in order to
make war profits and to strengthen
American imperialism in the markets
and communications of the world. It
is a position of predatory and merce-
nary neutrality. It is against the fun-
damental interests of the working class
and of all working people.

The fact that the bourgeoisie is not
united on the exact character of this
mercenary neutrality is important, of
course. The fact that large sections of
the plutocracy favor a neutrality
“benevolent” to England while other
sections of the bourgeoisie, moved
more immediately by rivalries with
British imperialism, favor a more “im-
partial” neutrality, this fact should be
fully utilized by the anti-imperialist
camp in its struggle to keep America
out of the imperialist war. But in
order to achieve this aim, the working
class must follow an independent line
and, at the present moment, must con-
centrate on defeating precisely that
section of the plutocracy which
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presses for a neutrality benevolent to
England because that sort of neutral-
ity is today the easiest way to drag
America into the imperialist war.

How, then, can the working class
support “the President’s neutrality
program’? It cannot. That is very ob-
vious. The working class and the la-
bor movement must have their own
program, an anti-imperialist pro-
gram of struggle to keep America out
of war and to combat the intensified
drive for capitalist reaction and ex-
ploitation.

Second, what does President Hill-
man mean when he says that “the
neutrality issue will be seized upon
by the forces of reaction to create dis-
unity in the ranks of the progres-
sives”’? This is mot exactly what is
happening. What is really taking
place now is that the American bour-
geoisie as a class is seeking to attach
labor and its allies to Wall Street’s
imperialist chariot. All sections of
the capitalist class, regardless of their
particular brand of neutrality, aim to
weaken labor’s class independence, to
poison the workers with imperialism
and chauvinism, in order to pursue
more easily their mercenary imperial-
ist aims. And in this, the bourgeoisie
is helped by the Executive Council
of the A. F. of L., by the Social-Demo-
cratic Federation of Waldman & Co.,
by Norman Thomas in his own “spe-
cial” way and, of course, by the
Trotskyite and Lovestoneite agents of
imperialism.

This is how capitalist reaction to-
day seeks to create disunity in the
ranks of labor and its allies—by pre-
venting them from crystallizing a
solid, consistent and independent
anti-imperialist front. Hence, the way
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to combat these reactionary efforts is
to give support to none of the impe-
rialist tendencies, to none of the
brands of imperialist neutrality.

- Third, about the attacks upon “the
domestic program of the New Deal”
and how to resist them. The attacks
upon this program are already in-
creasing. It is the attack for more
intensified capitalist reaction and ex-
ploitation which is orientated on the
establishment of an imperialist reac-
tionary dictatorship in the country.
To resist and defeat these attacks is
the major task of the American labor
movement in alliance with the toiling
farmers and exploited middle classes
in the present situation.

Big Business and monopoly finance
capital is leading and promoting this
attack upon the masses. And bour-
geois democrats, formerly in conflict
with the reactionary sections of fi-
nance capital, are in the process of
ceasing to be in conflict. New Deal
Democrats, who in the past tended to
collaborate with labor and its allies—
hesitatingly and inconsistently—for
the promotion of progressive social
measures, are beginning to tend in a
different direction. They are pressed
and pushed towards the camp of im-
perialist reaction. Hence, one can no
longer speak of the New Deal and
anti-New Deal camps in the old way.
The bourgeoisie is realigning itself.
Its so-called democratic sections are
gravitating towards imperialist reac-
tion, From which follows one central
conclusion and many subsidiary ones.

The central conclusion is that la-
bor, the working class, has to step
forward with political initiative and
leadership to rally around itself the
toiling farmers and exploited middle
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classes in a firm alliance against im-
perialism, against monopoly capital,
against the intensified capitalist reac-
tion and exploitation. This will be
carrying forward, in the new situation
and on a higher level, the struggle for
the national and social security of the
American people—for jobs, democ-
racy, security and peace.

One must understand that political
alignments are undergoing changes.
The old division between the Demo-
cratic and Republican parties as well
as the division between New Deal and
anti-New Deal camps are losing their
former meaning. Both major parties
being parties of the bourgeoisie, they
both seek in the new situation to
realize the predatory interests and
ambitions of American imperialism,
even though in various ways and with
crisscrossing of attitudes on the neu-
trality question within these parties.
These policies the working class can-
not support. It must follow its in-
dependent line in the building and
leading of the anti-imperialist, anti-
monopoly and anti-capitalist alliance.

At the same time, it is also clear
that among the so-called progressive
sections in and around both major
parties, especially the Democratic
Party, there are elements and forces
to which labor can have a special
attitude. These are the elements
which, because they reflect, even
though inadequately and distortedly,
certain anti-monopoly and anti-war
attitudes of farmers and middle class
groups, may offer to labor advanta-
geous opportunities for temporary po-
litical understandings in the attain-
ment of specific and limited objectives.
These are some of the subsidiary con-
clusions to be made from the chang-
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ing situation and political realign-
ments.

Continuing to exploit to the full all
the contradictions in the bourgeois
camp, labor will do well also to make
use of such temporary understandings
with non-labor political groups, pro-
vided: (1) they promote the cement-
ing of labor’s alliance with all other
exploited classes, bringing forth the
working class as the leading force in
the anti-imperialist, anti-monopoly
and anti-capitalist alliance; (2) they
do not obstruct the development of
the independent line of the prole-
tariat and its daily struggles against
the intensified capitalist reaction and
exploitation; and (3) they do not pre-
vent the revolutionary vanguard of
the working class, the Communist
Party, from educating and winning
the masses to non-support of impe-
rialism and imperialist war, to sup-
port of the peace policy of the So-
viet Union, independently to mobilize
the masses for struggle against capi-
talist exploitation and reaction.

* * *

T Is very evident by now that the
I anti-Communist “crusade” in the
country, which is still gathering
momentum, is only the most spectacu-
lar expression (for the moment) of
the gathering reactionary-imperialist
offensive against the working class and
all toiling people. Because the Com-
munists are in the vanguard of the
anti-war and anti-imperialist camp,
because they can be most depended
on to follow a consistent line of
struggle against the reactionary bour-
geoisie, the class enemy attacks the
Communists first and most bitterly.
This is how the labor movement and
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its allies have to understand the pres-
ent anti-Communist “crusade.”

Leaving aside for the moment the
doings of the Dies Committee, whose
anti-labor and ‘imperialist-reactionary
role in the situation is obvious to
wide circles of workers and other ex-
ploited groups, the role of the Wald-
man Social-Democrats and their sup-
porters should now also be clear.
These are servants of Wall Street, war-
mongers and flunkeys of American
imperialism. And as such they must
be exposed and fought.

But there are also other “critics”
of the Communists, those who charge
us with “betraying” democracy. We
do not speak here of the uninformed.
These are in error, confused by the
imperialists and their servants. Hence,
the uninformed must be made in-
formed and clear. And this is the big
job. But we do speak here of those
who, while calling us traitors to de-
mocracy, are in the same breath
apologizing for Dies and, though
somewhat embarrassed, are anticipat-
ing the “neccessity” of outlawing the
Communist Party. Thus they demon-
strate brilliantly how little - they
themselves think of democracy as they
begin to feel that the bourgeoisie and
its system are getting into a tight
corner.

As to the Communist Party, which
has been and is the most consistent
fighter for democracy, it never recom-
mended itself to anyone as a bour-
geois-democratic party. While there
have been opportunist distortions of
our line (and this is not what our
“critics” are crying about), Commu-
nists have been and are fighting for
democracy not as bourgeots demo-
crats but as proletarian revolutionists,
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as Marxists-Leninists, as disciples of
the great Stalin. And also: while there
have been opportunist slips which we
guarded against and combatted, Com-
munists have been and are fighting for
the national security of the American
people not as bourgeois nationalists
but as proletarian internationalists.
And we have tried to do so in the best
interests of the masses, and not with-
out considerable success, by learning
from the experiences of the Russian
Bolsheviks.

The truth of the matter is that the
bourgeoisie is betraying democracy,
has been betraying it for many dec-
ades and, lately, it has done so
through the Munich policy of the
ruling imperialist circles of England,
France and the United States. The
truth is, furthermore, that since Eng-
land and France entered the impe-
rialist war against Germany and
concurrently the Soviet Union’s peace
policy began more powerfully and ef-
fectively to obstruct the criminal de-
signs of all imperialists, even bour-
geois democrats started to gravitate
towards the camp of imperialist reac-
tion, betraying democracy in the
process. Witness France, England and
—at a somewhat slower tempo—the
United States, which is not yet a
belligerent.

When a “liberal” organ like The
Nation begins to apologize for the
Dies Committee; when it finds it pos-
sible to apologize for Daladier’s out-
lawing of the Communist Party, say-
ing that: “No French government
waging a war can permit defeatist
propaganda to be carried on behind
the front lines, even if disguised as a
desire for ‘peace’ ’; when such things
are beginning to happen, only blind
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ones can fail to see that the traitors
to democracy must be looked for not
in the camp of the working class but
among the bourgeoisie and its petty-
bourgeois hangers-on. And it is pre-
cisely for this reason, among others,
that the fate of democracy and its de-
velopment to higher forms rests only
upon the working class and its leader-
ship of the toiling farmers and ex-
ploited middle classes. It is precisely
for this reason that the old division
between the camps of fascism and de-
mocracy no longer holds good, assum-
ing new meanings. It is, finally, pre-
cisely for this reason that the Com-
munist Party is changing its tactics, to
meet these betrayals of democracy by
the bourgeoisie, to assist the working
class to fight in the new situation for
its fundamental interests, for its lead-
ership in the struggle for democracy
and more democracy against the reac-
tionary-imperialist offensive of the
bourgeoisie.

Freda Kirchwey of The Nation, of
the same “liberal” publication which
condemns the heroic fight of the
French Communists for peace while
commending the flunkey of the 200
families, Daladier, for suppressing the
Communist Party—Freda Kirchwey is
willing to grant that the Communists
“are sincere according to their lights”;
but “Their mistake lies in trying to
explain what can only be accepted on
faith.” (October 14.)

To this and similar “critics,” the
fundamental interests of the working
class are a closed book. And if they do
know something about these interests,
they have little sympathy for them.
As regards class relationships, the
changes which these undergo, and the
necessity for different tactics in dif-
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ferent situations, mastery and under-
standing of which is an absolute con-
dition for the successful work of the
revolutionary vanguard of the pro-
letariat, such things are totally beyond
these “critics.” They seem  to be
doomed to continual wvacillation be-
tween the. proletariat and its class
enemy.

But Communists know, and must
learn much better, to overcome
rapidly the weight of obsolete tactical
attitudes which have become a brake
upon the movement. They must learn
to organize themselves and their work
in accord with the new regrouping of
class forces inside the country as well
as on the world arena. :

Communists know, and must learn
much better, the art of correctly in-
dicating the main direction of the
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strategic blow against the class enemy,
to bring together all forces for this
blow, and to deliver it against the
enemy with unswerving determina-
tion.

Communists are learning, and must
learn much better, to be Bolsheviks
under the most difficult circumstances,
to hold aloft the banner of interna-
tional proletarian solidarity, the ban-
ner of Marx, Engels, Lenin and
Stalin. '

Only thus will we be able to con-
tribute our best to the working class.
Only thus will the Communist Party
be functioning as a true vanguard of
the American working class and of
the American people, learning con-
tinually from the History of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union and
from our great teacher—Stalin.

A. B.



ON THE TWENTY-SECOND ANNIVERSARY
OF THE SOCIALIST REVOLUTION

BY EARL BROWDER

WENTY-TWO Yyears ago, on Novem-

ber #, 1917, in the fires of the first
World War, the working class of the
former tsarist empire seized power
under the leadership of Lenin and the
Bolshevik Party, and inaugurated the
first socialist revolution in history.

Today, we celebrate the successful
construction of a socialist society in
the Soviet Union, in the opening
phase of the second imperialist world
war, which may well place the social-
ist revolution as the order of the day
in another or several other capitalist
lands.

The Communists, the Bolsheviks,
have always been the firm and un-
compromising leaders and organizers
of the struggle against imperialist war,
against the slaughter of the peoples
for the purpose of aggrandizement of
a group of monopoly capitalists at the
expense of another and at the expense
of the working people of all lands.
It was upon the basis of the struggle
against the war that the Party of the
socialist revolution first won the allegi-
ance of the working class and the ma-
jority of the toiling people, in a great
country, obtained state power in its
hands, and proceeded to build a new
society based upon common owner-
ship and operation of the national

economy for the common good of all
the people.

Since the imperialist ruling classes
of Germany, England and France have
again thrown the world into war, the
lessons of the last war and its culmina-
tion in the first socialist revolution
take on an immediacy and sharpness
that demand deep study and applica-
tion in the light of the new world situ-
ation, and of the particular situation
in each country.

What was the relation of the war to
the first socialist revolution? Comrade
Stalin has stated this question with
his own peculiar clarity and brevity,
when he said:

“Three factors, external in nature, account
for the comparative ease with which the pro-
letarian revolution in Russia succeeded in
breaking the chains of imperialism and thus
overthrowing the rule of the bourgeoisie.

“First: the factor that the October Revolu-
tion began in a period of desperate struggle
between the two principal imperialist groups,
the Anglo-French and the Austro-German,
at a time when, engaged in a life-and-death
struggle, these two groups had neither the
time nor the means to devote serious atten-
tion to the struggle against the October Revo-
lution. This factor was of the utmost impor-
tance for the October Revolution, which was
thereby enabled to take advantage of the
fierce clash within the imperialist world to
strengthen and organize its own forces.
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“Second: the factor that the October Revo-
lution began during the imperialist World
War, at a time when the toiling masses, tor-
mented by the war and thirsting for peace,
were by the very logic of events being led
to the proletarian revolution as the only way
to escape from the war. This factor was of
extreme importance for the October Revo-
lution, since it put into its hands the mighty
weapon of peace, made it easy for it to con-
nect the Soviet revolution with the ending
of the hated war and thus created mass sym-
pathy for it both in the West, among the
workers, and in the East among the oppressed
peoples. '

“Third: the powerful working class move-
ment in Europe and the maturing of a revo-
lutionary crisis in the West and in the East
called forth by the long drawn-out imperial-
ist war. This factor was of inestimable im-
portance for the revolution in Russia, since
it assured it of reliable allies outside Russia
for the latter’s struggle against world im-
perialism.”*

Thus the struggle against imperial-
ist war, the struggle for peace, was of
the most decisive significance in the
rise of the first land of socialism, the
first realization of the teachings of
Marx and Engels, which took place
under the guidance of their great con-
tinuators, Lenin and Stalin.

WHO IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE NEW
IMPERIALIST WAR?

The capitalist newspapers of Amer-
ica, ably seconded by the Norman
Thomas Socialists, the Social-Demo-
cratic Federation, the Trotskyites and
Lovestoneites, have been shouting
hysterically that the Soviet Union is
responsible for the new imperialist
war. Who is really responsible for the
war? This is a crucial question, upon
the answer to which depends our

* J. V. Stalin, Leninism, Vol. 1, p. 115, In-
ternational Publishers, New York.
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judgment on the character of the war,
and of how to fight against it.

First of all, it is clear that the forces
bringing this war upon the world
arose from within the capitalist na-
tions, that it is correctly described as
“a family affair” among them, to use
the terms of that most intelligent Tory
commentator, Dorothy Thompson.
Capitalist Germany, imperialist Ger-
many, is at war with capitalist-impe-
rialist Britain and France. Even those
who slander the Soviet Union admit
by their very slanders that it is unrea-
sonable to expect the imperialist
powers to maintain peace, and by in-
ference demand that the socialist So-
viet Union should promote peace
among them. Thus the very accusation
against the Soviet Union, that it is
responsible for the war, is found at
the first critical examination to con-
cede implicitly a higher moral stature
to the land of socialism than to any
capitalist country, not excepting the
U.S.A. No one would think of saying
that the U.S.A. is guilty for this war
because it failed to prevent its out-
break, but the very ones who slander
the Soviet Union the most unre-
strainedly, unwittingly give the high-
est possible compliment when they as-
sume that the Soviet Union had the
moral responsibility to prevent the
war.

Well, the Soviet Union itself, sup-
ported by the Communists of all
lands, had a much keener and a con-
scious understanding of its role as the
world leader in the organization of
peace. It lived up to that role to the
limit of the last possibilities. If the
war finally broke upon the world, it
was only after the Soviet Union had
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exhausted every possibility to prevent
it, but had failed due to the fact that
not one single capitalist country could
be found to support these efforts.
From 1931 to 1938, a long series of
imperialist aggressions were com-
mitted by Japan, Germany and Italy,
the so-called “have-not” imperialisms,
those who felt “wronged” by the re-
sults of the last World War and set
about a forcible redistribution of the
world. At any time during that period,
up to the great Munich debacle in
September, 1938, it was easily within
the power of Britain,.France, and the
United States, by a sincere coopera-
tion, to have halted these aggressions
without resort to arms. Especially was
this possible, since the active collabo-
ration of the Soviet Union was offered,
indisputably so since its entry into the
League of Nations in 1934. The Soviet
Union, not at all interested in main-
taining the status quo resulting from
the last World War, was deeply inter-

ested in preventing it from being

changed by resort to war which would
only plunge the peoples into deeper
misery and endanger the Soviet Union
also, disturbing it in its peaceful con-
struction of the new socialist society.
Why was this series of aggressions
not halted? Because the ruling classes
in Britain, France and the United
States were not sufficiently interested
in doing this, because they were more
interested in maneuvering against one
another and weakening one another,
and above all because they cherished
the ambition, not too secretly, to build
up these aggressive powers, Germany,
Japan and Italy, as a force to which
they assigned the historic task of de-
struction of the Soviet Union. This
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latter factor especially became the ob-
session of the British bourgeoisie,
headed by Chamberlain, who swal-
lowed hook, line and sinker the bait
cunningly laid by Hitler in the so-
called “Anti-Comintern Axis.” World
peace was not organized, because the
British and French bourgeoisie, with
the enthusiastic support of the
“heroes” of the Second International,
and the benevolent neutrality at best
of the American ruling circles, were
less interested in peace than they were
in inciting a war against the Soviet
Union.

It was for this ambition that Cham-
berlain and Daladier made the enor-
mous sacrifices of both honor and
power to Hitler at Munich, for this
they joined in strangling the infant
Spanish republic, for this they stoical-
ly endured both insult and injury
from Japan. No price was too high to
pay, thought these gentlemen and the
ruling classes they represented, so long
as they believed they were purchasing
a deadly war for the destruction of
the Soviet Union.

This is the policy which directly
and immediately is responsible for the
systematic undermining of world
peace, and for the outbreak of the
present imperialist war. And for this
policy the ruling classes of all the capi-
talist countries are equally responsi-
ble. All other factors are secondary.
This was the policy which, when it
was openly exposed as bankrupt by
the Soviet-German Non-Aggression
Pact, led directly to the war.

HOW THE SOVIET UNION DEFEATED THE
WAR PLOTS AGAINST IT

Why did Chamberlain fail in his
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plots to embroil the Soviet Union in
war, a war for which he had built up
Hitler and the “Anti-Comintern” Axis
at such a stupendous price?

Chamberlain’s plots crashed on the
rocks of the swiftly growing strength
of the Soviet Union, and its consistent
peace policy which won the support
of millions upon millions of workers
and toiling people in the capitalist
and colonial lands.

First, let us examine the growing
strength of the Soviet Union. In 1920,
Lenin described the position of the
Soviet power in the following terms:

“We are surrounded by imperialist states,
which: detest the Bolsheviks with all their
heart and soul, which are spending vast sums
of money, ideological forces, the forces of the
press, and so on, and which yet were unable
in three years to defeat us in war, although
we are, from the military and economic stand-
point, infinitely weak. Wé have not one-
hundredth of the forces of the combined im-
perialist states, and yet they are unable to
stifle us. They cannot stifle us because their
soldiers will not obey; their workers and
peasants, fatigued by the war, do not want a
war against the Soviet Republic. Such is the
position now, and on this position we must
base ourselves. What it will be several years
hence we do not know, since every year the
Western powers are recuperating from the
war.”*

If the Soviet Union had been
eighteen years later in such a position,
with not one-hundredth of the com-
bined forces of the imperialist states,
then truly Chamberlain might have
succeeded in the object of his plots.
But while the imperialist powers were
recuperating from the last war, the
Soviet Union was rising in strength
also; and from 1929 onward, when the

*V. 1. Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VIII,
p- 282, International Publishers, New York.
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imperialist powers were going through
the deepest economic crisis, from
which they never fully recovered, the
Soviet Union was making spectacular
economic advances, multiplying its
national income by more than nine
times during the First and Second
Five-Year Plans. From the last posi-
tion in volume of economic produc-
tion, among the great powers, it ad-
vanced to first position in Europe, and
in the world second only to the
United States.

This tremendous economic advance
improved the relation of forces in
favor of the Soviet Union in many re-
spects. Due to its socialist system,
which distributed the benefits of the
economic achievements among the
whole population, the Soviet Union
was the only land which consistently
raised the standard of living and the
cultural level of its peoples through-
out this period, in which even the
United States suffered catastrophic set-
backs. Through the elimination of
class divisions and national oppres-
sion in the country, the Soviet Union
alone among great nations secured an
unexampled solidarity and moral
unity of its population. And upon this
solid foundation, it was possible for
the Soviet Union to build such de-
fensive powers, in the form of its Red
Army, Navy and Air Fleet (tested by
the Japanese militarists with catas-
trophic consequences to themselves),
as adequately to guarantee the secur-
ity of its borders against all enemies.

In this historic development, the
world was presented with proof of the
superiority of the socialist over the
capitalist system. This was stated by
Comrade Stalin, in his speech to the
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conference of Stakhanovites, in the
following words:

“Why was it that capitalism smashed and
defeated feudalism? Because it created higher
standards of labor productivity, it enabled
society to produce an incomparably greater
quantity of products than was the case under
the feudal system. Because it made society
richer. Why is it that socialism can, should
and certainly will defeat the capitalist system
of economy? Because it can furnish superior
models of labor, a higher productivity of
lIabor, than the capitalist systém of economy.
Because it can give society more products
and can make society richer than the capital-
ist system of economy can.”*

Add to all these factors, known to
all realistic students of world affairs,
and certainly pressing upon the atten-
tion of Hitler, the additional fact that
the conspiratorial agents of world re-
action and fascism that worked inside
the Soviet Union to prepare its down-
fall when it should be attacked—the
Trotskyites and Bukharinites—had
been detected in their nefarious work,
rounded up, and put out of business.
Then we begin to understand the con-
siderations that finally brought the
Nazi dictatorship which acts for Ger-
man imperialism and monopoly capi-
tal to the point where it was ready to
cry quits to its much-touted ambitions
to crush the Soviet Union, and to turn
instead against those powers which, by
their craven and dishonorable course
of appeasement, had lost théir moral
force and cohesion, turned all honest
stomachs, abandoned every considera-
tion except their own selfish imperial-
ist greed, and which conducted what
amounted to a civil war against their
own peoples.

* Joseph Stalin, The Stakhanov Movement
in the Soviet Union, pp. 4-5. Workers Library
Publishers, New York.
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Already a year ago, at the twenty-
first anniversary celebration at Madi-
son Square Garden, it was possible for
the writer to answer the stupid propa-
ganda of the Munichmen about the
supposed “weakness of the Soviet
Union” in the following words:

“If it were true that the Soviet Union is
weak, perhaps the news might reach Adolph
Hitler. And if Hitler heard it—and believed
it—he might be tempted to seize those broad
rich Ukrainian wheat fields, the thought of
which has obsessed him for so many years.
Hitler had always moved first against the
points of least resistance; today he is much
more busy in Latin America than in prepar-
ing to cross the Ukrainian borders much
closer at hand. Can it be that Hitler has also
heard about Soviet weakness? If so, his actions
prove that he, at least, does not believe these
fairy tales. . . . There could be no more
conclusive testimony than this to the strength
of the Red Army, Navy and Air Fleet, and
of the socialist economy and culture which it
defends.”*

That last sentence contained an
error. There could be more conclusive
testimony, and the world received it
when Von Ribbentrop flew to Moscow
to sue for a Non-Aggression Pact on
behalf of Hitler, who abandoned his
Axis allies and his whole ideology
merely for the formal assurance that
the Soviet Union, always pledged to a
policy of non-aggression, would not
commit or be a party to any warlike
act against Germany.

Such were the forces which brought
Chamberlain’s plots to ignominious
collapse, and finally proved to the
world that the Soviet Union had be-
come one of the decisive powers,
which could no longer be excluded

* Earl Browder, Fighting for Peace, p. 184,
International Publishers, New York.
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from world councils with impunity,
whose voice must be heard in all de-
cisions involving the destiny of
peoples.

' IN WHOSE INTERESTS DID THE
SOVIET UNION ACT?

The Soviet Union acted in the in-
terests of its own one hundred and
seventy million population, and of its
new socialist society. That is so clear
now that even the most inveterate
enemies of the Soviet Union them-

selves proclaim that “Stalin is the only

victor” in the world-shaking events of
the past two months. It would there-
fore seem unnecessary to spend fur-
ther words to establish that the gov-
ernment of the Soviet Union has truly
represented and protected the inter-
ests of its own people. Can as much be
said of any capitalist government in
the world?

But that is not the end of the ques-
tion. The Soviet Union has always de-
clared that it has no interests that are
in conflict with the true interests of
any other people anywhere in the
world, that on the contrary its own
advancement can only be of help to
other peoples. That this is true of the
present world situation, as well as in
the past, is a fact of which we can
quickly assure ourselves by a brief re-
~ view of confirmed developments.

First, consider China, a people num-
bering over four hundred million, the
largest single national family in the
world, which has been suffering from
the most shameful and wanton aggres-
sions since 1931, without serious help
from anywhere but the Soviet Union.
- Our American newspaper scribes and
pharisees raised a great outcry that the
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Soviet Union had ‘“betrayed China”
by the Non-Aggression Pact, and espe-
cially by its truce in the hostilities
with Japan on the Mongolian border,
although they had never been able to
arouse any excitement or indignation
against the U.S. furnishing Japan with
more than half of all her imports
necessary to her war on the Chinese
people. But already it has become
clear that the Chinese people, precise-
ly through the break-up of the Axis
and the consequent increased help of
the Soviet Union made possible there-
by, have administered decisive mili-
tary defeats to the Japanese invaders,
and turned the tide of their long and
heroic war of national liberation. Un-
questionably, the Soviet Union acted
also in the interests of the Chinese
people, a population equal to that of
all Europe.

Second, the eleven million Ukrain-
ians, Byelo-Russians and Jews, former-
ly under the oppression of the corrupt
and semi-fascist Polish “government of
colonels,” who had been completely
abandoned by their British-French
“guarantors” to the tender mercies of
Nazidom, have been saved by the Red
Army from the horrors of war, have
received for the first time in history
possession of their own land, with full
national and cultural liberation, have
been freed from capitalist exploitation
and brought into the socialist system,
have been freed from the nightmare
of foreign enslavement.

Third, the small Baltic countries,
which had been assigned the role, in
the old Chamberlain-Hitler con-
spiracy, of military base from which
the projected war agaigst the Soviet
Union should be comn@ucted, have
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been shown the error of their past
ways, and by abandoning them have
secured from the Soviet Union their
first real guarantees of peaceful de-
velopment, economic expansion and
national independence.

Fourth, the Balkan countries, fa-
mous in history as the “cockpit of
Europe,” victims for generations of
imperialist intrigues, have been given
the opportunity, if they can free them-
selves of the imperialist entanglements
of their governments, of keeping out
of the present imperialist war from
which they have nothing to gain but
new burdens and oppressions.

Fifth, the United States, and all
peoples of the Americas, have distinct-
ly improved their international posi-
tion as the direct result of the break-
up of the “Anti-Comintern Axis,”
which had threatened their national
interests and domestic tranquility.
From the hysterical howlings of the
U.S. capitalist press against the Soviet
Union, one could never guess that pre-
cisely the acts against which they are
most furious brought distinct benefit
to America (even including American
capitalists); but that is the undeniable
truth. Shamefully enough, American
imperialist circles already speculate
openly about wusing their present
stronger position in relation to Japan,
not for helping the Chinese people,
but to come to an agreement with
their imperialist rivals for joint ex-
ploitation and oppression of China.

Sixth, when we consider the work-
ing class of all lands, and the toiling
farmers, it is clear that the victories of
the Soviet Union have furnished them
with a tremendous moral stimulus and
encouragement, which will greatly im-
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prove their situation, whatever their
country. ‘

The world bourgeoisie, landlords,
militarists, and exploiters generally,
suffered a great defeat and setback.
But the workers, farmers and op-
pressed peoples, of all lands, found
their interests truly represented and
advanced by the Soviet Union and its
great victories.

CONSEQUENCES OF THE IMPERIALIST WAR

When the British and French gov-
ernments rejected all effective pro-
posals for collaboration with the So-
viet Union to preserve peace, they had
already stripped the impending con-
flict down to a fight for their imperial-
ist interests as against German im-
perialism. In such a war the working
class and toiling peoples have nothing
to gain on either side, they cannot sup-
port it directly or indirectly, they must
fight against the continuation of such
a war, and must bring it to the earli-
est possible conclusion.

This war is a continuation of the
last World War, with no difference in
essence or principle. It is brought
about by the fundamental contradic-
tions of monopoly capitalism. It is an
expression of the general crisis of the
capitalist system, and in turn it deep-
ens and intensifies that crisis. The
whole capitalist world is being driven
by the war into a phase of most acute
and profound crisis.

As a consequence, one of the first
developments is the rapid disappear-
ance of the differences between the
so-called democratic and fascist capi-
talist states, which become indistin-
guishable insofar as their dictatorial
character is concerned, which is the
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dictatorship of monopoly capital. The
so-called democracies become even
more hostile to the Soviet Union than
the fascist states, all of them becom-
ing quite vicious when the Soviet
Union demonstrated that it could be
dealt with only upon the basis of
equality. The slogan of democracy
against fascism, which directed the
struggle for the erection of the real
peace front that could have stopped
the war, thus loses its objective foun-
dation in the real situation of the
world. The war has wiped out its real-
ity, and requires that it be replaced
with a new direction of the struggle.
Where before the war it was a ques-
tion of preserving peace and the rem-
nants of bourgeois democracy, now
both are already wrecked, the issue is
raised of the very existence of the capi-
talist system.

This new situation is most sharply
presented by the belligerent countries.
But we cannot expect that the United
States will be an exception, even
though it has not entered the war. Al-
ready, even while remaining neutral,
the bourgeoisie of the U.S. has moved
sharply toward an extreme reaction-
ary position. The former New Deal
liberal bourgeoisie is fraternizing on
the most cordial terms with the former
anti-New Deal camp, and we can be
absolutely certain the touching new
friendships are based upon reaction-
ary, not liberal, agreements. In the
first weeks after the opening of the
war, we were much too slow in seeing
this profound regrouping in a reac-
tionary direction, and in sounding the
alarm against it. President Roosevelt
has made most serious concessions to
this trend, has shown no signs of tak-

ing up arms against it. While his role
may continue equivocal, and much de-
pends upon himself—if he could break
with the reactionary trends of his
class, and really fight for non-involve-
ment in the war and for its speedy
end, he could salvage something of
his former role—jt must be expected
that the liberal bourgeoisie will rapid-
ly shed its liberalism; on this we must
have no illusions. That the labor
movement has sensed this new devel-
opment quickly is witnessed by the
sudden subsidence of the formerly
sweeping demand for the third term.

The American capitalists, large and
small, have been swept into a frenzy
of greedy expectation of a war boom,
of war profits, from the furnishing of
materials of all kinds to the belliger-
ents, from capturing their foreign
markets especially in Latin America,
from dismantling the social security
and labor legislation, and from raising
a reactionary movement against labor
and civil liberties for the people. They
are eager to grow rich out of the catas-
trophes of other people and the op-
pression of the workers at home. That
is why they rage so viciously against
any suggestion that the war should
stop; that is why the American news-
papers are more enthusiastic for the
war by a hundred times than the press
of the belligerent countries, that is
why they are even now, while the
U.S. is officially neutral, proposing to
outlaw the Communist Party, a step
that Britain has not taken or even
suggested after two months of actual
war.

It is very instructive to see how,
with military precision and prompt-
ness, the Norman Thomas Socialists,
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the Social-Democratic Federation, the
Lovestoneites, and the Trotskyites,
and all the army of provocateurs and
stool pigeons, have moved into the
campaign of the American bourgeoisie
against the Soviet Union and against
the American Communist Party. The
most solemnly-proclaimed “principles”
are dumped overboard without a word
of explanation, as witnessed in the
obscene performance in the American
Labor Party in New York, where So-
cialists and Lovestoneites voted with-
out an instant’s hesitation a pledge of
aid to Britain and France, a denunci-
ation of anyone who calls this an im-
perialist war as an “agent of Moscow,”
just so that they could help put over
a condemnation of the Communist
Party and the Soviet Union. The
counter-revolutionist Trotsky sudden-
ly came out as the protagonist of the
democratic peace front—after de-
nouncing it for years when it was pos-
sible of achievement, he became con-
verted at the moment when the bour-
geoisie had destroyed it but wanted to
exploit the sentiment against fascism
for its own imperialist ends. With all
the promptness and precision of an
army marching to orders, all the ene-
mies of socialism and the Soviet Union,
the enemies of the Communist Party,
sprang to the heel of the bourgeois re-
action. Now, as in 1914, they are pre-
pared to do their utmost to help the
bourgeoisie overcome the crisis, and
to prevent the working class from
coming to power to achieve socialism.

THE REGROUPING OF CLASS FORCES
IN THE U.S.

To get a clearer picture of what is
happening in class relations in the
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U.S., it is valuable to review the main
outlines of the past few years. For
several years up to 1929, when the
great crisis broke out, American mo-
nopoly capital had been riding a high
horse, unchallenged master and with-
out serious opposition. From 1929 to
1933, it tried to ride through the
storms of the crisis, under Herbert
Hoover, without any serious change in
policy whatever, placing the terrific
burdens of the crisis squarely upon the
masses without the slightest allevi-
ation, and trampling popular rights
underfoot. This aroused a great mass
movement of protest and struggle,
especially among the sixteen millions
of unemployed and among the farm-
ers, veterans, etc., and at the same time
led to the complete paralysis at the
beginning of 1933 which ushered
Roosevelt into the Presidency.

The first two years of the New Deal
was a period of “national unity” of
all the bourgeoisie, mainly based upon
the devaluation of the dollar and sus-
pension of the anti-trust laws, with
the organized labor movement
brought into line with the concession
of Section #a of the N.I.LR.A., and the
edge taken off the unemployed move-
ment by a growing measure of relief
employment at bare subsistence wages.
But as the monopolist bourgeoisie
awoke to the fact that Roosevelt’s
measures had pulled them out of the
hole, that their system could still con-
tinue to function even if haltingly, as
they became more and more angry
and frightened at the establishment of
the principle that the government had
the responsibility for furnishing jobs
and social security to the people—they
came out in a great campaign for a
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return to the good old days of Herbert

Hoover; this was the period of the
Liberty League in which the bour-
geoisie split sharply into a reactionary
and a liberal camp, which led up to
the 1936 election, and the overwhelm-
ing victory of the liberal camp with
the support of the overwhelming mass
of the labor movement.

By 1938, the reactionary bourgeoisie
had gathered its forces sufficiently and
fought with such tenacity, that it be-
gan to disintegrate the liberal bour-
geois camp, which began to witness
more and more desertion to the reac-
tion, and which therefore had to lean
more and more upon the labor move-
ment. The trade unions had also been
split, through the machinations of
monopoly capital working through
William Green and the Executive
Council. of the A. F. of L., which had
determined to halt at all costs the
great organizing campaigns in the basic
industries, and therefore expelled the
unions of the C.I.O., which became
the main labor base of the New Deal
so far as leadership was concerned.
The inner relationships within this
alignment were already through the
year 1939 becoming quite strained,
due to the continued capitalist crisis
which was driving the whole capitalist
world toward war.

The outbreak of the war in Europe
has broken down that alignment and
started a new regrouping of forces.
Roosevelt and the liberal bourgeoisie
have immediately moved toward a re-
conciliation with their reactionary
class brothers, from whom they have
been estranged for several years, while
the labor movement (excluding the
top bureaucrats of the A. F. of L.) has
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moved toward a more independent
position, to the Left, and loosened its
political ties with the liberal forces
that move in the opposite direction.
This is the general outline of the
shifting class relations and the direc-
tions in which they move.

THE EMBARGO ISSUE AND THE FIGHT
AGAINST THE WAR

The so-called Neutrality Act,
adopted in 1935, did not reflect a for-
eign policy on the part of the U.S., but
rather the absence of such a policy. It
was applied to the Spanish Republic,
in order to fall into line with Cham-
berlain’s strangulation policy, mis-
named ‘“‘non-intervention”; while its
application to the Far East was with-
held. The repeal or fundamental re-
vision of this Act became a necessary
demand conditioning the fight for
American support to efforts to organ-
ize world peace. Roosevelt’s tentative
efforts in this direction over two years,
known as his “peace policy” although
it was never a definite policy of the
Administration as a whole, which was
divided, secured the energetic support
of the progressive and labor move-
ment, and of the Communists, with
but small results except the begin-
nings of a great shift in mass opinion
away from isolationism.

With the outbreak of the imperial-
ist war, however, this issue took on
an entirely new aspect. It entirely lost
its original significance, and became a

‘confused and subordinate issue, on

both sides of which are reactionary,
profiteering and war-minded imperial-
ist circles, and on both sides of which
are masses of sincere peace-loving
workers, farmers and middle classes
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who are opposed to any involvement
in the imperialist war. But as the issue

approaches a decision in Congress, at

the moment this is written, the char-
acter of the debates around it have
already gone far to stamp the pro-
posed revision as a conscious taking
sides in the imperialist war, as a meas-
ure taken for the purpose of helping
the British and French imperialists.
All those who fully recognize the char-
acter of this war as an imperialist one,
therefore, have more and more defi-
nitely thrown their influence for the
retention of the embargo and the de-
feat of the revision. »
This is the position the Communist
Party has taken; but at the same time
we have emphasized that the real fight
for peace has not crystallized as yet,
on this issue. It would be the greatest
stupidity, for example, and extremely
dangerous, to assume that the princi-
pal spokesmen for, and Congressional
supporters of, the retention of the em-
bargo, constitute the “peace party” in
the U.S., while those on the side of
revision are the “war party.” That
would be to assume that Hearst,
Vandenberg, Coughlin, Lindbergh,
Hoover, the Chicago Tribune, Henry
Ford, etc., were heading the ‘*‘peace
party,” instead of being, as they are in
reality, the most hard-boiled reaction-
ary imperialist spokesmen in the coun-
try. That would be to assume that the
Republican Party, which furnishes the
main body of anti-repeal votes in Con-
gress, is really entitled to the label,
which it is preparing for itself in the
1940 election campaign, for purely re-
actionary and imperialist purposes, of
being the party which will ‘“keep
America out of war.” It would be to

THE COMMUNIST

forget that, while the main body of
the American bourgeoisie is hostile to
the Soviet Union, the most vicious
proponents of American participation
in war against the Soviet Union are
most of them in the pro-embargo
camp.

No, the real “peace party” in the
U.S., the real camp of struggle against
the imperialist war, will be formed of
the masses who are now seriously con-
fused and divided on the immediate
issue of the embargo law, just as the
real war party consists of the reaction-
aries, profiteers, and monopolists, and
their hangers-on and agents, who are
on both sides of the immediate issue.
Therefore, when we advocate main-
taining the embargo (and even ex-
tending it to a much broader scope),
it is with the sharpest differentiation
between ourselves and the reaction-
aries who support the embargo, and
the most serious warnings against mis-
use of this issue by the reactionary

.camp to confuse ‘and mislead the

masses in the 1940 elections.

THE NEW DECISIVE ROLE OF THE
SOVIET UNION

Now as never before, the Soviet
Union emerges before the world in its
magnificent role of liberator and pro-
tector of the toiling masses against the
catastrophes of capitalism, oppression
and imperialist war. The capitalist
world has proved its incapacity to
maintain peace, and has demonstrated
that its ruling classes and leaders do
not want to maintain peace. The capi-
talist world is plunging into its deep-
est and most profound crisis. In sharp-
est contrast, the Soviet Union has
maintained peace for its own people,
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and has saved a series of small nations
from the disasters of war; it has turned
the tide for the liberation of the
Chinese people from their invaders;
and it has done this on the basis of its
own great and growing moral force,
inner strength and clear policy, with-
out drawing the sword or shedding a
drop of blood.

The Soviet Union arose, twenty-two
years ago, on the basis of the struggle
for peace and against imperialist war.

-102%

It registers its great achievements today
in the same cause. It stands as a great
shining light, the supreme example,
showing the suffering masses of all
lands that they are not fated to help-
less disposal at the hands of their war-
making rulers, that they can take their
own destiny into their own hands,
that given the will and the under-
standing they are an invincible power
that can bring peace and socialism to
the whole world.



THEN—AND NOW

By V. ]. JEROME

HE outbreak of the World War

was a lightning streak that bared
the decay of a world system which had
outlived its era.

The very cannon sounded the knell
of a passing order. :

Allies and Central Powers were
locked in a grip from which neither,
as imperialist states, would ever be
released.

And out of the conflict, a contes-
tant not officially in the lists, an army
not of the generals and kings, rose
victor.

When the bourgeois states put uni-
‘forms on the workers and peasants

and put guns in their hands, they sent
them forth in seven tongues “for the
defense of the Fatherland.” The La-
bor and Socialist leaders, in as many
tongues, sped their going, “for the
defense of the Fatherland.” Only the
Bolsheviks of Russia, the Party that
Lenin and Stalin led, said to them:
“Workers and peasants in uniform,
toilers at machine and at plow, fight
out for yourselves a Fatherland! De-
feat your own rulers, and bring about
a Fatherland for the people!”

The Labor and Socialist leaders
were alien to the class in whose name
they spoke. They represented, not the
working people, but that top tier of
higher-priced workers which imperial-

ism is able to bribe with morsels from
its super-profits wrung from colonial
slaves. This aristocracy of labor, serv-
ing as conductor of bourgeois ideas
into the workers’ ranks, was the
economic base of the leaders
who degraded Social-Democracy to
social-chauvinism. In this war, like
their imperialist masters, they were,
in the sage words of von Clausewitz,
continuing their political relations by
other means. Their defense of impe-
rialism in war time was but a variant
of their apologias for imperialism in
peace time.

Not so the Bolsheviks. They gave
wing to the workers’ aspirations and
steel to their struggles. They drew
their might from the arsenal of revo-
lutionary Marxism. They threw open
to the working class for guidance the
vast heritage of revolutionary expe-
riences of those that had come before
—the high deeds of the Jacobins, the
Chartists, the 'Forty-eighters, the Pro-
letaires of the June Days, the Commu-
nards, the embattled people of 1goj.

The Bolsheviks said to the peoples:

- This is not your war. The patriotism

with which the war-makers and their
“Socialist” helpmates surround their
militarism is but tinsel to cover its
imperialist repulsiveness. Democracy
and justice are neither with the one
camp nor with the other. The forces
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contending express the convulsions of
a dying system built on chaos and
contradictions that make wars the
norm and peace the rifts between. The
epoch of the democratic national
movements of the bourgeoisie is past,
and past with them are the anti-feudal
wars which that class, once historically
progressive, waged for over eighty
years. Now, in the monopolist stage
of its order, the bourgeoisie has be-
come imperialist and reactionary.
Lenin called to mind the words of
Karl Marx uttered upon the conclu-
sion of the Franco-Prussian War, when
the contending bourgeois forces com-
bined to crush the Commune:

“That after the most tremendous war of
modern times, the conquering and the con-
quered hosts should fraternize for the com-
mon massacre of the proletariat—this un-
paralleled event does indicate, not as Bis-
marck thinks, the final repression of a new
society upheaving, but the crumbling into
dust of bourgeois society. The highest heroic
effort of which old society is still capable is
national war; and this is now proved to be
a mere governmental humbug, intended to
deter the struggle of the classes, and to be
thrown aside as soon as that class struggle
bursts out in civil war. Class rule is no
longer able to disguise itself in a national
uniform; the national governments are one
as against the proletariat!” *

Lenin, whose every motive and
move proceeded from the historic in-
terests of the working class, developed
Marx’s meaning and tendered it con-
crete for his day:

“One cannot be a Marxist without feeling
the deepest respect for the great bourgeois
revolutionists who had a worldwide historic
right to speak in the name of ‘bourgeois’
fatherlands, who aroused tens of millions of
people of new nations to a civilized life in

* Karl Marx, The Civil War in France, p.
62, International Publishers, New York.
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their struggle against feudalism. And one
cannot be a Marxist without feeling con-
tempt for the sophistry of Plekhanov and
Kautsky who speak of the ‘defense of the
fatherland’ in relation to the- throttling of
Belgium by the German imperialists, or in
relation to the pact of the imperialists of
England, France, Russia and Italy, concern-
ing the plunder of Austria and Turkey.” *

In his classic work, Imperialism,
written in the midst of the World
War, Lenin laid bare the inner mech-
anism of the new, monopolist capi-
talism. The official economists and
Social-Democratic glossers of imperial-
ism, impressed by the superficial ap-
pearance of stability, were pointing to
the powerful monopolies as a sign that
capitalism was organized, harmonious
and strengthened. Lenin dissected the
system and brilliantly demonstrated
that imperialism, the highest stage of
capitalism, is likewise the stage of its
decay and inevitable collapse. The
dominance of finance capital and the
colossal export of capital compel the
drive for new markets and widened
sources of raw material.

In an era when the development of
capitalism in the rival countries pro-
ceeds with extreme unevenness and
by leaps, on a globe that is already
partitioned, the quest for markets and
spheres of influence must inevitably
turn into recurrent wars for the
earth’s redivision.

Lenin characterized the war then
raging:

“In reality, this is a war between two
groups of predatory great powers, and it is
fought for the division of colonies, for the
enslavement of other nations, for advantages

and privileges in the world market. This is
a most reactionary war, a war of modern

*V. L. Lenin, The Imperialist War, p. 286,
International Publishers, New York,
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- slaveholders fought for the purpose of re-
taining and strengthening capitalist slavery.
England and France are lying when they as-
sert that they fight the war for the freedom
of Belgium. In reality, they have long been
preparing the war, and they wage it for the
purpose of robbing Germany, taking away
her colonies; “they have made a treaty with
Italy and Russia stipulating the pillage and
division of Turkey and Austria. The tsarist
monarchy in Russia is waging a predatory
war in which it strives to seize Galicia, to
take away territories from Turkey, to en-
slave Persia, Mongolia, etc. Germany wages a
war for the purpose of robbing English, Bel-
gian and French colonies. Whether Germany
wins or Russia, or whether there is a2 ‘draw,’
in any case the war will bring humanity
new oppression for hundreds and hundreds
of millions of people in the colonies, in
Persia, Turkey, China; new enslavement of
nations, new chains for the working class of
all countries.” * :

Having demonstrated the source of
war to be inherent in capitalism,
Lenin declared that the struggle
against imperialist war can be waged
effectively only when connected with
the struggle for socialism. Capitalism
in its decline, he taught, is likewise
the transition to socialism. The col-
lapse of capitalism, however, is not
automatic. By its parasitism and its
intense oppression, by the general cri-
sis which soon comes to grip its sys-
tem, by its colossal wars and in-
creasingly recurring economic crises,
declining capitalism prepares the con-
ditions for revolutionary outbreak,
both in the “mother countries” and
in the colonies: “Imperialism is the
eve of the socialist revolution.”

Lenin made important deductions
from the principle of capitalism’s in-
tensified, uneven development, en-
riching the Marxian teaching on pro-
letarian revolution: He formulated

* Ibid.; p. 211. —
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the momentous theory of the possibil-
ity of the victory of socialism in a
single country. In the autumn of 1916
he wrote:

“The development of capitalism proceeds
extremely unevenly in the various countries.
It cannot be otherwise under the commodity
production system. From this it follows ir-
refutably that socialism cannot achieve vic-
tory simultaneously in all countries. It will
achieve victory in one or several countries,
while the others will remain bourgeois or
pre-bourgeois for some time.”

And he elaborated his theory, so
meaningful for us in our day!

“This must not only create friction, but a
direct striving on the part of the bourgeoisie
of other countries to crush the victorious
proletariat of the socialist country. In such
cases a war on our part would be a legitimate
and just war. It weuld be a war for socialism,
for the liberation of other nations from the
bourgeoisie.” *

This epochal teaching opened for
the working classes in individual
lands the revolutionary perspective of
striking at the weakest link in the im-
perialist chain; it made clear to them,
in the war situation, that victory for
the proletariat presupposed defeat of
its “own” bourgeoisie.

“A revolutionary class in a reac-
tionary war cannot but ‘wish the de-
feat of its government,”” Lenin pro-
claimed.

This slogan became the touchstone
of sincerity for every one who claimed
the name Socialist. By its adoption or
rejection, Socialists ranged themselves
cither on the side of the proletariat
or on the side of imperialism.

As far back as 1907, the Internation-
al Socialist Congress at Stuttgart re-

*V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Russ. ed.,
Vol. XIX, p. 825; cited in The History of the

Communist Party of the Soviet Union, p.
169.
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solved that in the event of war it
becomes the duty of the workers and
their parliamentary representatives in
the involved countries “to intervene
in favor of its speedy termination and
with all their powers to utilize the
economic and political crisis created
by the war to rouse the masses and
thereby to hasten the downfall of cap-
italist class rule.”

(The Stuttgart resolution in its
final form represented a considerable
strengthening of the original draft,
under pressure of Lenin and the Bol-
sheviks.)

In 1912, the Basle Congress of the
International, foreseeing the outbreak
of war, endorsed the principles of the
Stuttgart Resolution and accordingly
assigned to each Social-Democratic
Party its specific task, the most sol-
emn duty devolving upon the British,
French and German parties. “The
proletarians,” declared the Congress,
“consider it a crime to fire at each
other for the profits of the capital-
ists, the ambitions of dynasties, or the
greater glory of secret diplomatic
treaties.”

Less than two years later, official
Social-Democracy, flagrantly violating
the spirit and letter of these resolu-
tions, perpetrated the greatest collec-
tive betrayal that any working class
in history had ever sustained. The
Second International, in supporting
the war, proved itself the social main-
stay of imperialism. For Social-Democ-
racy thenceforward the “Defeat” slo-
gan was directed, not against one’s
own .bourgeoisie, but against one’s
own proletariat.

In the quarter-century that has
passed since then, Social-Democracy
has assisted, spurred, and often head-
ed the campaigns of reaction and the
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carnage of counter-revolution. Ger-
many and Austria would be today free
sister republics of the Soviet Union,
but for the Noskes and Scheidemanns,
the Bauers and Renners. The Hunga-
rian Soviets would not have been
crushed by the White Terror, but for
the Communists’ fatal error in accept-
ing the “cooperation” of the Social-
Democratic Party. Labor would now
be master in Great Britain and Cham-
berlainism would not have blighted
Europe, but for the perfidies of the
MacDonalds, the Snowdens, the Cit-
rines, and the Greenwoods. And
France, France of the Commune,
would not now see her youth mar-
shalled for a brigands’ war, nor wit-
ness her Communist Party—labor’s
right hand—suppressed, but for the
Renaudels of yesterday and the Blums
of today. And Spain of Asturias, Gua-

dalajara, Madrid!—confluence of the

valorous blood of a hundred peoples
in a hundred lands, you would have
been today the tomb, not the triumph-
arch, of Franco: but for the Second
International authors and collabora-
tors of “non-intervention”; but for the
dividers and the betrayers, the Caba-
lleros, the Prietos, the Besteiros, the
Casados. '

And in our own United States, did
not the Gomperses and the Spargos,
the slick “Centrism” of the Hillquits,
help the Wilsonian demagogues send
the sons of workers and farmers to
irrigate with their blood fields in Flan-
ders that bankers harvested? Do not
the Greens and Wolls, the Waldmans
and Thomases, spur Wall Street today
to abrogate labor’s gains and labor’s
rights in its drive for war? Without
these aides-des-camp, would reaction
dare to launch its attack upon labor’s
organizations, by first moving to out-
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law the staunchest fighter against the
impevialist war, the Communist Party?

Only in the land where the revolu-
tionary working class, rallying to the
Party of Lenin and Stalin, balked
Social-Democracy, did the principles
of socialism irrevocably prevail. The
Kerenskys, Tseretellis and Dans are in
the dust of history with the tsars, the
Milyukovs and the Kolchaks. While
the reigning “Socialists” of Weimar
ushered in the Third Reich; while the
Austro-Marxists in power culminated
in Dollfuss, Schuschnigg and Hitler;
while the Labor-Gentry’s rule in Eng-
land ended in imperialism’s second
war government, the socialist society
in the Soviet Union, led by the Com-
munist Party, has advanced, amid hos-
tile capitalist encirclement, from vic-
tory to victory; has become the guards-
man of peace and the inspirer of so-
cialism for the peoples of the entire
world.

* * *

From the moment the war broke
out, Lenin branded it as imperialist
in character and demanded that all
Socialists carry out the Stuttgart reso-
lution and its later amplification at
the Copenhagen and Basle Congresses,
t.e., to take up their struggle against
their own bourgeoisie, as expressed in
the famous manifesto, “The War and
Russian Social-Democracy,” issued by
the Bolsheviks in October, 1914.

In mid-February, 1915, there took
place the London Conference of So-
cialists of the Entente countries, called
by the British Section of the Second
International. The design of the con-
ference to help the allied imperialist
powers conduct their war was evident
from the start, when the Central Com-
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mittee of the Russian Social-Demo-
cratic Labor Party—the Bolsheviks,
headed by Lenin—was not invited.

In the name of the Central Com-
mittee, therefore, Lenin addressed a
Declaration to the Conference placing
before it demands of revolutionary
Marxism upon all Socialists. These
were:

“1. That Vandervelde, Guesde, and Sem-
bat immediately quit the bourgeois cabinets
of Belgium and France;

“2. That the Belgian and French Socialist
parties sever the so-called ‘national bloc’
which is a renunciation of the socialist ban-
ner, and serves to cover up the orgies of
chauvinism indulged in by the bourgeoisie;

“3. That all Socialist parties abandon
their policy of ignoring the crimes of Russian
tsarism, and renew their support of the
struggle against tsarism, which is conducted
by the Russian workers without fear of any
sacrifices;

“4. That, in fulfillment of the resolutions
of the Basle Congress, it be declared that we
extend our hand to those revolutionary So-
cial-Democrats of Germany and Austria who
replied to the declaration of war by prepar-
ing propaganda in favor of revolutionary
action. Votes for military appropriations
must be absolutely condemned.”

Two weeks later, at Berne, the im-
portant conference of the Bolshevik
Sections Abroad took place, at which
Lenin was present.

This gathering formulated concrete-
ly and definitively guiding lines of ac-
tion for the working class in all lands
against the imperialist war-makers
and their social-chauvinist supporters.
Against Social-Democracy’s slogan of
“civil peace” (bloc national, Burg-
frieden), the Bolshevik Conference
raised the slogan “Turn the present
imperialist war into civil war.” As
first steps toward bringing about that
revolutionary transformation, the
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Conference urged, in addition to the
demands put forth in the Central
Committee’s Declaration two weeks
earlier:

“1. Creation of an illegal organization
wherever the governments and the bour-
geoisie abolish constitutional liberties by in-
troducing martial law;

“2, Aid to fraternization of the soldiers
of the belligerent nations in the -trenches
and on the battlefields in general;

“g. Support to every kind of revolution-
ary mass action of the proletariat in gen-
eral.”

These composite lines of action, if
successfully followed, Lenin taught—
and history confirmed that teaching—
would, in conjunction with the matur-
ing objective factors, lead inevitably
to civil war. The Bolshevik program
of action, by its resoluteness and its
concreteness, by its connection of im-
mediate issues with the struggle for
socialism, guarded against the two-
fold danger of retarding the revolu-
tion and of adventuring into revolu-
tion.

* * *

To destroy the influence of the so-
cial-chauvinists and to promote con-
crete effective mass action against the
war-makers, Lenin scathed the “mid-
dle-of-the-roaders,” the Centrists, who
sought by words or silence to deflect
the wrath of the masses from the so-
cial-imperialists, substituting abstrac-
tions for program and sentimentalities
for the socialist objective.

Lenin and the Bolsheviks came into
fierce conflict with the Centrists at
the International Socialist Conference
held at Zimmerwald, September g-8,
1915, attended by delegates from
twelve European countries. Lenin ral-
lied a considerable minority to the
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Russian Bolsheviks in sharp struggle
against the Kautskyan Centrist ma-
jority. This “Zimmerwald Left” sub-
mitted its own draft manifesto, regis-
tering direct condemnation of the
treacherous Second International par-
ties and naming their leaders.

“The ruthless struggle against social-im-
perialism,” the declaration stated, “constitutes
the first condition for the revolutionary mo-
bilization of the proletariat and the recon-
struction of the International.”

The declaration was a call to the
Socialist Parties to

“«

. utilize all the struggles, all the re-
forms demanded by our minimum program
for the purpose of sharpening this war crisis
as well as every social and political crisis of
capitalism, of extending them to an attack
upon its very foundations.”

The declaration was a call to pre-
pare the laboring masses “for the con-
quest of political power for the so-
cialist organization of society.”

Although the “Zimmerwald Left”
failed to get its draft manifesto ac-
cepted, it influenced the adopted
manifesto, which embodied certain
basic Marxian principles in character-
izing the imperialist war. The mani-
festo was deficient, however, in voicing
no outright condemnation of the
Social-Democratic parties that had be-
trayed the working class, in failing to
speak of the collapse of the Second
International, and in presenting a
weak program of action. Its preach-
ment to “fight for peace,” unconnect-
ed with any clear summons to fight
against capitalism, could only serve to
confuse the masses and prevent them
from really fighting for peace.

Through the Zimmerwald Confer-
ence the Bolsheviks rallied around
themselves the genuine international-
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ists in a2 number of countries, and con-
solidated these groups by the forma-
tion of an -International Left, which
served as the main basis for the organ-
ization of the Communist Internation-
al in 1919. Thus Lenin and the Bol-
sheviks organized the anti-imperialist
forces of the international proletariat
and prepared the advance nucleus for
the vanguard world party of the work-
ing class.

Lenin mercilessly exposed and
branded the conciliators of opportun-
ism, those who employed revolution-
ary phrases to conceal support of
social-chauvinism. He was unsparing
in his criticism of Trotsky, “the in-
flated phraseology with which Trotsky
always justifies opportunism.”

Trotsky opposed defeat of the tsar-
ist government in the war, demagogi-
cally raising the slogan “Neither vic-
tory nor defeat,” and proposing in
abstracts “a revolutionary struggle
against war.” With devastating refuta-
tion Lenin showed up Trotsky’s de-
ceitful “revolutionism’:

“Revolution in war time is civil war. . ..
The change from imperialist war to civil war
cannot be ‘made,’ as it is impossible to
‘make’ a revolution—it grows out of a multi-
plicity of diverse phenomena, phases, traits,
characteristics, consequences of the imperial-
ist war. Such growth is impossible without
a series of military reverses and defeats of
those governments which received blows from
their own oppressed classes.

“To repudiate the defeat slogan means to
reduce one’s revolutionary actions to an
empty phrase or sheer hypocrisy.”

Hence, Lenin concluded in regard
to Trotsky et al:

“Whoever is in favor of the ‘Neither vic-
tory nor defeat’ slogan is a conscious or un-
conscious chauvinist, at best a petty-bour-
geois pacifist, at all events an enemy of a
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proletarian policy, a partisan of the existing
governments, of the existing ruling classes.”*

For the record be it stated that
Trotsky is now in favor of defeating
the government in Russia.

L * *

The proletariat came to victory in
Russia, transforming the vast empire
of the tsars into the world’s first social-
ist segment. The proletariat took the
course to victory by leading the toiling
millions who returned from the battle-
fields weary of warring for their op-
pressors and demanding “Peace, Bread,
and Land!” It rose to the position
of ruling class through struggle to ex-
tend the March bourgeois-democratic
revolution into the October socialist
revolution. It achieved Soviet power,
consolidated that power, and proceed-
ed to build the socialist society,
through indissoluble revolutionary al-
liance with the toiling peasantry. The
proletariat was able to attain these vic-
tories and to safeguard them in the
hearts and hands of a unified people,
steeled with a new patriotism, because
of the vanguard role of the Leninist-
Stalinist Party.

* * *

The October Revolution was a turn-
ing point in the history of mankind.
It confirmed the certain collapse of
the capitalist system and the inevitable
victory of the proletariat throughout
the world. It represents the triumph-
ant new social order, despite the fact
that the decomposing capitalist system
still prevails over five-sixths of the
earth. In the words of Stalin:

* The Imperialist War, pp. 198-201.
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“The dialectical method regards as im-
portant primarily not that which at the
given moment seems to be durable and yet
is already beginning to die away, but that
which is arising and developing, even
though at the given moment it may appear
to be not durable; for the dialectical method
considers invincible only that which is aris-
ing and developing.”*

Brought about by the exploding in-
ternal contradictions of imperialism,
the October Revolution was an in-
evitable phenomenon of the World
War. It was the revolutionary nemesis
of the violent efforts of finance capital,
then as now, to redivide the earth
whose division had already been com-
pleted. It was the first successful
breach in the old world marked, then
as now, by forcible land seizures and
spoliation; by piracies for new mar-
kets, new colonies, new terrains for
exploitation.

The war lords tried, then as now,
to shackle the rising working class
movement, to deceive the masses, with
the aid of labor’s misleaders, by shib-
boleths of “democracy” and “human-
ity,” into slaughtering one another by
the millions for the profiteers.

The socialist counteraction of Oc-
tober achieved for the war-torn world
a symbol and force for peace. Its con-
sistent policy in behalf of world peace
prevented the outbreak of the second
imperialist war, until British-French-
Polish imperialism wrecked the peace
front, bringing on the second impe-
rialist war.

Now once again capitalism in de-

* History of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, p. 107.
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cline has unloosed a multi-armied war
for the earth’s redivision. Excepting
China’s just war for national inde- .
pendence, the current conflict is, on
the part of all belligerent powers, a
war for plunder and widened preda-
tory domination.

German imperialism, laid low at
Versailles, but for fifteen years arti-
ficially rehabilitated by British finance
capital as the “Storm Trooper” against
Bolshevism, has now like a Franken-
stein raised retributive hands against
its restorers. Under the lofty slogans
of Lebensraum and Germany’s honor,
German Nazism seeks by means of war
to widen its orbit of pillaged lands
and subjugated nations.

British imperialism, in the war
against Hitler, the “promise-breaker,”
opened war upon Germany when that
power, finding it foolhardy in the face
of Soviet might to proceed further
with the Drang nach Osten, entered
into a non-aggression pact with the
U.S.S.R. Britain’s is a war to force
Germany onto the road against the
Soviet Union, the road paved by
years of financings and “appease-
ments”; to impose upon Germany a
neo-Versailles from which there will
be no resurrection for that land as a
power to rival the “empire upon
which the sun never sets.”

France is no more than Britain wag-
ing war against fascism and aggres-
sion. France has now become an aux-
iliary power to British imperialism, in
consequence of its systematic policy
of reaction and treachery, at home
and on the foreign-political field. Its
acceptance of Austria’s Anschluss, its
betrayal of Spain and Czechoslovakia,
its desertion of the Franco-Soviet
bond, were part of the diabolic “non-
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intervention” and Munich policy de-
signed to divert German imperialism’s
course from its own borders to the
Soviet Ukraine and Urals. French im-
perialism, like its British counterpart,
is hurling its people into a war to
conquer Germany for the Two Hun-
dred Families and in conjunction
with the contemplated German pup-
pet government to push the war on-
ward against the land of socialism.
French monopoly capital, like British
Toryism, has, with the aid of Social-
Democracy, systematically weakened
and repressed the People’s Front
forces, and has outlawed the Commu-
nist Party, in order to gain a free
hand to wage its reactionary war.
But this war, though in essential
character alike to the first World War,
differs from it in respects that cast a
pall on the war-makers. If the war of
1914 ushered in the general crisis of
capitalism, the war of 1939 besets a
capitalist world, not only in the stage
of decay, but in the grip of an unre-
lenting general crisis, with vast struc-
tural armies of unemployed, with an
insoluble agrarian crisis, with inflated
war industries, with the capacity for
a protracted war greatly diminished,
with many weak links in its chain,
and—with a sixth of the world now
socialist! Diminished, too, by its gen-
eral debilitation is its base of labor
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aristocracy, with the consequent de-
cline in the influence of Social-De-
mocracy. The working class in all
lands has made great strides along the
road of independent class affirmation.
It has built up new trade unions, in-
creased its strength in the old, signal-
izing on the part of the organized
masses a break with stand-pat reform-
ism. And in every land, whether in
legal status or underground, the
Communist Party is preparing the
workers for decisive struggle against
capitalism.

Inspiring these struggles and giving
perspective to their course is the great
land of socialism, in whose very com-
ing into being the peace-desiring peo-
pls and all the oppressed of the world
have attained their champion.

* * *

In October, 1917, history wrote in
characters of fire the prophetic words
of Karl Marx:

‘“THE BOURGEOISIE WILL TEACH THE
PROLETARIAT HOW TO HANDLE ARMS.”

The October outcome of their first
World War now confronts the im-
perialists as the protagonist of world
socialism and peace: A hundred and
eighty million have come into their
own, and the path is blazed. . . .



THE YOUNG GENERATION AND THE
IMPERIALIST WAR

BY GIL GREEN

“Too often has it happened when history
has taken a sharp turn that even the most
advanced of Parties have been unable for a
long time to adapt themselves to the new
situation; they continued to repeat the slo-
gans that were formerly true, but which now
had no meaning, having lost that meaning as
‘suddenly’ as the turn in history was ‘sud-
den’.”—V. 1. Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VI,

p. 167.
“These are war times. The youth decide
the outcome of the struggle, first the working

but also the student youth.”—V. 1. Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. VII (Russian Edition).

HAT our Party has been able to
Tadapt itself to the new conditions
created by the new sharp turn in
world history is attested to by the
October 13 Resolution of the Political
Committee, “America and the Inter-
national Situation.” This resolution
not only deepens our understanding
as to the specific features of the pres-
ent imperialist war, but shows how its
outbreak has “basically altered all in-
ternational relations and is profound-
ly changing the class and political
alignments within each capitalist na-
tion.” Every phase of Party work
must therefore be re-examined in the
light of the new situation, so that we
may “rapidly overcome the weight of
obsolete tactical attitudes which have
become a brake upon the labor move-
ment.”

It is the limited purpose of this
article to treat some of the new prob-
lems which have arisen in the youth
movement on the basis of the changed
international situation.

I. NEW PROBLEMS OF YOUTH UNITY

Since 1934 the Communist youth
have consciously worked to help unite
the ranks of the young generation in
behalf of its economic and social
needs, against the menace of reaction,
fascism and imperialist war. They rec-
ognized that as a result of the general
decline of capitalism and the recent
years of economic crisis and depres-
sion, the vast majority of the younger
generation were growing to manhood
and womanhood without prospect for
future security and happiness. Capi-
talism could no longer offer even the
limited opportunities of the past, not
alone to the working class youth, but
to increasingly larger sections of
youth from the ranks of the farming
population and the city middle
classes.

This recognition of the youth prob-
lem as a special problem, that of an
“unwanted generation, a surplus gene-
ration,” does not mean that we glossed
over the basic class divisions existing
in society as a whole and in the ranks
of the youth.

1087



1038

“We speak in the name of the young
generation,” we said, “in order to win the
youth for common united action in behalf
of their most burning needs, in order to
make them more conscious of the main divi-
sion in society—the division between the
wealthy and the exploited . . . to make the
youth conscious of the fact that at the head
of all the toilers stands the working class to
which all progressive forces must ally them-
selves in the interest not alone of the work-
ing class but of all toiling humanity.” *

Such was our basic analysis of the
youth problem and the need for and
possibility of achieving youth unity.

How has the outbreak of European
hostilities affected this estimate and to
what extent must we change or alter
our perspectivess This is the first
major question we must answer.

» * *

The plight of the young generation
which arises from the decline and de-
cay of the capitalist system has not
been mitigated by the new world sit-
uation and the changing class align-
ments in the United States. Why?
Because the imperialist war has not
removed the general crisis of world
capitalism. It has, on the contrary,
accentuated and deepened this crisis.
We do not wish to deny that the eco-
nomic upturn which is taking place
on the basis of the promised war
boom may cenable a large number of
young people to enter industry and
the professions. But any idea that
such a temporary pick-up will solve
the youth problem is highly illusory
and dangerous. In the first place, the
imperialist war of 1914-18 has already
proved that war “prosperity” exists

* Gil Green, United We Stand for Peace
and Socialism, 1935.
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only for the monopolists and profit-
eers, not for the masses. Working
class living standards declined from
1913 to 1918 by eight per cent!

Secondly, a war boom is the kind of
shot-in-the-arm which, when it wears
off, leaves the patient completely
prostrate. The expansion of industry
is purely artificial and when war or-
ders cease, collapse is inevitable. In
the wake of the war come greater un-
employment and misery for the youth
and the working people.

The third factor is the most impor-
tant. America can supply the war
market only at the risk of its own in-
volvement. The greater the impetus
towards feeding the war machine, the
graver and closer the threat of our
own direct participation.

The European war is therefore a
sword of Damocles hanging over the
heads of America’s youth. If the
United States enters the war, it will
be the youth who will pay the price
with their own young bodies. This is
the new menace to the young genera-
tion. This is the new basis for unity.
America’s young people have nothing
to gain and everything to lose from
the continuation and prolongation of
this war. They must want no part of
it. They must fight every step to-
wards involvement, every act of
the monopolists and profiteers who
bope to benefit from the destruction,
death and misery of this new impe-
rialist holocaust.

The issue of the war affects all
young people, but it would be fool-
hardy to believe that this automatic-
ally means the unity of all youth. In
fact, the obstacles confronting youth
unity today are far more formidable
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than those of yesterday. The struggle
for youth unity against involvement
in the imperialist war takes on a new
aspect, because it cuts across the unity
which has existed these past years on
_a democratic front program and anti-
fascist alignment.

. Youth’s fight these past few years,
while meeting the most hostile opposi-
tion from the camp of the monopolists
and economic royalists, received
nevertheless a degree of support from
some sections of the bourgeoisie it-
self. This came from those democratic
sections of the bourgeoisie whose in-
terests in the fight against the most
reactionary, pro-fascist section of the
bourgeoisie temporarily coincided
with those of the broad masses of
youth. The imperialist war has
changed all this. The bourgeoisie as
a class hopes to prolong the war to
gain from it.

When it is borne in mind that
America’s largest and most important
youth membership organizations,
while democratic in character, are
bourgeois in control, then the prob-
lem looms in all its significance. Will
the bourgeois-controlled boards per-
mit these organizations to take a
stand hostile to their class interests?
This depends, in the first place, upon
how strong the anti-war sentiments of
the youth are within these organiza-
tions, and upon how well they are or-
ganized. One can, however, be on the
safe side in saying that the issue of
the war will create all sorts of dif-
ferences and difficulties within these
organizations and their leaderships.

There is another important ob-
stacle which stands in the way of unit-
ing the masses of working class and
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middle class youth against involve-
ment in the war. That obstacle is the
widespread illusion that this war is a
just war, a war for democracy. This
point of view is especially strong
among middle class student youth and
Jewish youth. These young people are
ready to admit that Chamberlain and
Daladier cannot be trusted and that
they represent the predatory, impe-
rialist interests of the British and’
French ruling classes. They argue,
however, that the people of these
countries are engaged in a just war,
and that these people will determine
the outcome of the war. What these
youth ignore, and what the social
patriots consciously hide from them,
is the truth that Lenin patiently re-
peated during the last war.

“What is required is the ability to explain
to the masses that the social and political
character of the war is determined, not by the
‘good intentions’ of individuals or groups, or
even of people, but by the position of the
class which conducts the war, by the class
policy of which the war is a continuation, by
the ties of capital, which is the dominant
economic force in modern society, by the
imperialist character of international capi-
tal....”* '

Certainly the working people of
England, France and the United
States did not fight for a Versailles
Peace in 1914-18. They thought they
were fighting a just war, a war for
democracy. Woodrow Wilson prom-
ised them a peace without annexa-
tions based on the self-determination
of nations. But when the war was
over, the imperialist ruling classes de-
termined the predatory character of

* V. 1. Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. V1, p. g8,
International Publishers, New York.
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the “settlement” and turned their
united strength against the young So-
viet state and the revolutionary masses
of Central and Eastern Europe. If the
people want to determine the out-
come of this new imperialist war, they
can only do so by opposing the war
and combatting the imperialist ruling
classes responsible for it.

Most dangerous of all is the illusion
that America can give aid to one side
in the war (Anglo-French imperial-
ism) and at the same time guarantee
America’s non-participation as a bel-
ligerent. Those who say they want
America to keep out, yet advocating
a policy of taking sides and giving ma-
terial support to the allies, unwitting-
ly or not are misleading young people
and preparing them for cannon fod-
der in the European war. That is what
makes the problem of youth unity so
difficult.

Little difficulty would be encoun-
tered today in getting all organiza-
tions of young people to come out
against America’s involvement in the
imperialist war. In fact, all the organi-
zations affiliated with the American
Youth Congress and the United Stu-
dent Peace Committee have already
agreed to making their leading slogan
correspond with this thought. But the
hitch comes in the concretization and
application of this slogan. Those who
see the war as a conflict for imperial-
ist interests on the part of all belliger-
ents, advocate, “Aid to neitheir side”;
while those who favor British impe-
rialism call for aid to that camp, con-
tinuation of the boycott on German
goods, etc. Of course, the demand for
a German boycott means little from
the practical point of view, since
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German ships cannot reach our shores,
but it has significance in that it estab-
lishes Britain and France as the
favored camp, a policy which can only
mislead youth as to the character of
the war and prepare them ideological-
ly to accept America’s entry into it.

The Young Communist League
will continue to urge collaboration
among the organizations of America’s
youth. It will continue to work in the.
American Youth Congress as one of its
affiliated organizations. It will support
every proposition, every issue and de-
mand put forth that corresponds to
the interests of the toiling youth. It
will not, however, for the sake of
temporary agreements and artificial
unity, become a partner to the crime
of giving support, whether direct or
indirect, to American imperialism and
the imperialist war. It will maintain
for itself at all times complete free-
dom of action, explaining to the
masses of youth the imperialist char-
acter of the present war and mobil-
izing them for a struggle against it.

If this policy means that the Y.C.L.
may temporarily be in a position in
which it cannot support all the pro-
posals and demands of the Youth Con-
gress and youth movement, this must
not deter us. Every affiliate of the
Youth Congress has the right to re-
serve action and even oppose action
on those matters with which it is not
in complete agreement. This has been
true to date and should continue to
be true in the future. Our basic pol-
icies will not be determined by tempo-
rary expediencies and opportunistic
motives. We shall continue always to
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act in a principled fashion, in the in-
terests of the working class, the youth
and the toiling masses.

The greatest danger that could
threaten the Y.C.L. today would con-
sist of an opportunist reluctance to
come to grip with the new situation.
To blur or conceal the basic disagree-
ments that exist in the youth move-
ment on the issue of the war would be
to share in the betrayal of America’s
youth. ,

Once this danger is recognized and
met, the Y.C.L. will have to be care-
ful not to slip into the pitfalls of
sectarian isolation from the masses of
youth and their organizations. As
long as it is granted the right of inde-
pendent action (and this has been the
case right along for all organizations)
the Y.C.L. will continue in its sup-
port of the Youth Congress and will
fight every attempt to split or destroy
it. The Y.C.L. desires above all an all-
inclusive youth movement, indepen-
dently led by youth, in which each
organization has the right of free ex-
pression and also the right to decide
on which issues it can collaborate and
cooperate.

* » *

As has already been shown by the
recent meeting of the National As-
sembly of the American Youth Con-
gress, there is at this time still ground
for common action around many is-
sues, despite fundamental disagree-
ments on the character of the Euro-
pean War. There is complete agree-
ment on the need for defending civil
liberties, there is unanimous con-
demnation of the Dies witch-hunt,
there is a recognition of the new eco-
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nomic problems confronting youth
and of the need for combating the
militarization of young people. Con-
sistent action on these matters can
only rebound to the good of the
young generation.

It is necessary however to warn the
youth movement of storm clouds
ahead. The reactionary enemies of
youth unity will try to utilize the dis-
agreements and differences on the
war issue to incite one section of the
youth movement against the other
and in that manner to disperse and
destroy the movement as a whole.
American imperialism does not relish
a democratic youth movement, in
which youth do. their own thinking
and acting. It wants a docile con-
trolled youth movement, one which
can easily be harnessed to the chariot
of war. Civil liberty and increased so-
cial security stand in the way of
greater profits and further involve-
ment in the war. Monopoly capital
will, therefore, fight these more ruth-
lessly than ever, but this time in the
name of “patriotism” and “national
unity.” Intrigues are being hatched
both within and without to destroy
the Youth Congress and to replace it
with a new “youth unity” based on
the destruction of the independence
of the youth movement. Some people
even dream of using the N.Y.A. set-up
to initiate and carry through such a
maneuver. Eternal vigilance is still
the price of liberty—and youth unity.

II. NEW PERSPECTIVES FOR THE Y.C.L.

Although still a small organization
of approximately 25,000 members, the
Y.C.L. has made its greatest progress
in the past five years, growing, not
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only in membership, but even more so
in influence among the youth. What-
ever successes it can record are due to
its consistent struggle for the unity of
youth for peace and around their im-
mediate economic and social needs

and to the fact that it has been learn-

ing how to build the Y.C.L. as a non-
Party organization, a broader educa-
tional youth organization, training its
members and the youth in the spirit
of socialism, of Marxism-Leninism.

Progress was made by the Y.C.L. to
the extent that it carried out the. ad-
vice of Lenin and Stalin that the tasks
of the youth in general and of the
Y.C.L. in particular can be summed
up in one word: Learn. The great
significance of this advice stands out
today.

If a change is to be made, it is not
in this basic concept, but in the con-
tent of our work and education. An
approach was made in this direction
at the time of the Ninth National
Convention of the Y.C.L. last May.
Comrade Browder at that time
summed up the main task of the
Y.C.L. in one slogan: Character Build-
ing and Education in the Spirit of
Socialism. This high emphasis on
education in socialism has today a
paramount meaning for the Y.C.L.

Why? Because “the distinction be-
tween fascist and non-fascist’ govern-
ments has lost its former significance
as a determining factor in interna-
tional relations,” therefore “the slo-
gans of anti-fascism no longer give the
main direction to the struggle of the
working class and its allies.”* If this

* Resolution of the Political Commiltee,
C.P.US.4., October 13, 1939. See p. gg93 of
this issue,
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is true, and it is, League education
must become intensively imbued with
an anti-imperialist, anti-capitalist con-
tent. It should aim at giving young
people a firm grasp of the class divi-
sions in modern society and a basic
understanding of imperialism and the
imperialist nature of the present war.
To continue to base our agitation,
propaganda and education on anti-
fascist slogans in the old sense would
be to use slogans that were valid yes-
terday but have lost their former sig-
nificance as * ‘suddenly’ as the sharp
turn in history was ‘sudden.’” It
would be tantamount to aiding the
reactionary bourgeoisie and the social
chauvinists in their pro-war endeav-
ors. Slogans of “anti-fascism” have al-
ready become the stock-in-trade of the
worst warmongers and jingoists.

How is this to be accomplished if
not by an even greater stress upon
the need for Marxist-Leninist study?
Nor should this be difficult to achieve.
A great and absorbing interest in
Marxist theory has been manifest
these past weeks not only in the ranks
of the Y.C.L. but among other youth
as well. This is only natural. At times
of profound political disturbances,
when rapid, sudden changes become
normal commonplace occurrences,
people seek fundamental answers and
are ready to probe beneath the surface
of things in order to find them. We
are living through such times. Now
therefore is also the time to organize
the most widespread study of the
Marxist-Leninist classics, primarily of
the History of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union,.

Above all else the Y.C.L. has the
responsibility of transmitting to youth
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a fundamental understanding of the
victory of socialism in the Soviet
Union and the advance to the achieve-
ment of the communist society. Too
little attention has been concentrated
upon patiently explaining to the
masses of youth the meaning of the
capitalist encirclement of the U.S.8.R.
and the complex difficulties and prob-
lems arising from the co-existence of
the two mutually antagonistic social
systems. And yet without this back-
ground, how can one understand even
the simplest development in world
politics?

The whole history of the Soviet
Union, the Bolshevik Party and the
world Communist movement for the
attainment of the workers’ historic ob-
jectives is intimately associated with
the struggle against counter-revolu-
tionary Trotskyism-Bukharinism and
opportunistic Social-Democracy. The
Communist movement was born, de-
veloped and became strong in the
struggle against opportunism and so-
cial chauvinism. Yet, many young
people, because they did not live
through the rich political experiences
of the past quarter of a century, lack
a comprehensive and historical under-

standing of these sinister forces. To-

day, this understanding becomes abso-
lutely essential, as Social-Democracy
once again plays its traitorous social
chauvinist role and, together with
Trotskyism, feverishly endeavors to
turn the imperialist war-into a coun-
ter-revolutionary war against the So-
viet Union.

With war hysteria and warmonger-
ing on the increase, the League has
the duty of instilling among the youth
both a love for their native land—
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America—as well as a deep bond of
fraternity and solidarity with the
working classes and oppressed masses
of other lands. To us, love of country
has nothing in common with jingo-
ism. We are proletarian internation-

‘alists in our ideology. Our job is one

of combating race and national chau-
vinism, of fighting for Negro equality
and against anti-Semitism, and of giv-
ing practical assistance to the strug-
gling masses of other countries, espe-
cially to the Chinese and the Latin
American peoples.

Stressing book study is not enough;
less so today than heretofore. Only
a proper combination between book
study and participation in the class
struggle can train youth in the true
socialist spirit. In the words of Lenin:

“Without work, without struggle, a book
knowledge of Communism obtained from
Communist books and pamphlets is worth-
less. ... *

This means that the Y.C.L. must be
an active, militant, class youth organi-
zation, fighting energetically for the
interests of the toiling youth and the
working class.

On all basic questions the League
must prove its fighting mettle in the
coming period. Of especial import are
the issues of militarism, and the eco-
nomic struggle.

On the first of these. The League
must henceforth oppose all measures
aimed at the militarization of the
youth. It must oppose the militariza-
tion of the C.C.C. camps; the exten-
sion of R.O.T.C., especially on a com-
pulsory basis; the proposed increase

* V. L Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. IX, p.
469, International Publishers, New York.
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in the Army and National Guard, the
M-Day Plans, etc. Its guiding slogan
must be: Not a man, not a cent, not
a gun for imperialist war prepara-
tions!

Care must be taken in this struggle
to keep from slipping into a pacifist
position. Our opposition to the mili-
tarization of youth stems, not from
the fact that young people will learn
the use of arms, but from the fact that
these are steps being taken today to
draw America into the imperialist
war. Our fight therefore is directed
against every measure aimed at in-
volving America in the war, not
against military measures as such.
Our support of the Spanish people’s
struggle and of the participation of
the American boys in that struggle,
as well as our ardent support of the
struggle of the Chinese people should
be popularized more fully than even
in the past, so as to distinguish our
position from that of petty-bourgeois
pacifism.

Now as to the economic problems.
The perspective of production for the
war market and the consequent in-
crease in the employment of young
workers bring a whole series of new
problems to the fore. (1) It becomes
obvious that far greater attention will
have to be given to the needs and
problems of working youth: speed-
up, wages, hours, apprenticeship,
night work and overtime. (2) A major
task of the League becomes that of
helping to organize the millions of un-
skilled and unorganized young work-
ers, especially those in the mass pro-
duction industries, into the trade
unions. (3) Special emphasis must be
placed upon the role of young women
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in industry. This is especially neces-
sary if the trend towards America’s in-
volvement in the war continues. (4)
Child labor will once again increase,
especially in agriculture and Southern
textile. The fight for the Child Labor
Amendment should therefore be ex-
tended. (5) As industry picks up there
will be an increasing reactionary pres-
sure upon the government to cease
giving aid to needy students and un-
employed youth. A sharp struggle
will have to be waged to continue and
extend N.Y.A. benefits and to give
W.P.A. jobs to unemployed young
people.

If attention to these vital economic
problems is tied up with a systematic
strengthening of the League among
the young workers, especially those in
the basic industries, the League will
be able to anchor itself to the decisive
strata of working class youth and be
better prepared to meet its tasks.
Work among industrial youth takes
on a new significance as a result of
the changed perspectives.

* * *

Not a single one of the above-
stated tasks can be fulfilled if con-
stant vigilance is not exercised against
the dangers of Right opportunism and
“Left” sectarianism. Right opportu-
nism has its roots in the failure to
grasp the deep-going nature of the
turn in world history and expresses it-
self in a reluctance or inability rapid-
ly and decisively to change our per-
spectives, slogans and methods of
work. This tendency is most danger-
ous at this particular moment. But in
the very process of making the turn,
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even before it has taken complete ef-
fect, the familiar and old malady of
sectarianism is bound to show itself
in our midst. We must be prepared to
meet it. It expresses itself in the
mouthing of Left phrases, in the
separation of the Y.C.L. from the non-
League youth and their organizations,
and logically leads to the narrowing
of the League to a small vanguard
group isolated from the masses.

If the Y.C.L. is to be America’s most
advanced and progressive youth or-
ganization, it must be able to find its
spectal role under every and all con-
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ditions. This means that the new
forms developed in the past period,
such as social, cultural and athletic
activities, must be used even more
than in the past; but these should be
built around the new content of
League education. We cannot too
often repeat that the special role of
the League has nothing in common
with a mechanical copying of the
Communist Party, but presupposes
the building of the League as a
broader educational youth organiza-
tion—a training school for commu-
nism and the Party of communism.

EDITORS NOTE

Through a technical oversight there was omitted in the heading
of the article, “The Path of Labor’s United Action,” by Roy
Hudson, in the October issue, the explanatory line: “Excerpts from
a report to the National Committee of the Communist Party of the
U.S.A,, held on September 1-3, 1939.”
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BY JAMES S. ALLEN

RAPING themselves in the Keep-

America-Out-of-War toga, all the
war forces and their agents are plung-
ing headlong into the drive to prepare
the ground for American participa-
tion. That the warmongers must seek
this protective cloak demonstrates how
strong is the sentiment against war
involvement. Attempting to under-
mine and destroy this sentiment are
those forces working for the imperial-
ist aggrandizement of the United
States, at first as a non-combatant par-
ticipant and then, if necessary and
possible, as a belligerent.

The course of the American imper-
ialist bourgeoisie is determined first
and foremost by its own interests, as
affected by changes in the relation-
ship between the various imperialist
powers and by the strength of the
anti-imperialist front both at home
and abroad. It is necessary to evaluate
those imperialist forces which are
driving the United States to war, and
on the basis of which finance capital
will seek to impose its foreign policy
upon the country. This article limits
itself to this aspect of the question.

THE DIRECTION OF IMPERIALIST
EXPANSION

It would be erroneous to try to
estimate the relationship among the
imperialist powers and the role of the
United States entirely on the pattern

of the first imperialist war of 1g14-
18. The nature of imperialism re-
mains essentially the same, but the
world conditions within which it oper-
ates have changed radically during
the last two decades. Important quali-
tative changes have also taken place
within the imperialist structure. The
great difference between the present
situation and the first World War is
that the imperialist conflict is unfold-
ing in the advanced stages of the
general crisis of capitalism. Imperial-
ism is fighting for its very existence.
The long periods of severe economic
crisis, the partial redivisions of the
world which have already resulted
from the previous series of fascist
aggressions, have sharpened the main
antagonisms between the imperialist
powers — British-French imperialism
versus German imperialism, United
States versus British, United States
versus Japanese. Intertwined and run-
ning through these inter-imperialist
antagonisms is the deep contradiction
between socialism and imperialism.
The main, most profound and far-
reaching factor in the present situa-
tion is the great strength of socialism
in the Soviet Union and the high stage
of development of the anti-imperialist
forces within the capitalist countries
as well as in the colonial world. The
anti-imperialist front, which during
the first world war was in its initial,
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formative stages, is today a powerful
universal reality, based upon socialist
working class power in the Soviet
Union and the experiences and ad-

vances of over two decades of serious

anti-imperialist struggles throughout
the world.

The first world war broke the world
front of imperialism. During the last
twenty years this break could not be
repaired, despite renewed efforts at
intervention in the Soviet Union, en-
circlement of the land of socialism,
and efforts at overcoming the contra-
dictions of the imperialist world.
Capitalism never recovered from its

state of chronic crisis; the Soviet

Union became a powerful socialist
state. Capitalism now enters a new
imperialist conflict confronted with a
powerful, well established anti-imper-
ialist array of forces. These forces
cramp the “normal” procedure of im-
perialism, obstruct the predatory loot-
ing of the imperialist bourgeoisie, and
operate to convert the imperialist war
into a struggle against imperialism.

It is for these reasons that the ruling
classes of England, France and Ger-
many are forced to ponder the ques-
tion of peace, and are nervous, uneasy
and indecisive about embarking upon
a largescale imperialist war of ex-
haustion. Torn asunder by inter-
imperialist contradictions, they never-
theless strive to turn the present
imperialist war into a war against the
Soviet Union.

It is against this general back-
ground that the American imperialist
bourgeoisie seeks to participate in the
redivision of the world on conditions
most favorable to itself. The British-
French ruling circles would like to
have the United States as an imme-
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diate ally, shouldering the main brunt
of the conflict. But Wall Street seems
to think that for the time being it has
most to gain from the continuation of
the war in Europe, without the par-
ticipation of the United States as a
combatant. For the time being, Wall
Street is willing to limit its direct par-
ticipation in the war to the supply of
materials to France and England, thus
assuring the prolongation of the con-
flict and the best conditions for its
own participation.

At the same time, American finance
capital is feasting its eyes upon the
rich pickings within its reach. It seeks
to repeat, in a similar cycle, the ex-
periences of the first World War from
which the United States emerged as
the chief beneficiary. While the chief
imperialist jackals of Europe fall out
among themselves, Wall Street hopes
to take the opportunity to strengthen
itself at the expense both of British
and German imperialism, particularly
the former. :

These aspirations of American
finance capital reach first of all to-
wards consolidating its complete hege-
mony over Latin America. During the
first world war the American finance
capitalists were able to oust the British
from many of their strong positions in
the trade and economy of Latin
America and emerge as the dominant
power. Since then, while the British
have been able to retain some strong
positions, German, Japanese and Ital-
ian monopolies have begun to pene-
trate. As an outcome of the present
war the North American monopolists
are looking forward to clearing the
field of all competitors, and are al-
ready taking energetic steps in that
direction.
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Can the successes of American im-
perialism in this respect during the
first World War be repeated under
present conditions? The biggest ob-
stacle against American imperialist
hegemony on the Western Hemi-
sphere is to be found, not in resistance
of rival imperialisms but in the high
level of the anti-imperialist movement
in the countries of Latin America.
Working along well-tried lines, the
imperialist bourgeoisie of the United
States will offer increasing benefits to
the commercial and large landlord
interests of these countries in return
for American monopoly control - of
trade, key raw materials, public utili-
ties, etc. The action of the Panama
Conference in establishing a perma-
nent advisory committee of experts to
sit in Washington to deal, not only
with questions of neutrality but with
economic and financial measures, has
created a potential instrument for this
purpose. Sumner Welles, delegate of
the U. S. State Department at the
Panama Conference, offered to place
easy shipping facilities, favorable
credit terms and large government
loans at the disposal of Latin America.
The Wall Street monopolists will with
increasing stubbornness insist that the
United States government serve as an
instrument, through these economic
measures, for assuring the extension of
imperialist control. They will seek to
bolster all the reactionary tendencies
within Latin America, basing them-
selves upon the commercial and semi-
feudal interests in these countries.

However, in at léast three countries
—Mexico, Chile and Cuba—the reac-
tionary forces are not in control, and
in other countries the anti-imperialist
democratic movement is becoming
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stronger. Any renewed drive by Ameri-
can finance capital in Latin America
will have the effect of further antagon-
izing the native industrial interests,
the national-revolutionary sections of
the middle classes and the masses of
peasants and workers, setting into
motion a new wave of the anti-imper-
ialist movement on the continent. The
imperialist bourgeoisie will attempt to
transform the Good Neighbor policy
into a weapon to be used against the
peoples of Latin America; while the
anti-imperialist forces, which have
ripened throughout the hemisphere,
will give real content to the Good
Neighbor policy by turning it into an
alliance between themselves and the
working class and its allies in the
United States. It must not be forgot-
ten that the Good Neighbor policy, as
enunciated by President Roosevelt
during the recent period, was an at-
tempt to meet the new situation
created by the maturing of the na-
tional-revolutionary forces of Latin
America, which have come distinctly
to the fore and are well prepared to
meet any new onslaughts by finance
capital.

The efforts of the imperialist bour-
geoisie to establish an unchallenged
hegemony on the Western Hemi-
sphere are an important part of the
war preparations., Proposing to act as
gendarme for all the Americas, Welles
promised the Panama Conference that
the United States will undertake joint
measures against “subversive forces.”
The United States policy, as indicated
by Welles at Panama, is to attempt to
assure the united action of all the
American republics. For the present
this is limited to a neutrality benevo-
lent to the Allies and the drawing of
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a United States three-hundred-mile-
wide cordon around the hemisphere.
The longer range program of the im-
perialist bourgeoisie is to attempt,
once it embarks on war, to drag all the
American republics with it, or failing
this, to assure the “benevolent neu-
trality” of as many as possible, while
at the same time safeguarding for it-
self all the resources of the Western
Hemisphere in the war for world
domination.

Here, too, matters are quite differ-
ent than in 1914-1918. Any effort to
extend imperialist penetration will
further arouse the bourgeois-demo-
cratic revolution in Latin America,
which now has a firmer working class
and socialist content and, although
developing unevenly, already has
reached high levels in a number of
countries.

IMPERIALIST CONFLICT IN THE FAR EAST

Another sphere in which the United
States will attempt to strengthen itself
during the imperialist conflict is the
Far East. The traditional American
“open-door” position in China, based
upon the old division of spheres of in-
fluence between British, Japanese and
French imperialisms, has been de-
stroyed by the Japanese invasion and
by the greatly weakened status of the
British and French interests. American
imperialist circles are torn between
the desire to see Japan eliminated as
their principal rival in the Far East
and the desire to see Japan play the
role of the spearhead of the imperial-
ist offensive against the Soviet Union
at the expense of China.

Before the present phase of the war
in Europe, when Japan was still orien-
tated upon the fascist axis, it was en-
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couraged in its attempted encircle-
ment of the Soviet Union, not only
by Chamberlain’s Munichism in
China, but by the direct aid received
from the United States in the form of
war supplies. The American-Japanese
imperialist antagonism, expressed in
the diplomatic moves of the U. S.
State Department, and even the abro-
gation of the 1911 trade treaty means
little when in practice Japan con-
tinues to obtain the bulk of its vital
war supplies in the United States. At
best, during the whole period of
Japan’s aggression against China, the
United States exerted pressure only as
a potential obstacle and never as a
practical opponent.

When the Soviet Union shattered
the fascist axis by the non-aggression
pact with Germany, it not only halted
the threatened imperialist attack on
its European frontiers, but put an end
to the Japanese provocations in the
East. The Chamberlain policy, which
was to synchronize the attack in the
East and the West by sacrificing China
and the small nations of Eastern
Europe, was defeated. Already seri-
ously strained by long and sharp re-
sistance in China and by the military
defeats suffered on the Mongolian and
Siberian frontiers, Japan is being
forced to seek a peace on the basis of a
puppet “central government” in China,
which she is now attempting to set up,
and to make new overtures to Britain
and the United States. Japan hopes to
obtain a peace which would recognize
her claims to the occupied Chinese ter-
ritory and would provide for the
joint exploitation of the rest of China.
Such a “peace” the Nationalist gov-
ernment of China cannot accept.

While the Japanese imperialists
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may be seeking to reestablish the
British-Japanese alliance, they are also
playing with the hope that the United
States can be induced to undertake a
“peace offensive” in China based upon
the division of the spoils and privi-
leges. In other words, the United
States may be invited to take over the
role of Britain in the Far East.

Such a role the American imperial-
ist bourgeoisie may find very palat-
able to an appetite which has already
been quickened by the new prospects
for aggrandizement offered by the
imperialist war. But in China it en-
counters a more ‘advanced, stronger
anti-imperialist liberation movement
than any predatory power has yet had
to contend with in the Far East. Nor
can it afford to ignore the heightened
independence movement in India and
other countries of the East, including
the Philippines, which has been
spurred by the imperialist war, which
draws new encouragement from the
weakened position of British and
Japanese imperialism, and which is
inspired by the independent policy of
the Soviet Union. If the United
States once sets foot on the path
opened by Japan it can only become
the spearhead of the imperialist drive
against the colonial peoples and the
Soviet Union—with all the conse-
quences. Yet, this is the direction the
United States would be obliged to take
once its imperialist bourgeoisie gets
involved in the war and dons the
mantle of British imperialism.

THE NARROWING BASE OF SOCIAL-
CHAUVINISM

Whether the imperialist bourgeoisie
will be able with any important suc-
cesses to enter upon a course of large-
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scale aggrandizement depends, not
only upon the resistance it faces in
the colonial and semi-colonial world,
but also upon the increasing obstacles
at home. To a large measure finance
capital depends upon huge profits
anticipated from the war and from
expansion in the colonial world to
overcome internal difficulties. It leans
heavily upon one of the basic methods
of imperialism—the buying off of a
small section of the working class out
of the large reservoir of super-profits
which it hopes to build up—to create
social support for its policies. The
question is whether this can be ‘done
on the same scale and with the same
successes as during the first world war.

American finance capital, basing
itself upon the experiences of 1914-
1918, is looking forward to an era of
tremendous war profits. The war
profits hysteria which already per-
vades all of big industry and finance
is itself becoming a force for war. In
these circles peace talk is even more
unpopular and “treasonable” than
among the war crowd in' London and
Paris. The first boom reaction in the
stock market and the continued rise in
the business indices are for the time
being running according to their ex-
pectations. The index of industrial
production is fast approaching the
high mark of December 1936, on the
eve of the 1937-38 slump, and will
probably exceed it. Steel production
rose in a month from 63 per cent to
83 per cent of capacity; the textile and
other industries are exhausting their
inventories and are getting more or-
ders than they can handle. Big busi-
ness is anticipating an era of unex-
celled war “prosperity.”

There are a number of factors, how-
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ever, arising from the long periods of
crisis sinqe the last war, which may
alter the prosperity picture consider-
ably. All the major powers have al-
ready for some years been gearing
their economy for war. Aiming at na-
tional self-sufficiency, they have been
building up the capacity of war in-
dustry and preparing to shift peace-
time industries to a war basis; they
have been storing huge quantities of
raw materials and foodstuffs. This
makes it unlikely that at least during
the first stages of conflict the United
States will be called upon to supply
commodities on a large scale.

While an extended war may act as
a stimulus for American industry, this
in itself cannot eradicate the deep
wounds left by the devastating eco-
nomic crisis. The reemployment of
only a small part of the over 12,000,
000 jobless can be expected due to the
great rationalization of industry and
the resulting technological unemploy-
ment. Since the last war great masses
of the farm population have been im-
poverished. Indirect wage-cuts result-
ing from increasing commodity prices
will further contribute to reducing
standards of living, while finance capi-
tal will utilize the war situation to
attempt direct onslaughts upon wages,
hours and conditions of labor. These
factors all tend to keep the purchasing
power of the masses at a low level,
thus undermining the basis for any
general “prosperity” resulting from
the war.

The imperialist bourgeoisie will
seek to overcome these obstacles by
further attacks upon labor and by
direct participation in the war. But
this will not be so easy. It will be
much more difficult than during the
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last war to “buy off” large sections of
the working class. The economic basis
for social chauvinism has been dras-
tically narrowed. It has been reduced
as a result of the process of rational-
ization in industry and the extended
periods of severe economic crises
which have destroyed whole sectors
of the labor aristocracy. This develop-
ment finds expression in the great
strides made by industrial unionism
during the last period in the organiza-

‘tion of the basic and mass production

industries chiefly through the C.I.O.
but also through certain sectors of the
A. F. of L. It may be possible to
restore some of the former positions
of the labor aristocracy even on the
basis of a limited war stimulus and
super-profits obtained from imperial-
ist expansion in South America, but
never again on the scale of the last
world war and of the era of post-war
‘“prosperity.”

To a large measure, it is this aspira-
tion on the part of reactionary labor
leaders to regain lost positions which
leads their ideological spokesmen al-
ready to put forth with such haste and
thoroughness all the arguments for
labor’s support for war. However,
social chauvinism cannot be expected
to follow in all important aspects the
pattern set by the social patriots of
the Second International during the
first World War. Not only is the eco-
nomic base of social chauvinism re-
duced, but its political effectiveness
has been seriously delimited. The in-
dependent political force of the work-
ing class internationally is greatly
matured and finds organizational ex-
pression in the Communist Parties.

In 1914 the Social-Democratic Par-
ties were already corrupted by op-
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portunism whose natural offspring
was social-chauvinism. Only the
Russian Bolsheviks led by Lenin and
a number of small groups in the
Socialist Parties of the West opposed
the imperialist war, favored the de-
feat of their “own” bourgeoisie, and
raised the perspective of turning the
imperialist war into a civil war
against capitalism. It was as a result of
the struggle against the first world
imperialist war and the social-imper-
ialists of the Second International
that the Marxist-Leninist parties were
formed and the first socialist state
created. The correct policy towards
imperialist war, gained as a result of
the long. and bitter struggle against
opportunism and social chauvinism,
is now the cornerstone of Commu-
nist policy, at the very outset of the
new imperialist slaughter. The una-
nimity with which the Communist
Parties, not only of the neutral but
also of the belligerent countries,
characterized the present war as an
imperialist war shows how completely
the situation has changed since 1914-
1918. These are serious forces, having
wide influence among the working
class and its allies in the countries of
imperialism as well as in the colonial
world, which cannot be stilled by re-
pressive measures and the lies of
social-patriotism, and from the start
offer great obstacles to the further
prosecution of the war.

The deeds and declarations of
Blum in France, of the Labor Party
leadership in England, of Waldman-
O’Neal-Thomas in the United States,
show how social-chauvinism takes a
full-blown course from the start.
These agents of imperialism within
the working class, in unison with the
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Trotsky-Lovestone camp, become
immediately the spokesmen for the
most reactionary circles of finance
capital and the spearhead of the im-
perialist policy. Not only do they take
over lock-stock-and-barrel the ideologi-
cal trimmings of the present imper-
ialist war—“liberation of oppressed
peoples” (only of the peoples op-
pressed by the enemy imperialism, of
course), the demagogic use of anti-
fascist slogans, etc., etc. They are the
first to cry treason whenever a voice is
raised against the imperialist war or
for peace, they prepare the way for
fascism within each country by their
denunciations of the Communists,
they are in the forefront of those seek-
ing to convert the present war into a
war against the Soviet Union.

In this respect the Social-Demo-
cratic leaders in the United States
are by no means backward. They are
to be found in the vanguard of the
war party, shouting “treason” and
“betrayal of democracy,” as if the
United States were already at war.
Their resolution foisted upon the
American Labor Party of New York
identifies them with Martin Dies in
the drive against all opponents of the
imperialist war and the attempt to
incite war against the Soviet Union.

The rebuff which this move is meet-
ing in New York and the failure of
their war incitement to “catch” in the
ranks of labor should forewarn these
gentlemen. They have overplayed
their hand, misled by their trust in the
pattern of the last war. The Dies-
Waldman witch hunt has failed to
light the fires of war hysteria. Despite
serious efforts, their campaign did not
take root in the A. F. of L. Conven-
tion; the A. F. of L. Executive Coun-
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cil has its ears too close to the ground
and knows the immediate resistance
that would arise from the workers
against such war resolutions as pre-
sented in the A.L.P. Social chauvinism
is the other face of opportunism and

class collaboration—and the workers’

have had their taste of these. They
know that they are facing a new drive
against hard-won union standards and
social legislation and know that this
drive can be defeated not in the man-
ner of the Greens, Wolls and Wald-
mans, but along the tried and true
methods of militant trade unionism.
The C.I.O. convention in San Fran-
,cisco has made this clear.

* * *

For the time, the position of the
American imperialist bourgeoisie is
strengthened by the outbreak of war
in Europe and it will take full advan-
tage of this war to further entrench
and extend itself at the expense of
the masses at home and the colonial
peoples. The war has unleashed all
the predatory forces of Wall Street
and the resources at the disposal of the
imperialist bourgeoisie must not be
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underestimated. The war is already
resulting in the forceful reassertion of
the most reactionary tendencies of
finance capital, and the Roosevelt
Administration, including the liberal
bourgeois-democratic circles it pri-
marily represents, is succumbing to
the pressure of monopoly capital. The
forces dominant in American political
life are embarked on a course leading
to war. With the aid of social chau-
vinists of all types, they are adapting
anti-fascist sentiments to serve as an
“ideological” base of social support
for imperialist war.

Every step of the imperialist bour-
geoisie towards aggrandizement at
home and abroad will be met by re-
sistance and struggle on the part of
the masses on a scale never experi-
enced before. Because the situation is
radically different in so many impor-
tant aspects than in 1914-18, these
struggles lead to the fatal weakening
of world imperialism. The imperialist
bourgeoisie must contend with a new
relationship of forces, at home as well
as internationally, which will turn the
second world imperialist war into a
struggle for world socialism.



BACKWARD EUROPE AND PROGRESSIVE
ASIA

BY V. I. LENIN

[This brilliant and penetrating ar-
ticle of Lenin, written twenty-six years
ago, assumes a special timeliness to-
day, and should be made accessible to
all for the valuable lessons it contains.

The main strategy of Anglo-French
tmperialism is the transformation of
the imperialist war into a combined
counter-revolutionary attack against
the Soviet Union.

The hirelings and apologists of im-
perialism, the Lindberghs, Lippmanns
and Dorothy Thompsons, are already
busily engaged in preparing the ideo-
logical justification for this designed
war upon the Soviet Union, and for
American participation in it.

While reactionary newspaper head-
lines cynically refer to the mighty
liberating Red Army as an “Asiatic
horde,” Colonel Lindbergh sounds
hollow warnings of the dangers to
“the white race” of an “Asiatic Ghen-
gis Khan” and anticipates “the time
for us . .. to fight side by side with the
British,French, Germans. . . .” Against
whom, may we ask, Colonel Lind-
bergh?

Walter Lippmann joins the parade
in his column in the New York
Herald Tribune of October 13 with
the following: “There can be no
safety for Germany or Europe except
through a Germany capable of becom-

ing the protector of the European
border line.”

And Dorothy Thompson enters the
lists in her column of the same issue
of the Herald Tribune with the most
extended and consistent expression of
this program: ‘

“Russia, Asia and Africa have never pro-
duced a society which is a synthesis of the
Christian ethic. . . .

“This war is a war to force Germany back
into Western civilization, and then to re-
organize and strengthen that civilization by
cooperative effort. . . . It is a war to enforce
unity.

“The cry of Europe to Germany is, ‘Come
back to us, be one of us, work with us for a
new Europe. Come back, come back, come
home.””

Thus the real “war aims” of British-
French imperialism are clearly re-
vealed to mean the inclusion of Ger-
man imperialism, in its present or
perhaps in slightly altered form of
rule, for a concerted attack upon the
Soviet Union, and to win America for
that war if possible.

Meanwhile the ideological and
moral “Justification” for this criminal
conspiracy against all humanity is be-
ing cooked up in the form of a
witch’s brew of hypocritical appeals to
“preserve Western culture, art, science,
religion and law” against encroach-
ments by “Asiatic backwardness and
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barbarism.” In this wise is the cam-
paign for the destruction of the Soviet
Union, fortress of socialism and bea-
con light of progress for all toiling
humanity, being prepared.

Lenin’s keen analysis, showing
which class is the bearer of progress
and which the bearer of reaction, sav-
agery, and degradation, gives us a
weapon to dispel the smokescreen of
the spokesmen of imperialism.—THE
EprroRs.)

BACKWARD EUROPE AND
PROGRESSIVE ASIA

HE juxtaposition of the above

words would seem to be a para-
dox. Who doesn’t know that Europe
is progressive, and Asia backward? But
there is a bitter truth in the words we
have taken as title of the present
article.
. In civilized and progressive Europe,
with its brilliantly developed tech-

nique, its rich, highly-varied culture

and constitution, an historical mo-
ment has arrived in which, in its fear
of the growing and increasingly strong
proletariat, the bourgeoisie in com-
mand is giving its support to all back-
ward, declining, medieval elements.
The dying bourgeoisie is uniting with
all dead and dying forces in order to
preserve its crumbling system of wage
slavery.

In progressive Europe the bour-
geoisie, supporting all backward ele-
ments, is in command. In our day
Europe is progressive, not because of
the bourgeoisie, but despite it; for the
proletariat alone is continually in-
creasing its army of millions of fight-
ers for a better future, it alone is pre-
serving and spreading ruthless hatred
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for all backwardness, savagery, privi-
lege, slavery and the degradation of
man by man.

In “progressive” Europe only the
proletariat is a progressive class. But
the living bourgeoisie is ready to re-
sort to any savagery, bestiality and
crime in order to defend the rotting
capitalist slavery.

And it is hardly possible to cite a
more striking example of this rotting
state of all the European bourgeoisie
than its support of the reaction in
Asia for the mercenary ends of the
financiers and swindler capitalists.

Everywhere in Asia a mighty demo-
cratic movement is growing, extend-
ing, and increasing in strength. There
the bourgeoisie is still marching with
the people against reaction. Hundreds
of millions of people are awakening to
life, to light, to freedom. What exul-
tation this world movement arouses in
the hearts of all class-conscious work-
ers, who know that the road to col-
lectivism - lies through democracy.
With what sympathy for young Asia
are all honest democrats imbued.

But “progressive” Europe? It is pil-
laging China and assisting the enemies
of democracy, the enemies of freedom
in Chinal

Here is a simple, but instructive
little story. The new Chinese loan has
been concluded against the Chinese
democracy: “Europe” is for Yuan Shi-
kai,* who is preparing a military dic-
tatorship. Why is it for him? Because
of an advantageous business transac-
tion. The loan has been concluded for

* Yuan Shi-kai—First president of the Chi-
nese Republic, 1912-1916. He first fought to
save the Manchu dynasty, then sought to
found a new dynasty in his own person. The
Japanese intervention in 1916 checked his
plans.
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a sum of about two hundred and
fifty million rubles at a rate of 84 to
par. This means that the bourgeoisie
of “Europe” will pay the Chinese two
hundred and ten millions, while it
will take two hundred and twenty-five
million rubles from the public. So that
in the course of a few weeks you get a
pure profit of fifteen million rubles!
And that in reality is a fine “pure”
profit, isn’t it?

But supposing the Chinese people
do not recognize the loan? For there
is a republic in China, and if the
majority of those in the parliament are
against the loan? '

Oh, then “progressive” Europe will
begin to cry out about “civilization,”
“order,” “culture,” and the ‘“father-
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land”! Then it will move up the can-
non and crush the republic of “back-
ward” Asia in alliance with the
adventurist, traitor and friend of reac-
tion, Yuan Shi-kail

All in command in Europe, all the
European bourgeoisie are in alliance
with all the forces of reaction and
medievalism in China.

But, on the other hand, all youthful
Asia, i.e., the hundreds of millions of
toilers in Asia, have a trustworthy ally
in the form of the proletariat of all
civilized countries. No force in the
world can restrain its victory, which
will free both the peoples of Europe
and the peoples of Asia.

(Unsigned.)

Pravda No. 113 for May 18, 1913.



THE STRUGGLE OF THE SPANISH PEOPLE
CONTINUES

BY MANUEL ROJAS

HREE years have passed since the
Toutbreak of the fascist insurrec-
tion in Spain, prepared and carried
out by Italo-German fascism. For al-
most three years the Spanish people
were engaged in a national liberation
war for the independence of their
country, for democracy, for progress
and civilization. The unity of the
Spanish people was established and
consolidated in the course of this
struggle.

It was precisely the Communist
Party which was the organizing and
guiding force of the People’s Front,
the force that cemented and rallied
the entire Spanish people in the
struggle against fascist interventiom.
Only thanks to the efforts of the Com-
munist Party were the Spanish people
able to surprise the world by their
miracle of almost three years of heroic
resistance against the open interven-
tion of the two major fascist states who
were armed to the teeth, and against
the covert intervention of world re-
action. The Communist Party had to
conduct a stubborn struggle on all im-
portant issues (the formation of a
regular, disciplined People’s Army,

the establishment of a single army,

command, centralization of industry,
particularly the war industries, the
pursual of a correct agrarian policy,
the inclusion of all parties and organ-

izations of the People’s Front, includ-
ing the anarchists, into the govern-
ment).

On all basic and decisive issues the
Communist Party was compelled to
wage a struggle against the anarchists,
the Caballero-ists-Trotskyites and
Right opportunists, as well as the
capitulationist elements in the Social-
ist Party. It had to overcome the
wavering of the petty-bourgeois par-
ties and the separatist tendencies of

- certain groups among the Basques and

Catalonians. As a result of this strug-
gle, the People’s Front was able to
develop a uniform political line on all
fundamental issues. Errors committed
by the individual organizations were
rectified, but frequently rather late,
resulting in great loss of time and
forces.

Despite the heroic efforts and sacri-
fices, the Spanish people have suffered
a temporary defeat in the present
stage of the struggle. This defeat is
the result of the “non-intervention,”
i. e, the policy of concealed interven-
tion, which led to the blockade of the
legitimate Republican government,
causing hunger among the population
and an acute shortage of armaments.
It is the result of the Munich policy
of British and French imperialism, the
going over of world reaction to open
intervention. Lastly, the decisive blow
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in the back of the Spanish people was
inflicted by the contemptible traitors
Besteiro, Casado, and Co. who broke
the unity of the people and the army,
disarmed the troops and opened the
gates of impregnable Madrid to
Franco and his masters, the Italo-
German interventionists. The Spanish
people did not surrender, they were
victims of vile betrayal and deceit.
Today the Spanish people are living
through one of the most difficult
periods in the history of their country.
But the struggle is not over, it will
continue. What the fascist dictator-
ship of Franco and his masters means
to the Spanish people may be judged
by the reign of terror, poverty, starva-
tion and arbitrariness which has ruled
for three long years in the districts
occupied by the fascist armies. After
the capture of Republican Spain the
Franco regime has become still more
brutal, barbarian, and detestable.

FRANCO’S TERRORIST DICTATORSHIP

An open terrorist fascist dictator-
ship has been instituted in Spain. The
country has been turned back to the
darkest days of inquisition and despot-
ism. The semifeudal castes, the
church and the militarists have not
only restored their privileges of old,
but have even extended them.

Franco has embarked on the de-
struction of all the social gains of the
working people. His aim is to wipe
out the entire “heritage” of the Peo-
ple’s Front government. All the laws
enacted by the People’s Front govern-
ment have been repealed, including
even the marriage regulations. All
factories and other industrial estab-
lishments confiscated or collectivized
by the republic have been returned to
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their former owners. The newspaper
Espana (May 8, 1939), reports that ar-
rangements have been made for the
return of all industrial and com-
mercial enterprises, all the property of
the monasteries, the palaces, etc., to
their former owners. Institutes of Na-
tional Reconstruction, now being or-
ganized throughout the country, issue
advance payments to industrialists
who have suffered losses as a result of
the war. The funds of these institutes
are made up of “donations from all
Spaniards”; but in actual practice
these sums are derived from the en-
forcement of the decree on “political
responsibility” which provides for
various fines and special levies and the
confiscation of all property belonging
to anti-fascists.

Another source of revenue is the so-
called “compulsory personal labor”
(prestaciones personales) which in es-
sence is tantamount to forced labor
for the benefit of ihe big capitalists. In
the past only prisoners and prisoners
of war were compelled to work with-
out remuneration, but now forced
labor is being extended to the widest
sections of the population.

The Spanish fascists, copying the
demagogy of Italian and German fas-
cism, speak of eliminating classes and
the class struggle in Spain. They claim
that the whole population of the
country is being transformed into
working people and call for the organ-
ization of unions embracing both
workers and employers. “We do not
recognize classes in Spain. The em-
ployer and the worker are regarded by
the state as producers with definite
rights and obligations” (Solidaridad
Nacional, May 31, 1939). '

A system of syndicates subordinated
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to a special “Ministry for the Organ-
ization of Syndicate Action” is being
introduced. These syndicates will be
organized by industries and member-
ship will be compulsory for all work-
ers and employers, the latter being
appointed “directors” and account-
able to the government for the man-
agement of the given enterprise. A
syndicate will be organized in each in-
dustrial establishment with a special
governing body headed by the em-
ployer (“director”). This body will
examine individual grievances, regu-
late working conditions, etc. Each
province will have its own provincial
syndicate leader working in conjunc-
tion with provincial authorities and
subordinated to the “Ministry for the
Organization of Syndicate Action.”

“Syndicalization” means the organ-
ization of corporations in accordance
with Italian models. This involves the
prohibition of strikes and conflicts be-
tween workers and employers, which
is tantamount to the complete en-
slavement of the working class by the
fascist regime. This becomes particu-
larly clear when regarded in the light
of the recently published labor law.
In practice this law therely provides
for the establishment of a system of
fines and punishment for the working
class. The law, for example, forbids
the employer to exceed his authority
with regard to the worker and forbids
any action of the workers which may
be detrimental to the rights and inter-
ests of the employer, breach of disci-
pline, disrespect for the authorities
and failure to attain a definite stand-
ard of labor productivity.

The law especially emphasizes that
ecach and every worker “is in duty
bound to display a maximum of effi-

ciency and activity at work in accord-
ance with his physical ability and pro-
fessional skill. . . .” Failure to do so
leads to the following punitive mea-
sures prescribed by the law: for em-
ployers—a small fine not exceeding
1,000 peseta; for workers—a fine, loss
of skill category and standing in in-
dustry, dismissal and the loss of all
rights connected with the job. In ad-
dition to this, a worker is required to
make good the losses suffered by the
employer and the latter can demand
that this be effected by overtime work.
Should the worker leave the factory
or be discharged, his new employer is
compelled to deduct the appropriate
sum from his earnings and turn it over
to his former employer. Thus, this law
is directed exclusively against the
workers, and the “punishment” it pre-
scribes for the employers is sheer
demagogy.

Among the numerous forms of re-
pression, mention should be made of
the decree which gives the employer
the right to dismiss any number of
workers, or even all workers, should
they be accused of even the slightest
participation in political, trade union
or military activities under the repub-
lic. Special punishment is meted out
to those who performed control func-
tions in industry, who came out
against the nationalist movement, etc.
Employers are required to report to
the local authorities the names of all
workers thus dismissed, stating the
definite charges against them. Appa-
rently this is necessary for drawing up
black lists and for the enforcement of
the law on “political responsibility.”

As a result of these measures a large
number of workers have been dis-
charged from industry and left to
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their own resources. Obviously they
cannot find work and are doomed to
starvation. At the same time the em-
ployers have been given the oppor-
tunity of utilizing prison labor on a
large scale. Thus, it is obvious that
the fascist legislation, as well as the
judicial system, present the employers
with wide possibilities for the utiliza-
tion of forced, unpaid labor. The
punitive organs of Franco and his
masters are able to increase their
funds out of the special payments
made by industrialists for the work of
prisoners. Franco has forbidden the
population freely to move about .the
country. No Spaniard is allowed to
leave his native city or village even
for a short period, be it only a month,
without special permission of the au-
thorities. This indeed is actual en-
slavement of the Spanish people.

The economic life of the country is
at a standstill. Industrial output has
fallen to 20 per cent of what it was
before the war, and in the main in-
dustry of Catalonia, textiles, it is only
15 per cent. Unemployment has grown
to enormous dimensions. The average
daily wage is two to four peseta, the
price of a kilogram of beans. The
working day has been lengthened to
ten to twelve hours. On the whole,
the present standard of living of the
Spanish worker is the lowest in
Europe. '

In the national regions of Catalonia
and the Basque country all the politi-
cal, economic and cultural gains of
the population, as well as national
culture, are being eradicated. The use
of the native language in public and
government institutions as well as in
all public places is forbidden. Tuition
in all Catalonian and Basque schools
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is in the Spanish language. In Cata-
lonia all signs in the native language
have been removed and Spanish signs
substituted.

FRANCO’S AGRARIAN PROGRAM

In the first days of the fascist insur-
rection Franco’s agrarian program
consisted only of very vague promises
“to raise the role of the family and
increase its prosperity,” to increase
crops, and to consolidate the position
of private property. The actual aim
of Franco’s agrarian policy, however,
was to save the property of the land-
lords, to maintain all semi-feudal
forms of exploitation of the peasantry
and agricultural laborers, and crush
the forces of the agrarian revolution.

Prior to the insurrection, the pro-
gram of Gil Robles called for agrarian
reform based on the purchase of part
of the landed estates “at a just price”
(for the landlord). Today, however,
there is no mention of this. On
the contrary, all measures previously
adopted by the Republican govern-
ment to put the agrarian reform into
operation have been revoked. The
agricultural laborers have now been
deprived of the land they received
after the victory of the People’s Front.

In accordance with Franco’s decree,
the estates, which under the Left Re-
publican government had been di-
vided among the peasants, have been
taken away from the peasants and re-
turned to the landlords.

An example of how the land which
the peasants had received from the
Republican Institute of Agrarian Re-
form was “returned” to the land-
owners can be seen by the slaughter
perpetrated by Phalangist pickets in
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Salamanca. The fascists killed 119
men and g2 women, all they could lay
their hands on. Their bodies were
thrown into a ravine at the roadside
as a lesson to all who dare encroach
on “what does not belong to them.”
(Claridad, April 5, 1938.)

But the peasants were deprived not
only of the land they received as a re-
sult of the republic’s agrarian reform.
Many small peasants who were known
to harbor anti-fascist tendencies have
been deprived of farms which had be-
longed to them for many years. This
land has now been turned over to
Italian colonists. The Journal des
Nation of February 6, 1939, published
the following data on the amount of
land taken from the peasants and
placed at the disposal of Italian colo-
nists: in Malaga Province—284,000
hectares; in Cordova—180,000 hec-
tares; in Sevilla—2x54,000 hectares. In
Cadiz Province several thousand poor
- peasants have been driven from their
farms, while in Grenada a tremendous
amount of land was set for confisca-
tion (Servicio Espafiol de Informa-
cion, February %, 1938). The interven-
tionists have set themselves the aim
of building up a base in the Spanish
countryside. For this purpose they
have begun to implant Italian settlers
on the land. Spanish farmhands are
forced to work for them and suffer
severe treatment.

The wide masses of the Spanish peo-
ple are doomed to poverty and starva-
tion. The area under crops and the
number of livestock have declined
sharply. The numerous fines and taxes
levied on the peasants and agricul-
tural laborers are steadily increasing.
Rents are climbing rapidly, resulting
in mass poverty among tenant farm-
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ers. On June 8, 1939, Franco issued a
law regulating the position of tenant
farmers and sharecroppers in the zone
occupied by his troops after Septem-
ber go, 1938. This new law repeals all
the measures introduced by the Re-
publican government.

The sharecroppers and tenant farm-
ers, who received the land they tilled
from the Republican government in
perpetuity, are no longer regarded as
masters of their farms and can culti-
vate them only on the basis of agree-
ments with the landlords. Moveover,
they are compelled to pay rent for the
entire period of the war, these pay-
ments to be deposited within definite-
ly fixed terms. All people sentenced
by the Franco tribunals for participa-
tion in the struggle against Franco,
all peasants who were members of col- :
lective farm organizations, are com-
pletely deprived of the right to rent
land. . ‘

An acute shortage of labor still
exists in. the villages, although hostili-
ties have ceased. Over 6o per cent of
the male population have not re-
turned after the war. The shortage of
labor makes it impossible to carry out
all necessary farming work, and this
is fraught with grave consequences for
the fascists. “One more year with a
poor harvest will be fatal for the
economy of the country. . ..”

According to fascist statistics, un-
doubtedly exaggerated, this year's
cereal crop is no more than jo0 per
cent of the normal crop. The peasants
are not disposed to grow cereals for
the fascists and their foreign masters.

THE POPULATION IS HUNGRY

The situation is aggravated by the
fact that the export to Germany, not
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only of mining products, but also of
foodstuffs, has not ceased, despite
the food shortage in the country.
Throughout Spain a system of food
ration cards has been introduced. The
population is hungry, it has no work,
nor money, nor provisions. In Gui-
puzcao every inhabitant is allowed to
buy no more than one quarter of a
liter of vegetable oil and one kilogram
of potatoes in seventeen days. In the
Biscay area the monthly ration con-
sists of 250 grams of sugar, one kilo-
gram of potatoes, 100 grams of sausage
and 100 grams of coffee. Meat, butter,
and tea have disappeared entirely.
But even if they could be had, the
price would be prohibitive for the vast
majority of the population.

Food prices have increased several-
fold as compared with 1936. Thus, the
price of cabbage has increased four-
fold, potatoes—threefold, tomatoes—
ninefold, apples—fifteenfold.

This starvation, poverty, enslave-
ment, forced labor, national oppres-
sion, all find proper political forms
under the new fascist “state system”
which makes vile barbarity and san-
guinary terror the keynote of its pro-

gram.

. 66

FRANCO’S ““ORGANIZED DEMOCRACY"
The fascists have destroyed all the
gains of democracy achieved under
the republic.
The correspondent of Popolo d’'Ita-
liano was told by Franco that the

Spanish nation would no longer ex-

pose itself to the “danger of universal
suffrage” and that all its institutions
will be subordinated to the “supreme
national interests within the frame-
work of an organized democracy.”
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The nature of the “organized de-
mocracy” may be judged by the
slaughters organized by the Franco
authorities, by the bestial terror and
repression against the Spanish people.
Not only have free speech, freedom
of the press, freedom of organization
and assembly been abolished com-
pletely, but all Republicans and anti-
fascists have been virtually outlawed
by the decree on “political responsi-
bility.” All members of People’s Front
parties and separatist organizations
and all those “who enjoyed the con-
fidence of People’s Front organiza-
tions, all persons who participated in
the organization of the 1936 elections
and who, by their actions facilitated
the introduction of the ideals of the
People’s Front,” come under this law.
All of them are threatened with ar-
rest, exile, confiscation of property, de-
privation of citizenship and, in the
majority of cases, with the death sen-
tence. This law is directed against go
per cent of the Spanish population.

During the war Franco declared
that there would be no amnesty after
his victory. The fascist authorities, on
the day following the seizure of Cata-
lonia, compiled lists of ‘two million
“suspicious Spaniards living in the red
zone” who were doomed to physical
annihilation. This is the tested prac-
tice of the executioner, for Franco has
exercised mass annihilation of demo-
cratic elements throughout the entire
course of the war. The horrible figures
are known to all—j5o,000 killed and
tortured in Galicia; 18,000 in Badajos;
25,000 in Sevilla; 10,000 in Asturias.

Franco himself places the number
of killed in Spain during the war at
1,200,000, of whom 450,000 were
killed in action and 750,000 were non-



THE STRUGGLE OF THE SPANISH PEOPLE CONTINUES

combatants. To this must be added
the barbaric bombing of peaceful
cities and villages, of thousands of
towns and hamlets wiped off the face
of the earth together with their popu-
lations. Mass executions took place in
numerous villages. For example, in
Puente Jenil, a village in Cordova
Province, 1,800 people were shot dur-
ing the first week after its occupation
by the fascists. Particularly brutal has
been the treatment meted out in those
villages where partisan warfare had
existed or where assistance was ren-
dered to the Republican partisans.
After the seizure of Catalonia and
Madrid the fascists instituted a merci-
less reign of terror against the popu-
lation. During the first month of
Franco rule in Madrid over gj,000
people were put to death; the num-
ber in Barcelona was 25,000 and
15,000 in Valencia. These figures
demonstrate the scope of the slaughter
perpetrated by the fascists throughout
the country.

There is not a city in Spain but
where dozens of military tribunals sit
in session day and night. In Madrid
alone from 400 to 5oo death sentences
are passed every day. According to
statistics published in the official fas-
cist press, half a million people were
in prison and concentration camps in
May, 1939; they are subjected to tor-
ture and menaced by death, unless the
movement of international solidarity
comes to their rescue. Actually, the
number of victims of fascist terror can
well be placed at one million, of
whom approximately 800,000 are men
of the Republican Army and 200,000
civilians. Such is the grim reality of
the fascist rule.

As a result of the terror the hatred
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for the fascist regime is growing in the
hearts of the Spanish people.

THE STRUGGLE IS TAKING NEW FORMS

The Spanish people have been de-
prived of their democracy and the
rights they won under the republic.
The Spanish peasantry has been de-
prived of the land it won. The Bas-
ques, Catalonians and Galicians have
again been reduced to nations doubly
oppressed. On numerous occasions in
the past the Spanish people have
heroically fought against their op-
pressors. For centuries the peasantry
of Spain has fought for land and lib-
erty, and it will continue its tenacious
struggle.

The Catalonians and Basques have
for hundreds of years fought for their
independence and they will never be
reconciled to the oppression of the fas- -
cist regime of executioner Franco.

Ever since the victory of the Peo-
ple’s Front three years ago the people
of republican Spain held the factories
and land, learned the use of arms,
actively participated in political life,
and went through a rich schooling of
political training.

In Andalusia, Estremadura and Ga-
licia, Franco found it easier to estab-
lish his sanguinary dictatorship, since
these districts were in his hands from
the very first days of the war, and the
peasantry was not able to make use of
all the advantages accruing from the
victory of the People’s Front. But it is
a fact, none the less, that the peasants
of these provinces waged a hard strug-
gle against the forces of foreign inter-
vention, a struggle which took on
various forms and culminated in wide-
spread armed partisan warfare.

The struggle will inevitably con-
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tinue. World reaction will never suc-
ceed in bringing the freedom-loving
Spanish people to their knees.

“In spite of all the support of world re-
action, neither kings nor dictators, neither
Alfonsos nor Primo de Riveras have suc-
ceeded in staying on the backs of the Span-
ish people. How then can this monster who
has destroyed Spanish cities and villages
with German artillery, who has slaughtered
thousands of Spanish women and children
with Italian bombs, this butcher who has
drenched Spain with blood and who has
been spurned and anathemized by the Span-
ish people, expect to stay on their backs?”*

The wrath of the people will sweep
away the fascist tyranny. The struggle
continues. The “conquerors” them-
selves are constrained to admit this.
At the time of the “Victory Parade”
in Madrid, Franco betrayed a lack of
confidence in the stability of his rule.
He was compelled to declare: “Today
I cannot hide from you the danger
which threatens our fatherland. Bat-
tlefronts have disappeared, but the
struggle continues in other spheres. . ..
Let us create no illusions.” (’'Human-
ité, May 21, 1939.)

The fascist Diario Vasco, in report-
ing a meeting of Phalangists in San
Sebastian, quotes the governor of that
province as declaring: “Our bitterest
enemies are among us, a thousand
times more dangerous than those we
faced at the battlefronts.”

The fascist leaders openly declare
that the war is not over, that it con-
tinues on the invisible battlefronts.

Contradictions and friction within
the fascist camp itself are increasing,
at times assuming the character of
open clashes resulting in bloodshed.

* D. Manuilsky, The World Communist
Movement, pp. 27-28. Workers Library Pub-
lishers, New York.
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Despite the monstrous terror, repres-
sions and espionage, the Republicans
continue to develop their under-
ground activities. The fascists have
coined a new phrase, the “Sixth
Column,” giving this name to the Re-
publicans who continue the struggle.
Despite the fierce censorship and the
expulsion of antifascist foreign cor-
respondents, news leaks out from the
country describing instances of public
protests against Italo-German colo-
nization and the Franco regime. The
slogan “Spain for the Spaniards” is
gaining popularity among the wide
masses of town and country. To this
very day clashes between Phalangists
and Republicans have not ceased.
Fascists are frequently attacked and
the foreign interventionists meet with
determined resistance. The workers
reduce their labor productivity and
peasants do mnot sow their fields.
Guerilla warfare continues in the
mountain districts of Asturias. Many
thousands of people, chiefly Republi-
can soldiers, outlawed by the Franco
government, have fled to the hills.
They have found shelter in numerous
caves and canyons, successfully evade
the Franco forces and attack fascist
punitive expeditions. In June a Re-
publican insurrection broke out in
Mieres, the center of the Asturian
mountains country, which was the
scene of the glorious battles in Octo-
ber, 1934, and of a revolutionary in-
surrection movement during the en-
tire period of struggle against Italo-
German invaders. The news of this
revolt facilitated the outbreak of mu-
tinies and unrest in other parts of the
country. Franco was compelled to dis-
patch a whole army division to sup-
press this movement.
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Despite the brutal treatment of
prisoners, .the movement of protest
and resistance to the fascist regime has
spread to the concentration camps.
Recently a revolt flared up in the
Albatera concentration camp and
Franco succeeded in suppressing it
only by resorting to unprecedented
terror. The Franco regime is sitting
on a volcano.

At the recent international confer-
ence for the defense of peace and de-
mocracy, Ceasar Falcon, reviewing the
position in Spain, drew the following
conclusion:

“The tremendous patriotic upsurge is
gaining new strength and driving force with
every passing day. And the time is not dis-
tant when it will overflow its banks, as it has
done previously, with ever increasing might.”
(Voz de los Espanoles, May 27, 1989.)

The history of the struggle of the
Spanish people shows that every time
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reaction came to power in Spain, the
people arose anew to fight with in-
creased force and were victorious. The
Spanish people remember that they
have overthrown the fascist dictator-
ship of Primo de Rivera. They know
that the republic conquered after
the defeat of the heroic movement in
Jaca. They know that the temporary
defeat, suffered in the glorious Octo-
ber days of 1934, was followed by the
victory of the People’s Front. The
Spanish people know the power of
unity and have seen its decisive sig-
nificance in practice. The Spanish
people have a strong and glorious
Communist Party, steeled in the fire
of battle. This imbues them with con-
fidence in their own forces and urges
them on to further struggle. The
struggle in Spain will continue in new
forms. The great Spanish people will
emerge victorious.



FREUDISM—PSYCHOLOGY OF A DYING
CLASS

BY R. L. GLEY

NE of the major spheres for
O the application of psychological
science, and hence a principal source
for influences on the development of
psychology, is the field of mental
disease. Sigmund Freud is the out-
standing figure among those whose
work has been founded primarily on
observations in this field.

Freud’s practical work as a physi-
cian determined that the materials
with which he built his theories should
be drawn from his experience with
neurotics—persons who fail to make
proper adjustments to life problems
because of the interference of seem-
ingly unaccountable and sometimes
unrecognized fears. Freud is the first
great figure in the history of psychol-
ogy whose vision has been narrowed
down to the failings of human beha-
vior, giving no attention whatever to
its successes in meeting the practical
demands of life.

The class structure of society deter-
mined that those who came to him for

help, prepared to pay, came almost ex-

clusively from the wealthier strata of
society. Their anxieties, therefore, did
not arise from immediate economic in-
security, and whoever should treat
their ills would have his attention
turned toward the investigation of re-
mote causes of personality disorder,

and would tend to depreciate the im-
portance of immediate economic diffi-
culties. This is one of the important
factors which determined the direction
of Freud’s work.

It is without any intent of dispar-
agement, therefore, but simply as an
historical appraisal, that we charac-
terize Freud as a psychologist of the
dying bourgeois class. The class char-
acter of his patients, as is evident from
the case histories, was important in
leading Freud to his real, positive con-
tributions to psychology. It was also,
we shall see, an important factor in
determining his errors.

FREUD'S MAIN DOCTRINES

Freud was responsible, more than
anyone else, for winning recognition
of the importance of non-intellectual
factors in behavior. He showed that it
is not possible to explain our actions
and our conscious thoughts without
reference to motivations of which we
are not aware, but which nevertheless
exercise influence over us. He showed
that often the effect of social disap-
proval is to check conscious thought
about a line of action, while permit-
ting the underlying motivation to con-
tinue in operation. Finally, he showed
that when a course of action has thus
been barred by social restraints, other
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fields of behavior may be disturbed or
stimulated as a result.

It has sometimes been said that these
principles (unconscious motivation,
repression, transference), which un-
doubtedly contain large elements of
truth, represent all the essentials of
psychoanalysis. Such a definition is
very misleading. Freud and his follow-
ers have built up an involved system
of theories about the nature of uncon-
scious motives, and the forms of re-
pression and transference. These
theories constitute psychoanalysis, and
it is with the analysis of these specific
theories that we are concerned.

Let us state some of the salient
points of these theories, as briefly as
possible, as a basis for discussion. It
will not be possible to give them fully,
or to consider the many variants that
have been put forth by others than
Freud.

(a) THEORY OF INSTINGTS

According to Freud, our actions are
ultimately controlled by two types of
instinctive desire: sex, which he de-
fines very broadly, and native aggres-
sion or the “destructive instinct” or
“death instinct.”

Sex had a dominating, exclusive po-
sition in Freud’s early work. It is a
fact that severe disturbances of the
personality are always accompanied by
disturbances in the sphere of sex be-
havior. Freud pointed out this fact,
and stressed its importance. He inter-
preted it to mean that sex was the
root of all neurotic difficulties. (This
is not a necessary conclusion, since
other causes, such as an exaggerated
emphasis on individual competition,
may cause inability to enter honestly
and confidently into any close social
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relationships, including the intimate
relations of normal sex behavior.) He
developed an elaborate theory of sex,
tracing its development from early in-
fancy through various stages to ma-
turity, The passage to maturity in-
volves the “repression” of earlier, in-
fantile forms of sexual desire. And the
source of our adult difficulties lies, ac-
cording to Freud, in persistence of the
infantile desires, in unconscious form.
The central core of the psychological
development of every individual is the
Oedipus complex—the passionate at-
tachment of the child to the parent of
opposite sex, along with resentment
toward the other parent, and the
whole course of emotional develop-
ment involved in overcoming these
sentiments, successfully or unsuccess-
fully (i.e., their repression and trans-
ference.)

“Native aggression” or the “instinct
of destruction” did not appear as an
independent factor in Freud’s work
until the time of the World War. Be-
fore then, he had explained the fre-
quent anti-social tendencies in neu-
rotic behavior as simply a distorted
expression of sexual impulses. The
spectacle of well-nigh universal de-
struction and hate led him (because
he lacked any understanding of the
real causes of war) to assume that this
was the expression of a primal instinct,
a “patural instinct of aggressiveness in
man, the hostility of each one against
all and of all against each one, (which)
opposes the program of civilization.”'*

This “instinct of aggression” was
slow to take hold. Most analysts ig-
nored it at first, and a few still reject
it. However, in the current historical

¢ Civilization and Its Discontents, p. 102.
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epoch of unrestrained imperialist ag-
gression it has come to take a promi-
nent place in analytic practice and
writings. A reason for this is that with
the deepening of the general crisis of
capitalism, analysts find it increasingly
difficult to deal with their patients’
problems on a wholly individual
plane, but are forced more and more
to relate them to the position of these
patients in society, in order to get the
necessary confidence.

Today, psychoanalysis is a system in
which “hate” occupies a position of
equal eminence with “love.” Both are
supposed to be instincts, rooted in
man’s biological constitution. To-
gether, they constitute what Freud
- calls the “id”—a deep, 1mpersonal self
of which we are seldom aware, but
which ultimately controls all our acts.

(B) REPRESSION AND TRANSFERENCE

The uncontrolled gratification of
these primitive instincts, says Freud,
would bring men into constant con-
flict with one another. For this reason,
society establishes certain prohibitions.
It is in the process of yielding to these
social regulations that we carry out
the “repression” of our instinctive de-
sires, driving them “into the uncon-
scious.” In part, these social restric-
tions only reinforce nature, by helping
to carry out the repressions of early
forms of sexuality which are necessary
in order to reach maturity. The most
decisive of these repressions take place
in childhood, within the family. Of
special importance is the son’s love
for his mother, or the daughter’s love
for her father, which must be repressed
because of the prohibition against in-
cest.
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However, these “repressed” desires
do not become inactive. They are the
source of lasting emotional conflicts.
They pop up again and again, to at-
tain their objectives under various
subtle disguises. All through life, ac-
cording to psychoanalysis, we go on
seeking symbolic gratifications for
these desires, which we are not per-
mitted to satisfy directly or even to
recognize as existing. Not only the
symptoms of the neurotic, but the
imaginative work of the artist and the
inventions of the scientist are inter-
preted in this light.

The use to which this theory of
“transference” is put, whether in ex-
plaining the vagaries of individual be-
havior or in interpreting large-scale
social phenomena, is summed up nice-
ly in Roheim’s phrase, that “Life con-
sists of finding a series of substitutes
for the things we really want to do.” *

INSTINCT OR HISTORY?

Let us begin our analysis by compar-
ing the Freudian and the Marxian
viewpoints on the relation of society
and human nature. Freud and Engels
have both written about the forms of
restriction placed upon marriage in
primitive societies. Engels (in The
Origin of the Family) asserts that in
the earliest human societies men must
have been quite free of jealousy.
Otherwise, these groups could not have
come together, for peaceful coopera-
tion in hunting, to share dwelling
places, etc. Marriage forms arose later
as the result of the development of
property relations, and “if anything is
certain it is that jealousy is developed

¥ “Psychoanalysis and Anthropology in
Psychoanalyszs Today, edited by S. Lorand,

1933, p- 316. N
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at a comparatively late stage.” *

Freud  (in Totem and Tabu)-pre-
sents an exactly opposite picture. For
him, the beginning of all social his-
tory is the imposition of restrictions
on sex activity, because of the neces-
sity to control native jealousy. The
first, “natural” form of society is a
horde in which the oldest male tyran-
nizes over the others, keeping all the
women for himself. The younger
males do away with this tyrant father
(the first “revolution”), but later they
impose voluntary restrictions on them-
selves, starting the history of social in-
stitutions.

Engels sees human nature as a social
product (jealousy as the outcome of
institutions based on production rela-
tions); Freud sees society as the ex-
pression of a static human nature (na-
tive jealousy leads to institutionalized
forms of living). The one is material-
istic; the other, idealistic.

Psychoanalysis ignores the reality of
culturally developed motives, ignores
the material conditions which give rise
to them, and hunts only to discover
the instinctive urges which it assumes
to lie behind them. Applied in this
way, the theory of transference is a
license for unlimited imagination of
loose analogies. A good illustration of
the method is Ferenczi’s “discovery”
that the quest for profit is an expres-
sion of repressed anal eroticism—gold
being a symbol for the feces with
which we were forbidden to play as
children. After all, we are told quite
soberly, what other reason could there
be for calling money “filthy”?*

* Frederick Engels, Origin of the Family,
p- 43 .

** However, the very conception of this an-
alogy was only possible because its author had
certain confused “socialist” ideas.
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To sum up, psychoanalysis consid-
ers that the most important determi-
nants of human actions are certain
fixed, immutable instincts, which find
distorted expressions in life and his-
tory. This Freudian conception is ut-
terly irreconcilable with the Marxian
view, which is more and more becom-
ing the accepted view of science, that
“human nature” is a social product,
an evolving product of history.

Freud’s position is not very differ-
ent, logically, from that which Marx
criticized in his famous Theses on
Feuerbach:

“Feuerbach resolves the essence of religion
into the essence of man. But the essence of
man is no abstraction inherent in each sep-
arate individual. In its reality it is the en- .
semble of social relations.

“Feuerbach, who does not enter more deeply
into the criticism of this real essence, is there-
fore forced:

“1. To abstract from the process of history
and to establish the religious temperament as
something independent, and to postulate an
abstract—isolated—human individual.

“2. The essence of man can therefore be
understood only as ‘genus,’ the inward, dumb
generality which naturally unites the many
individuals.

“Feuerbach therefore does not see that the
‘religious temperament’ itself is a social prod-
uct and that the abstract individual whom he
analyzes belongs to a particular form of so-
ciety.”

It is in just this way that Freud
deals with abstract, isolated individ-
uals, whose instinctive “essence” he
arrives at by abstracting from the proc-
ess of history.

A THEORY FOR ‘'STATUS QUO”

In order to understand what kind
of thinking is used in the formation of
the theories of psychoanalysis, it may
be of some help to examine another
example of the same sort of thinking
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in the history of science. Before the
time of modern embryology (the sci-
ence of the development of individual
organisms), it used to be assumed that
all the parts of the grown animal were
already present in the fertilized egg,
and that they only had to grow to
their full size. This belief rested upon
a religious conception about the divine
creation of life. If God created the
animal, then it had to be all there, a
finished job from the start. In con-
trast to this, modern scientific embry-
ology recognizes the continued deter-
mination of form throughout the
process of “growth. This dialectic
growth, which includes qualitative as
well as quantitative changes, gives
much greater significance to environ-
mental forces.

In a similar way, psychoanalysis as-
sumes that the most important forms
of behavior must be present in the
individual as “instincts,” before crop-
ping out into action. It is unwilling
to admit the appearance of genuinely
new qualities of behavior. Its scheme
of “repression” and “transference”
explains away all apparent trans-

‘ formations as really illusory manifes-
tations of an unalterable instinctive
disposition.

This undialectic conception of
psychological development has its
basis in the uncritical acceptance of
the bourgeois theory of society. Ac-
cording to this theory, society has
only one “true” form, the capitalist
form, corresponding to “human na-
ture.” All other forms of society are
unnatural, therefore unable to sur-
vive. Such a static view of society
(whether bourgeois or pre-bourgeois)
is the ultimate basis of every static
psychological theory. It leads to ab-
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stracting one or several aspects of so-
cial life, and setting them up as “fun-
damental human nature.”

Those aspects which Freud, the
psychologist of a decadent class, se-
lects as paramount, are the character-
istics of disease in society. We have
seen that in the early period of his
work, the major role was accorded to
sex. However, Freud’s sex is not the
healthy, extraverted sex of procreative
mankind, but a sex of jealousy, hyper-
self-analysis, and discouragement. He
studies sex in the distorted forms
which class society has created, then
assumes that these distortions are the
reality behind all of society’s faults.

In Freud’s post-war works (with
the theory of the destructive instinct),
capitalism’s dying orgy of destruction
is still regarded as an unchanging
eternity. A theory of “human nature”
is advanced to prove that society al-
ways has been, always will be thus.
In the midst of the conflicts unleashed
by capitalism in its general crisis, the
only explanation offered is a pious
declaration: In the beginning was
Hate! Such a theory readily lends it-
self as an apology for imperialist wars,
reactionary terror, and exploitation.

FREUD'S SOCIAL VIEWS

It is a fact scarcely open to debate
that Freud himself, and most of his
followers, have used his theories to
support very reactionary conclusions.
Let us give a few illustrations of this,
from Freud’s writings, without any
attempt to develop the point com-
pletely. ‘

Repeatedly, Freud ascribes the
evils of society to the inner nature of
men. The following passage is from
Civilization and Its Discontents:
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“Civilized society is perpetually menaced
with disintegration through the primary hos-
tility of men towards one another. Their in-
terests in their common work would not
hold them together; the passions of instinct
are stronger than reasoned interests. Culture
has to call up every possible reinforcement in
order to erect barriers against the aggressive
instincts of men and hold their manifestations
in check. ...

He slips readily into the usual rul-
ing class assumption that the “evil”
features of human nature are repre-
sented by the masses, and reason by
the rulers: In the modern state, he
writes, “the masses thirsting for pleas-
ure and destruction must be held in
check by the power of an enlightened
upper stratum.”*

He is just as quick to reject the
argument that the masses may have
some justice on their side, in addition
to appetite:

“Social justice means that one denies one-
self many things, in order that others also
must do without them, or, what amounts to
the same thing, cannot ask for them.” **

This is an obvious echo of the
stale demagogy that Communists are
simply envious persons who want to
make everyone ‘“‘equal in poverty.”

Freud was himself the victim of a
widespread form of social injustice,
anti-Semitism, the effect of which he
felt throughout his life, and not only
in his recent exile. Our sympathy for
him, however, should not blind us to
the fact that his explanation of this
phenomenon is no more than an un-
critical acceptance of it. He lacks in-
sight into the social forces behind the

persecution of minorities. His ‘“‘ex-

* Gesammelte Schriften, XII, p. 417.

** Group Psychology and Analysis of the
Ego.
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planation” might be adopted by apol-
ogists for lynching and pogroms:

“There is an advantage, not to be under-
valued, in the existence of smaller communi-
ties, through which the aggressive instinct
can find an outlet in enmity towards those
outside the group. It is always possible to
unite considerable numbers of men in love
towards one another, so long as there are still
some remaining as objects for aggressive man-
ifestations.” *

In his last written work, Moses and
Monotheism,** Freud has added to
the literature of anti-Semitism a work
which, in its full implications, can
compete in the wildness of its specula-
tions and in its generally reactionary
character with the worst examples in
this field.

For example, applying the over-
worked Oedipus complex to the legend
of the death of Moses in the desert,
he decides that there is really some
basis to the accusation that the Jewish
people were the murderers of God!

“The poor Jewish people, who with its
usual stiff-necked obduracy continued to deny
the murder of their ‘father,” has dearly ex-
piated this over the course of centuries. Over
and over again they have heard the reproach:
‘You killed our God.’ And this reproach is
true, if rightly interpreted” (p. 142).

These examples could be multiplied
endlessly. Despite this thoroughgoing
reaction, Freud has often been hailed
as a world-shatterer, by persons who
have only a superficial knowledge of
his writings. They point especially to
his position on the prudishness of
bourgeois family life, and to his inter-
pretation of religion.

The part that psychoanalysis has

* Civilization and Its Discontents, p. go.
** See the review in The Communist for
August.
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played in the general movement for
more liberal attitudes with respect to
sex has been greatly exaggerated. It is
sheer nonsense to credit psychoanalysis
with initiating this movement and pro-
viding its principal driving force, as
has often been done. While Freud
simply accepted the bourgeois family
as the fundament of history, history
itself has been at work changing it.
Fifty years before Freud started his
work, Engels showed how the indus-
trial revolution was revising the rela-
tions existing between men, women
and children.* Not psychoanalysis,
but the opening to women of a variety
of occupations where they could at-
tain economic independence (factory
work, clerical work, teaching, social
work, etc.), gave rise to a strong move-
ment for woman’s social emancipation.
Sex became a matter for public dis-
cussion when women entered into
public action. But confused Bohe-
mians, who did not understand at all
the nature of these material forces,
and who thought that a “liberation”
was being wrought by the strength of
an “idea,” hailed Freud as a revolu-
tionary Messiah. Thus, the popular
acceptance of Freud became possible
as the result of a broad social move-
ment, within which psychoanalysis
was a current.

Freud has attacked religion repeat-
edly, but never with any understand-
ing of religion as a social institution,
shaped by class forces. Rather, he
raises it for consideration only as an
example of how mankind is con-
demned by “human nature.”

“The whole thing is so patently infantile,

* Frederick Engels, Conditions of the Work-
ing Class in England.
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so incongruous with reality, that to one
whose attitude to humanity is friendly it is
painful to think that the great majority of
mortals will never be able to rise above this
view. of life.” *

This pessimistic paternalism is far
from deserving to be called revolution-
ary. It has been so called, but only by
those petty bourgeois “radicals” who
share Freud’s contempt and class con-
ceit. As in all of Freud’s work, his
judgment of religion is completely
non-historical. Disregarding all the
known facts about the social origins of
religious institutions, he indulges in
speculation about the frailties which
make mankind susceptible to this par-
ticular form of “neurosis,” and he
closes the door firmly (though with a
humane sigh) on every perspective of
a scientifically regulated society.

CLINICAL EFFECTIVENESS

The psychoanalytic method of treat-
ment consists of painstakingly explor-
ing the patient’s memories and dream-
fantasies, in an effort to discover and
make clear to the patient what par-
ticular “repression” was the ultimate
source of his difficulty. This procedure
has probably been more effective than
any other in the treatment of neuro-
sis. Its success is offered as a proof of
the general correctness of psychoana-
lytic theory.

It should be noted, however, that
the record of success is far from over-
whelming. Cures are rarely complete,
and they are often temporary. This
uncertainty of results has been one
reason for the rise of many offshoots
of psychoanalysis. Such a veteran an-
alyst as Karen Horney declares:

* Civilization and Its Discontents, p. 23.
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“My desire to make a critical re-evaluation
of psychoanalytical theory had its origin in a
dissatisfaction with therapeutic results. 1
found that almost every patient offered prob-
lems for which our accepted psychoanalytical
knowledge offered no means of solution, and
which therefore remained unsolved. . . . The
resistance which many psychiatrists as well
as laymen feel toward orthodox psychoanal-
ysis is due not only to emotional sources, as
is assumed, but also to the debatable char-
acter of many theories.” *

It would be misleading to assume
that psychoanalysis “must be true be-
cause it works.” Freud himself recog-
nizes that success is not necessarily
proof of scientific. validity.

“I may say that I do not think our successes
can compete with those of Lourdes. There
are so many more people who believe in the
miracles of the Blessed Virgin than in the
existence of the unconscious. But if we dis-
regard supernatural competition . . . com-
pared with other therapeutic methods, psy-
choanalysis is far and away the most pow-
erful.” ** '

It is altogether possible for the psy-
choanalytic method to be helpful in
the treatment of neurosis, even though
the theories of psychoanalysis do not
correctly state the causes. The cures
which it effects depend to a great ex-
tent on the strong emotional influence
which the analyst gains over the pa-
tient in the course of repeated inti-
mate interviews over a long period of
time. It is the hardest task of the
analyst to break this dependence.

It is not difficult to understand why
the psychoanalytic method might be
successful, even though many of its
tenets were erroneous. The process of
analysis leads the patient into detailed
examination of his relationships with

* New Ways in Psychoanalysis, p. 7{.
“* New Introductory Lectures, p. 208 f.
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other persons, particularly other mem-
bers of the same family. The recogni-
tion of hitherto unsuspected emo-
tional dependence upon, and resent-
ments toward, these individuals cre-
ates the possibility not only of recast-
ing these relationships, but also of
entering into new social relationships
with more independence. This possi-
bility exists even though the origin of
such dependence and resentment is
mistakenly explained. It would be
greater, of course, if the objective
social relations were correctly under-
stood at the same time. For this
reason, the idealistic theories of
psychoanalysis, which prevent a cor-
rect understanding of the objective re-
lations, stand in the way of a com-
pletely healthy attitude. Psychoanal-
ysis, which emphasizes that the source
of the neurotic’s difficulties is “within
himself,” does not remove his exag-
gerated subjectivism.

Insofar as psychoanalytic practice is
successful, this indicates that it em-
bodies certain correct statements of
important human relationships. The
features of psychoanalysis which are
responsible for the success that it does
attain are deserving of serious scien-
tific study. They will undoubtedly
provide important clues to a fuller
materialistic account of personality
development and its disorders than
has yet been given.

“MARXIST’ TRENDS

From time to time, in the history
of psychoanalysis, followers of Freud
have departed more or less from his
teachings to form rival movements or
little “heretic” groups. One of the
reasons for such secessions has been
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Freud’s openly reactionary position.
First of those who broke away “toward
the Left” was Alfred Adler, who be-
came something of an official psychol-
ogist to the Viennese Social-Democrats
(the Austro-Marxists).

Unlike Freud, Adler gave much at-
tention to the positive achievements
of individuals and the growth of their
capabilities. He laid special emphasis
on the effect of insecurity (the
“inferiority complex”), particularly
through the development of compen-
satory ambitions. His real contribu-
tions along these lines were drawn from
such contact as he had with the work-
ing class movement. Philosophically,
however, Adler was an idealist. The
forces he dealt with were always sub-
jective forces. This idealism fitted well
with his reformist attitude. The class
struggle did not enter as a factor in
his analyses. For him, the road to
socialism was through instilling “so-
cial feeling” through proper (Adler-
ian) education of children.

He actually believed that the pop-
ularizing of his views was capable of
“transforming the world.” In the end,
this idealist position led him into out-
right opportunism, as when he stead-
fastly opposed a strong tendency
among his German followers to come
out flatly for support of the Soviet
Union and Communism. He argued
at that time that to introduce political
issues into Individual Psychology
would narrow his following and ham-
per the development of his school.
Having once attained popularity in
bourgeois circles, his opportunism pre-
vented him from developing his sys-
tem further, along lines which would
have forced him to seek his social basis
in the working class. This, however,
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was the only way to realize the full
potentialities of his early emphasis on
the social determination of behavior.

The quite recent period has seen
the rise of a number of dissident
groups within the camp of psycho-
analysis, each of which points to social
forces as important contributing fac-
tors in the formation of neuroses, with
a consequent loss of stress on supposed
ineradicable biological traits. The
question of insecurity, in particular,
has been brought to the fore again by
the course of economic and political
events, and it assumes special promi-
nence in the work of all the more pro-
gressive analysts.

Karen Horney’s recent books, The
Neurotic Personality of Our Time and
New Ways in Psychoanalysis, are out-
standing examples of this trend. It is
difficult to say whether Horney is still
to be regarded as a psychoanalyst. She
clings to the name, yet she attacks
each of Freud’s principal theories, and
declares that she has found them in-
adequate to cope with the problems of
her patients during her long practice
as an analyst. She renounces the entire
method of approach from “instincts,”
and points toward the need for ap-
preciating historical aspects of per-
sonality. It is clear, therefore, that the
movement of her thought is not only
away from Freud, but away from
all forms of psychoanalysis, which is
ahistorical in essence.

Such efforts to show the influence of
present-day economic and cultural in-
stitutions on our personality develop-
ment, and to modify the original
Freudian theories of parent-child rela-
tionships by showing that the form of
these relations as we know them is de-
termined partly by the competitive



FREUDISM —-PSYCHOLOGY OF A DYING CLASS

economy of our society, very plainly
reflect the growing influence of Marx-
ism, as well as an increased attention
to contemporary events.

Despite these developments, psycho-
analysis shows no signs of becoming,
even in the hands of would-be
“Marxo-Freudians,” an adequate
guide to the understanding of human
behavior. Its subject matter continues
to be solely the irrational behavior of
men (that is, behavior which they per-
form without conscious knowledge of
their own purposes), and its method
remains such that every type of be-
havior studied is sure to be reduced
to this form.

The conservative analysts invoke
“native aggression” as the explanation
for wars* and sit-down strikes, while
the “radical” analysts invoke it to ex-
plain reaction and strike-breaking.
The conservative analysts condemn
the revolutionary behavior of the
working class as irrational, by stating
that the revolt against the ruling class
is just a form of expression for the
Oedipus complex, with the rulers
serving as a symbol for the hated
father. The “radical” analysts, on the
other hand, declare that the failure of
the working class to rise in revolt is
due to the operation of irrational
factors, such as too great dependence
on the father’s authority, which pro-
vides the basis for fascism.**

* An example: “War is a spontaneous form
of mental defense, and defends mainly against
the individual destructive instincts of man.
It has had survival value, and despite all
commonsense arguments to the cnatrary, must
still retain psychological vatue.” E. Glover,
“War and Pacifism,” in Character & Personal-
ity, 1936. (Vol. 4, p. 314.)

*#* Thus the “Marxo-Freudian” Osborn, in
his Psychology of Reaction: “Millions of Ger-
man people have found in Hitler the father
for whom they have been seeking” (p. 111).
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The principal difference between
the conservatives and the “radicals” is
therefore not in their method, but
simply in the problems they select.
They both concur in the basic ideal-
istic orientation, which traces the evils
of society to the shortcomings of
“human nature.” The arguments of
one group form a perfect complement
to the arguments of the other, and
together they form a unified, and, in
the final analysis, a reactionary picture
of the world scene. However, it is not
a complete picture. The preoccupa-
tion of both groups with irrational
aspects of behavior is a limitation
which disqualifies psychoanalysis from
any claim to be a comprehensive
theory of behavior.

Psychoanalysis has been compelled
to recede from the position it once
took, of completely ignoring the
power of social forces to influence
human lives in any significant way.
But the fundamental method of
psychoanalysis makes any real recogni-
tion of social forces impossible for it.
What has taken place is not so much
a forward development of psychoanal-
ysis, to include the historical factors
which it is no longer possible to
ignore, but the effort of individual
analysts to accommodate themselves to
these factors. The trends and move-
ments within the field of psychoanal-
ysis which are associated with this pro-
cess reflect at times a considerable de-
gree of progressivism on the part of
individual analysts, but these move-
ments will be confined by the general
framework of psychoanalysis only as
long as the psychologists involved in
them remain relatively isolated from
the real struggle of the masses for
democracy, peace, and well-being.
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ATTITUDES TOWARD RATIONAL
BEHAVIOR

Both conservative and “radical”
psychoanalysts talk about the need for
rational behavior, although they are
in agreement that “man only reasons or
is reasonable under the most favorable
circumstances.” * By this they mean,
in effect, that the possibility of being
reasonable is reserved for those who
have been freed from emotional con-
flicts by the experience of an analysis.
Wittels once wrote that “while Marx-
ism foresees as certainties murder and
slaughter, psychoanalysis is a peaceful
force which has hope of overcoming
the resistance between classes if the
leaders of both classes will be ana-
lyzed.” *#*

Glover and others have more re-
cently recommended that the way to
overcome our international war crisis
is to have the leading statesmen anal-
yzed, in order to insure that their be-
havior will be rational, and not de-
termined by personal conflicts. In the
same class with such suggestions lies
the doctrine of Wilhelm Reich, that
the proletariat would be revolutionary
if it had proper sex education.

These notions only express the
analyst’s feeling of his own supreme
importance, and they must be inter-
preted along the lines of Marx’s com-
ment on ideologists in general, that
every craftsman is impressed with the
importance of his own product, in-
cluding those whose craft is law or
religion—or psychoanalysis.

Every analyst necessarily transmits
to his patient his own standard of
what rational behavior is. The ortho-

* Glover, “War and Fascism,” loc. cit., Pp- 306.
*#* Fritz Wittels, Freud and His Time, p. 324.
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dox conception, and the only one
consistent with psychoanalytic theory,
is that rational behavior means fitting
oneself docilely to the world exactly
as one finds it. The analyst tries to
convince his patient that the source of
his difficulties is primarily “within
himself.” Logically, therefore, any dis-
satisfaction with the outside world
and any effort to alter it represent ir-
rational attempts to disguise this basic
fact. This attitude toward the problem
of individual adjustment is the start-
ing point of bourgeois psychiatry, to
which its theories must therefore con-
form.

We have seen that the “radical”
analyst regards as irrational the same
conforming behavior which his con-
servative colleague endorses as ra-
tional. Often he is a sincere ally of
the working class, who has become
convinced of the truth of Marxism,
and who tries earnestly to find a sci-
entific political application for his
professional knowledge. But, because
he does not understand the funda-
mental incompatibility of Freudism
and Marxism, he tends to interpret
activity in the movement by invalid,
idealistic arguments. The coincidence
which exists at points between his
views and those of Marxism does not
mean that he has set psychoanalysis
“right side up” and thus rendered it
materialistic. As an analyst, he still
retains a subjective orientation, re-
flected in the petty bourgeois indi-
vidualistic conception that the desir-
ability of ‘“revolutionary behavior”
rests on its value as a form of “self-
expression.” This attitude leads to
minimizing of the struggle for imme-
diate objectives, and to all kinds of
Leftism, with the attendant instability.
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The fundamental healthiness and
rationality of revolutionary behavior
is not demonstrated by the subjective
method of psychoanalysis, but by ob-
jective observation of men striving
for, and attaining, conscious goals.

A DOCTRINE OF PESSIMISM

No sound theory of human beha-
vior can take its starting point, as
psychoanalysis does, in man’s frustra-
tion. The principal place must belong
to the healthy, rational aspects of
human behavior. The vision of the
psychiatrist is narrowed by the end-
less spectacle of human ineffectiveness
which his practice brings to him. He
should look, as well, at the record of
human achievement.

“The history of industry and the concrete
existence of industry which has come about
is the open book of human essential powers.
. . . A psychology for which this book, and
hence just the most sensibly present, the
most accessible part of history, is closed, can-
not become a really concrete and pregnant
science.” *

The pessimism of psychoanalysis,
which has its deepest roots in the de-
cay of our present society which can
make men blind to all the advances
of history, has no place in science.
Nor does it have any place in the
working class movement. Within this
movement, Freudism is always a
symptom of distrust of the power of
the proletariat to fulfill its historic
task, to rescue our civilization from
the forces of unreason.

In the present world situation, the
insight and forward vision necessary
for constructing a theory of man’s

* From an early manuscript of Marx, called
“Private Property and Communism,” Marx-
Engels Gesamtausgabe, Teil 1, Bd. 3, p. 121 f.
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rational and constructive behavior
can exist only on the basis of a Marx-
ist-Leninist understanding of the ad-
vance toward realization of a commu-
nist society in the Soviet Union, and
the struggles of the oppressed classes
and nationalities throughout the capi-
talist world.

PSYCHOLOGY AND DIALECTIC
MATERIALISM

Many years ago, Karl Marx and
Frederick Engels developed such a
viewpoint — dialectical materialism.
They left no extended work devoted
primarily to psychological problems.
However, at an early stage in the de-
velopment of their own thought they
found it necessary to criticize the
psychologistic arguments of their op-
ponents. Their monumental criticism,
The German Ideology, as well as other
writings of this period, contain many
hints about the path which must be
taken by a sound, scientific study of
social behavior. In much later writ-
ings,* Engels elucidated many of
these points.

The German Ideology deserves a
prominent place in the history of psy-
chology, because (written in 1846) it
contains the first call ever issued for
a psychology of action, of behavior,
to replace the sterile psychology of
“consciousness.” These passages con-
tain much that is as vital today, as
principles upon which a scientific
psychology can be based, as at the
time when they were written:

“The first premise of all human history is,
of course, the existence of living human indi-
viduals. Thus the first fact to be established
is the physical organization of these individ-

* E.g., Anti-Duehring, Origin of the Fam-
ily, Ludwig Feuerbach.
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uals and their consequent relation to the rest
of nature, . ..

“We do not set out from what men say,
imagine, conceive, nor from men as narrated,
thought of, imagined, conceived, in order to
arrivé at men in the flesh. We set out from
real, active men, and on the basis of their
real life-process we demonstrate the devel-
opment of the ideological reflexes and echoes
of this life-process. . . .

“This method of approach is not devoid
of premises. . . . Its premises are men, not in
any fantastic isolation or abstract definition,
but in their actual, empirically perceptible
process of development under definite con-
ditions. . . . .

“Where speculation ends—in real life—
there real, positive science begins; the repre-
sentation of the practical activity, of the
practical process of development of men.
Empty talk about consciousness ceases, and
real knowledge has to take its place. . . .

“But life involves before everything else
eating and drinking, a habitation, clothing
and many other things. The first historical
act is therefore the production of the means
to satisfy these needs, the production of ma-
terial life itself. . . . The first necessity there-
fore in any historical conception is to observe
this fundamental fact in all its significance
and all its implications and to accord it its
due importance. . . .

“The second point is that the satisfied ini-
tial need, the act of satisfaction and the ac-
quired instrument of satisfaction, lead to
new needs—and this creation of new needs is
the first historical act. . .. The third circum-
stance which, from the very first, enters into
historical development, is that men, who daily
remake their own life, begin to make other
men, to propagate their kind: the relation
between man and woman, parents and chil-
dren, the family.” *

Marx and Engels distinguished
clearly between two different types of
social institutions. First, there are the
necessary social relationships which
are the direct consequence of the pro-
duction-roles men occupy.

* The German Ideology, New York, Inter-
national Publishers, 1989; pp. 7, 14ff.
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“Definite individuals who are productively
active in a definite way enter into these def-
inite social aad political relations. . . . The
social structure and the state are continually
evolving out of the life-process of definite
individuals, but of individuals not as they
may appear in their own or other people’s
imaginations, but as they really are. .. .”*

Beyond these, there are the cultural
institutions which are a form of re-
flection of these primary relations,
and are therefore still ultimately de-
pendent on the production-relations,
but may vary within wide limits, so
that this ultimate foundation is often
very difficult to trace. They constitute
a “superstructure” erected on the ba-
sis of the economic structure of society.

“The fantasies in man’s brain are also
necessary sublimates of their material life-
process, which is empirically verifiable and
bound to material premises. Morality, religion,
metaphysics, all the rest of ideology and their
corresponding forms of consciousness, thus no
longer retain the semblance of independence.
. . . Life is not determined by consciousness,
but consciousness by life.” *#*

This distinction represents a his-
toric contribution to social psychol-
ogy. Much of the confusion in con-
temporary social psychology arises
from the customary failure to distin-
guish between those social class rela-
tionships which have a direct and nec-
essary connection with the economic
forms of existence, and those which
are merely their reflections, and often
survivals that are already in conflict
with new forms of economic life.

Along these lines, the science of be-
havior will move forward, dealing
with concrete men in their actual, his-
torical relationships. It will recognize

* Ibid., p. 13.
** Ibid., p. 14 f.
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no abstract “human nature,” but only
the specific human natures and hu-
man abilities which are molded in
each time and place by the concrete
circumstances under which men live.
This is the path which psychology is
taking today in the Soviet Union,
where a synthesis is being effected
which will embrace the studies in the
physiological foundations of behavior
and the Marxist-Leninist science of
society itself. There, the planned re-
construction of society presents un-
paralleled opportunities for observa-
tion of how human nature is, in fact,
being remade. As we have already
shown in our discussions above, this
task is one that can be carried for-
ward only by investigators who are
not afraid to face objective social
realities. For good reason, therefore,
we believe that the future of Ameri-
can social psychology, and therefore
of American psychology as a whole,
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rests in the hands of those who, as
scientists, will stand shoulder to
shoulder with the working class in the
struggle for preservation and exten-
sion of the people’s democratic gains,
in the basic struggle for socialism.
The power of Marxist-Leninist the-
ory in judgment of historical events
appears in every day’s newspapers, as
the brilliant correctness of the Com-
munist analysis of the world situation
is demonstrated. No earnest social
scientist can permit himself to be
frightened away by a Red scare from
serious study of the theoretical found-
ations of this analysis, as well as its
application to the present world-scene.

[This is the third and final article in
a series on Current Trends in Amer-
ican Psychology by Comrade Gley.
The other articles have appeared in
THE COMMUNIST for June and July.—
The Editors.]



THE FUNDAMENTAL DISTINCTION
BETWEEN DIALECTICS AND ECLECTICS

MATERIAL FOR STUDYING THE “HISTORY OF THE COMMUNIST
PARTY OF THE SOVIET UNION"

cLECTICISM is the trend in: phi-

losophy which endeavors to rec-
oncile diverse  philosophic systems.
The eclectic selects from various sys-
tems without scruples that which
~ seems to him to be acceptable prac-
tically, unsuccessfully attempting to
combine different elements that are
directly contrary to one another.

A clear example is provided by the
Roman writer Cicero, who artificially
combined individual principles from
different philosophical systems of his
day.

In the first half of the nineteenth
century, the bourgeois philosopher,
Victor Cousin, came forward in de-
fense of eclecticism. He asserted that
all philosophical systems contain with-
in themselves a mixture of truth and
confusion and that the full truth will
be achieved if “part of the truth con-
tained in one system is assimilated by
part of the truth contained in an-
other.”

The justification in principle of ec-
lecticism as a definite philosophic
school has been connected with few
names in philosophy and with unim-
portant ones at that. However, mani-
festations of eclecticism are to be met
with in the history of philosophy far
more frequently. In varying degrees,
we find manifestations of eclecticism

in every inconsistent philosophical
system which wavers between the two
basic positions in philosophy—mater-
ialism and idealism.

Even with that foremost thinker of
ancient times, Aristotle (384—g322 B.
C.), whose philosophy suffered from
inconsistency, we find manifestations
of eclecticism, as is shown in Aris-
totle’s vacillations between material-
ism and idealism. Lenin remarked
about Aristotle:

“Aristotle so pitifully sets God against the
materialist Leucippus and the idealist Plato.
There we see eclecticism in Aristotle.”*

A clearer example of eclecticism is
provided by the doctrine of the Ger-
man philosopher Kant (1724—1804).
The basic feature of his philosophy is
the attempt at reconciliation of mater-
ialism with idealism, a compromise
between the one and the other, the
combination in one system of hetero-
geneous, contrary, philosophic trends.

Kant’s philosophy bore a dual char-
acter. But, as Plekhanov wrote, dual-
ism is always eclectic.

In bourgeois philosophy, eclecticism
became particularly widespread in the
second half of last century in the
writings of the so-called neo-Kantians,

* Lenin, Miscellany, Vol. XII, p. 235, Rus-
sian edition.
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the followers of Kant who drove all
concessions to materialism out of his
philosophy and strove to reconcile the
materialist conclusions of science with
idealism.

An example of miserable eclecticism
is provided by the theoreticians of the
Second International (the opportunist
Bernstein and others) who strove to
unite Marxism with Kantianism, and
by the Russian degenerates of the
Bogdanov type who strove to unite
Marxism with the reactionary phil-
osophy of Mach and Avenarius.

Eclecticism goes far beyond the
bounds of philosophy as a definite
mode of thinking and behavior, and
has its social roots mainly in the petty
bourgeoisie, who occupy in the capi-
talist society a dual position. Marx, in
criticizing Proudhon and his eclec-
tical system of views, pointed out that
it was connected with Proudhon’s
petty-bourgeois point of view:

“

. the petty-bourgeois is composed of
On The One Hand and On The Other Hand.
This is so in his economic interests and
therefore in his politics, in his scientific, re-
ligious and artistic views. It is so in his
morals, in everything. He is a living con-
tradiction. If, like Proudhon, he is, in addi-
tion, a gifted man, he will soon learn to play
with his own contradictions and develop
them, according to circumstances, into strik-
ing, ostentatious, now scandalous, now bril-
liant paradoxes. Charlatanism in science and
accommodation in politics are inseparable
from such a point of view.” *

On more than one occasion, eclec-
ticism has attempted to pass itself off
as dialectics. The opportunist con-
ciliators have usually resorted to this
trick, in order to render it easy for

* “Letter to Schweitzer,” Correspondence
of Marx and Engels, p. 176. International
Publishers, New York.
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them to deceive the masses. The oppor-
tunists have attempted to justify their
so-called “theory,” which is torn by
inner contradictions, with references
to dialectics, which they deliberately
distort for these purposes.

* * *

Dialectics teaches that (1) all phe-
nomena both in nature and societyare
mutually connected and inter-act one
on the other; (2) everything in nature
and society is in constant motion,
change and development; motion is a
transition from quantitative to quali-
tative changes; the contradiction in-
herent in things and processes con-
stitutes the source of motion and de-
velopment, and the struggle between
the new and the old constitutes the in-
ner content of the process of transition
from a previous qualitative condition
to a new qualitative condition.

* * *

All these basic features of the Marx-
ist dialectical method must be taken
into account in examining the con-
trary principles of dialectics and ec-
lectics. In the light of these basic fea-
tures of dialectics, it can be clearly
seen that there is a gulf between dia-
lectics and eclectics. A definite mode
of examining things and a correspond-
ing mode of action follow from the
basic features of Marxist dialectics.

Dialectical logic demands, as Lenin
teaches, that when we study an object
we do so from all angles, that we
study all its interconnections, that we
take the object in its development and
change.

“. .. The whole of human practice must

enter into the complete ‘definition’ of the
object, both as a criterion of truth and as a
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practical determinant of the connection be-
tween the object and that which man
needs.”*

Dialectics demands that an objec
tive account be taken of the entire
concretely-given sum of conditions;
for there is no abstract truth, truth
always being concrete. Dialectics,
which regards development as taking
place through inner contradictions,
requires that the contradictions be not
glossed over, but that they be disclosed
and overcome.

Eclecticism has nothing in common
with all this. Contrary to dialectics,
the characteristic feature of eclecticism
is above all that, instead of dialectical-
ly overcoming the contradictions by
means of struggle, it preaches the rec-
onciliation of contradictions, covers
them up.

The fundamental distinction be-
tween dialectics and eclecticism can be
clearly illustrated from the example
of the development of the Bolshevik
Party in contrast to the development
of the Social-Democratic parties in the
West. Comrade Stalin, in disclosing
the lack of principle and the rotten-
ness of the parties of the Second Inter-
national, shows that their policy is an
opportunist one, a policy of the “half-
way” line on questions of principle.
Comrade Stalin once wrote:

“How do the Social-Democratic parties in
the West now live and develop? Do they have
contradictions, disagreements on principle
within their parties? Of course they do. Do
they expose these contradictions and at-
tempt to overcome them honestly and open-
ly before the party membership? No, of
course they do not. The practice of Social-
Democracy consists in their covering up, hid-

¢ V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. XXVI,
PP- 134-35, Russian edition.
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ing these contradictions and disagree-

ments.” *

Contrary to this unprincipled policy
of the withering and degenerating
parties of the Second International,
the Bolshevik Party has always con-
ducted a policy based on principle,
has always overcome inner-party con-
tradictions by means of struggle.

“The entire past of our Party,” says Com-
rade Stalin, “is confirmation of the thesis
that the history of our Party is one of over-
coming inner-Party contradictions and of the
steadfast consolidation of our party’s ranks
on the basis of this overcoming of contradic-
tions.” **

The overcoming of inner-Party con-
tradictions by means of struggle is the
law of the development of the Bol-
shevik Party. Dialectics teaches adher-
ence to principle, while eclectics means
lack of principle. Eclectics attempts to
pass itself off as dialectics in that it
endeavors in a mechanical and un-
principled manner to link together
heterogeneous, contradictory elements.
The world is the division of the whole
into contrary parts, the unity of fight-
ing opposites. But this unity of op-
posites in a phenomenon is internal
and indissoluble, so that without one
of the opposite sides, the phenomenon
itself is impossible. Comrade Stalin,
in disclosing the dialectics of N.E.P.
(New Economic Policy) pointed out
that N.E.P. had two indissoluble sides:
the first side was directed against the
regime of War Communism, and had
as its object to ensure a certain free-
dom of trade; the second side was

*]. V. Stalin, About the Opposition,
. 440, Russian edition.
¥ Ibid.
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directed against complete freedom of
trade and had as its purpose to en-
sure the regulating role of the State
on the market. “Destroy one of these
sides,” said Comrade Stalin, “and N.E.
P. disappears.” (Leninism, Vol. II, p.
132.) Here we see a clear example
of the dialectical unity of opposites.
On the other hand, the eclectical
“unification” of opposites is a mechan-
ical, fortuitous unification that does
not follow from the nature of the
thing, a unification that is directly
contrary to this nature.

Lenin, when speaking of the anti-
thesis between dialectics and eclectics,
pointed out that the unification of op-
posites, when applied objectively, is
equal to dialectics, whereas if applied
subjectively it is equal to eclectics and
spohistics.

The eclectic, being a person without
principles, agrees with both the one
and the other side, takes a bit from
one of the contending parties, and a
bit from the other, mechanically sticks
these bits together, and attempts to
pass them off as something “new.”
Marx, Engels, Lenin, and Stalin, on
more than one occasion, exposed this
deception practiced by eclectics, which
passes itself off as a sort of “third”
force. Marx, in exposing the eclectics
of Proudhon, who took a bit from
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the economists and a bit from the So-
cialists, wrote:

“He agrees with them both. . . . -Mr
Proudhon accordingly flatters himself that
he has made a criticism both of political
economy and of communism—he stands far
below both. . . . He wants to soar as the
man of science above the bourgeoisie and the
proletariat; he remains nothing but the
petty-bourgeois perpetually tossed about be-
tween capital and labor, between political
economy and communism.” ¥

The history of thought and the his-
tory of the class struggle show that ec-
lectics has always only served to cover-
up and mask reaction and counter-
revolution. Lenin exposed Judas-
Trotsky, who with the aid of “Left”
phrases masked his treacherous na-
ture. Lenin exposed the degenerates
and double-dealers of the type of Bog-
danov and other empirio-critics who
boasted of their new “ism” which,
they alleged, stood above materialism
and idealism, but in actual fact was
only masked clericalism. Lenin ex-
posed the traitor Bukharin, who,
while bringing forward an eclectical
dish in the shape of a so-called “buf-
fer” (the trade union discussion of
1921), was in actual fact a loyal hound
serving Trotsky in the struggle against
Lenin, against the Bolsheviks.

* “Letter to Schweitzer,” Correspondence
of Marx and Engels, pp. 172-173.
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PEACE OR WAR?

(Manifesto of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party. of Great
Britain to the British people)

Daily Worker, London, October 47, 1939

N THE coming days fateful decisions

- will be taken which will determine
the issue of life or death for millions.

The anger of the people is rising
against the reactionary statesmen, the
Chamberlains, Simons and Hoares,
who involved us in this war by the
help they gave to fascism and by their
refusal of a peace front with the so-
cialist Soviet Union.

The anger of the people is rising
against the reactionaries and profit-
eers, who are using this war to fill
their pockets and plunder the people.

The anger of the people is rising
against the enemies of democracy, who
now parade as champions of democ-
racy against fascism and clamor for
the continuance of the war for their
reactionary aims.

The Communist Party, which has
always stood in the forefront of the
struggle for peace and against fas-
cism, declares:

The continuance of this war is not
in the interests of the people of Brit-
ain, France or Germany.

End this war before it has brought
death and destruction upon millions
and millions of people, before the
flower of our youth is slaughtered.

* * *

The truth about this war must be

told. This war is not a war for de-
mocracy against fascism. It is not a
war for the liberties of small nations.
It is not a war for the defense of
peace against aggression.

These phrases on the lips of the
enemies of democracy, the Chamber-
lains and the Churchills, the Daladiers
and Bonnets, the oppressors of the
colonial peoples, are hypocrisy and
deception of the people.

The British and French ruling
class are seeking to use the anti-fas-
cist sentiments of the people for their
own imperialist aims. By their deeds
they have shown that they do not
stand for democracy against fascism.
If they did, they would have stood by
democracy in Spain and Czechoslo-
vakia. If they did, the British ruling
class would have granted the demand
of India for democracy.

By their deeds the British and
French ruling class have shown that
they do not stand for the defense of
peace against aggression. If they did
they would have agreed to the peace
front, which would have prevented
this war.

The responsibility for the present
imperialist war lies equally on all the
warring powers. ‘

This war is a fight between impe-
rialist powers over profits, colonies
and world domination.

This war will bring only great suf-
fering and boundless misery to mil-
lions of working class homes.

* * *
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It is a piece of colossal humbug and
hypocrisy of Chamberlain to pose as
the man who will “overthrow Hit-
lerism.” Chamberlain and the Brit-
ish reactionaries helped to create Hit-
ler fascism.

So long as they hoped that Hitler’s
aggression would be directed against
the Soviet Union, against democracy
and socialism, they helped Hitler.
- They financed Hitler. They armed
Hitler. They assisted him to strangle
the small nations. They cleared the
path for his aggression.

There is nothing the British and
French ruling class would fear more
than the defeat of reaction in Ger-
many. They fear the triumph of the
German people. When they speak of
the “overthrow of Hitlerism,” they
mean the setting up of some other
kind of reactionary government which
will be their servant and carry out
their anti-Soviet aims.

The British people will not allow
themselves to be used as the tool of
Chamberlain’s reactionary aims.

The struggle of the British people
against the Chamberlains and Church-
ls is the best help to the struggle of
the Germans against Hitler.

* * *

When Chamberlain speaks of con-
tinuing the war for the purpose of the
“restoration of Poland,” he means the
re-establishment of the semi-fascist
regime of Colonel Beck and General
Sikorski, of the landlords and mili-
tarists, to oppress the Polish workers
and peasants and the national minor-
ities.

Whilst the British and French work-
ers have deep fraternal sympathy for
all the sections of the Polish people
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now suffering under the jackboot of
the brutal Nazi invaders they will not
allow themselves to be used as the in-
struments of Chamberlain’s and Da-
ladier’s reactionary aims.

The British workers will condemn
the despicable action of Chamberlain
in giving public guarantees to Po-
land which he had no intention of
fulfilling.

Chamberlain hoped that an easy
Nazi victory in Poland would lead to
Germany and the Soviet Union em-
broiling themselves in war.

Instead the Red Army marched and
Soviet power advanced.

All this was accomplished without
conflict between Germany and Russia.
Hitler had no other choice but to
agree.

The Soviet Union, which has
brought peace and liberation to
the peoples of Western Byelo-Russia
and Western Ukraine, has thereby
strengthened the conditions for the
future liberation of the workers and
peasants of Western Poland.

The British and French workers
will never be parties in helping Cham-
berlain and Sikorski to shackle anew
the semi-fascist regime of the Polish
landlords and militarists on the Po-
lish people.

Only the socialist state, the Soviet
Union, in this war crisis has taken
action on behalf of the peoples and of
peace.

The Soviet Union has kept the one
hundred and seventy millions of its
population out of this imperialist war.
The Soviet Union has worked for
peace in Eastern Europe and is now
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consolidating that peace by its
strength and initiative.

The Soviet Union is now exerting
its influence to promote peace in
Western Europe.

The conclusion of peace under
these conditions is in the interests of
all the peoples of Europe.

The Soviet Union is leading the
world fight for peace.

Let a peace conference of the pow-
ers be called immediately.

* * *

Nazi aggression has been checked
and limited by the power of the So-
viet Union and today the Nazi leader
is suing for peace. It is the ruling
class of Britain and France who
demand the continuation of the war.
The workers of the world need peace
and the opportunity is now before
them to stop the bloodshed and to
clear the way for the advance of the
peoples.

If the workers of Britain, if all
democrats fight the Chamberlains and
Churchills and elect 'a new govern-
ment which will carry on peace ne-
gotiations in the interests of the peo-
ple and in cooperation with the So-
viet Union, it will be possible to lay
the basis for a peace that will bind
the warmongers of all countries and
strengthen democracy everywhere.

The people must take a hand. The
immediate issue is the cessation of
hostilities and the calling of a peace
conference.

Stop the war! The people must en-
force the terms of a lasting peace.

* * *

The millionaire rulers of Britain
and France are using this war to de-
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liver heavy blows against their own
peoples.

In France they have suppressed the
French Communist Party, the major-
ity party of the French working class
and the leader of the fight through
all these years for democracy and
against fascism.

In this country the employers have
launched a sweeping attack on the
workers’ standards and conditions.

Chamberlain’s war budget means
the robbery of the masses in the in-
terests of the profiteers. Rising prices
are accompanied by soaring profits.
Wages have been cut in many indus-
tries and nowhere keep pace with the
steep rise in food prices. Hours and
overtime have been heavily increased;
mass dismissals are taking place. Laws
attacking democratic rights have been
hurried through Parliament.

And this has happened in the
course of the first month of the war,
and if not resisted now the capitalists
will go to new lengths in order to
further enrich themselves at the ex-
pense of the workers and their fam-
ilies, and to strengthen still more their
dictatorial powers over the lives of the
people.

The workers must organize resis-
tance to this combined attack of the
employers and the government.

The leaders of the Labor Party and
trade union movement have sided
fully with the government of Cham-
berlain and Churchill and are at-
tempting to get the whole working
class movement to support their im-
perialist war aims.

This policy, if not challenged, will
disorganize the labor movement and
render it defenseless in the face of
the attacks of the employers and the
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government and will hand over
enormous numbers of young people
to become cannon fodder in an un-
just war.

The workers must offer the greatest
resistance to these attacks.

Success will come if in the factories
and in the localities unity in action
of all sections of the working class
movement is brought about.

The Communist Party, which has
always striven to bring about the
unity of the working class forces, de-
clares that the British workers have
already paid a heavy penalty for the
absence of unity. Let it never be for-
gotten that this unity was prevented
by those very leaders who have now
united themselves with the Chamber-
lains and Churchills. The Commu-
nist Party will direct its full energies
to the encouragement and organiza-
tion of united action for the demands
of the workers.

The Communist Party calls upon
the members of the Labor Party, ac-
tive trade unionists and shop stew-
ards, and all those genuinely pre-
pared to fight now for peace and the
interests of the people against the
reactionary Chamberlain government
to join with it in a great effort to
bring about a renewal of the inde-
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pendence and militant struggle of the
working class movement.

The Communist Party calls upon
the workers to unite their ranks and
to lead the people of Britain forward
in the fight for the following de-
mands:

Immediate measures against the
profiteers to bring down prices.

For immediate increases in wages,
pensions and unemployment benefits
to meet the rise in cost of living.

For the restriction of hours and
overtime in accordance with existing
trade union agreements.

Stop the mass dismissals.

Hands off democratic rights and so-
cial services.

For the immediate granting of In-
dia’s claim to self-determination and
the extension of democratic rights to
all colonial people. :

Down._ with the Chamberlain gov-
ernment.

For the formation of a new govern-
ment which will carry out these de-
mands, begin peace negotiations and
represent the interests of the people
against the armament kings and plun-
dering millionaires.

Banish the specter of war and open
the road towards a new, free socialist
life.
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