
We propose that the regular 1940 session o f the Congress of the United States shall enact emergency
legislation to put into immediate effect the follow ing:

1. Appropriation of $10,000,000,000 to provide, at once, jobs on housing and other public works projects
for unemployed workers.

2. Amendment of the Wages and Hours Act to provide throughout private industry and public works a 
maximum work week o f 30 hours and a minimum weekly pay of 30 dollars.

3. 30 dollar weekly old age and disability pensions.
4. Appropriation of $3,000,000,000 to guarantee either maintenance at school or jobs for all youth.
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WORKERS! BEWARE THE CLAMOR FOR WAR!
W est Coast 
Sailors A sk  
Increases

TWO-A-WEEK APPEAL ON WAY!
On A p r i l 7 the  S oc ia lis t W orke rs  P a r ty  convention ins truc ted  

the N a tio n a l C om m ittee  to  resume pub lica tion  o f the' T W O -A - 
W E E K  A P P E A L  w ith in  s ix ty  days. T h a t means the deadline fo r  
chang ing the  A P P E A L  back to  a tw ice -w eek ly  is June 7.

Teamsters 
Help Akron  
Strikers

Extension o f  C onflict Sharpens 
D anger; W ar Mongers Grow B o lder
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ <s>

The convention delegates did m ore than decree. They also 
pledged a hea lthy  slice o f the  necessary money. Pledges taken 
a t the  convention am ounted to  $4,130— w ith  m any delegates 
p rom is ing  th a t the te n ta tiv e  quotas they set would be raised to  a 
h ighe r figu re  when they re tu rn  to  th e ir  branches. Some branches 
have no t y e t set any quota. In  a w ord, the  prospect is  th a t we 
w i l l  get the  am ount needed over the  $-4,130 a lready pledged.

L i t t le  m oney could be expected th is  week, fo r  m ost o f the  
delegates are s t i l l  on the  w ay home. Even so, however, we have 
received on the  pledges a to ta l o f $445. T h a t’s a fine  beg inn ing !

L e t ’s hear fro m  every branch th is  com ing w eek! A nd  fro m  
ou r readers and sym path izers— you ’re expected to  jo in  in  the 
launch ing  o f the  new Tw o-a -W eck A P P E A L  too !

Power Workers W in  
All-Union Shop

Twin Cities Electrical Locals Victors 
In Northern States Power Co. Poll

Behind the Lines
ISSUE OF DUTCH EAST INDIES W ILL 

SOON BECOME SOURCE OF WAR DANGER
—  B y  GEORGE S T E R N  ~

S.U.P. Demands New 
Adjustment to War 
Conditions

S A N  F R A N C IS C O , A p r i l  12— 
The Sailo rs U n ion o f the P acific  
served a f irm  demand fo r  wage 
increases on the P ac ific -A m erican  
Shipowners Association th is  week.

O f in te re s t to  a ll unions in  
the  c o u n try  are the  reasons 
c ited  by th is  m il ita n t  un ion fo r  
pressing its  demands: the  h igh 
er l iv in g  costs resu ltin g  fro m  
the w a r and the w a r-tim e  p ro 
f its  o f th e  shipowners.

In  its  le tte r  to  the shipowners, 
published in  the un ion ’s weekly, 
W est Coast Sailors, ou t today, 
the  S.U.P. says:

M eanw hile  the rates fo r  c a rry 
in g  fre ig h t by A m erican  ships 
have soared sky  h igh. We know, 
by da ily  reports  in the n a tio n ’s 
press, and by fo llo w in g  the M e r
chants' Exchange, th a t the sh ip
owners are a t the present tim e 
co in ing  money hand-over-fis t, due 
to  the increased fre ig h t  rates.

“ We have also signed agree
m ents w ith  o ther A m erican  sh ip
owners in  the trans-P ac ific  and 
A u s tra lia n  run, pay ing  12.50 m ore 
jeer, m onth, and 15 cents m ore per 
todtir overtim e,"TH aff y o u t Asso
c ia tion  pays ou r sailors.

“ We have also several agree
m ents w ith  A m erican  shipowners, 
whose ships are engaged in  an 
in te r-coas ta l run, pay ing  A. B. 
seamen $85 per m on th  and $1.10 
an hour ove rtim e as aga inst you r 
ships pay ing  A . B. seamen $72.50 
per m onth  and 70 cents per hour 
overtim e.

“ These agreem ents are signed 
by the shipowners v o lu n ta r ily  
over the ne go tia tin g  tab le, w ith 
ou t any s tr ik e  ac tio n  by ou r o r
ganization . W e feel th a t  w h a t is 
good fo r  one A m erican  ship oper
a to r should be good fo r  another 
op e ra ting  in  the same trade.

In  o ther words, we ca ll upon 
you_ to  raise the wages equal to 
A m erican  ship opera to rs ru n n in g  
ships in  the same ru n  in  com
p e titio n  w ith  y o u r ships. W e know  
th a t you can w e ll a ffo rd  to  pay 
h ighe r wages due to  the  fa c t th a t 
you are m ak ing  la rge  p ro fits  fro m  
increased fre ig h t rates and sho rt
age o f A m erican  tonnage.

"O u r o rg an iza tio n  demands th a t 
you m eet w ith  us to  negotia te  the 
question o f a raise in  pay and 
ove rtim e  fo r  sa ilo rs .”

M IN N E A P O L IS , A p r i l  12— The 
a ll-un ion  shop, covering a ll em
ployes o f His 'N o rthe rn  S tates 
Power Company, was won by the 
T w in  C ities  locals o f the  In te rn a 
t io n a l B ro therhood o f E le c tr ica l 
W orkers, in  a ba llo t here T hurs
day.

Em ployes covered by the  ju r is 
d ic tion  o f M inneapo lis  Loca l 160 
voted 865 fo r  the union shop, and 
174 against. Those covered by St. 
Paul Local 110 voted 623 in  fa vo r 
and <68 opposed.

The union had prepared to  
s tr ik e  fo r  the  un ion shop. The
s tr ik e  was averted when the 
power com pany signed a s tip u la 
tion  p ro v id ing  th a t the  un ion shop 
would become p a r t  o f the con tra c t 
i f  a m a jo r ity  o f the employes 
voted fo r  it .

Sm others Com pany T a lk

The com pany has some tim e  
ago said i t  w ould s ign a clause 
in  the con tra c t on ly  i f  75 per cent 
o f its  employes voted fo r  it .  The 
actua l vote showed 83 per cent 
fa v o rin g  i t  in  the M inneapo lis  
ju r is d ic tio n  and 90 per cent in

St. Paul. A ll  the union needed, 
however, accord ing to the s tip u 
la tion , was a m a jo r ity .

In  un ion circles, before the vote 
was taken, i t  was a sure th in g  
th a t the un ion w ou ld  w in . The 
ba llo t was m ere ly  a face-saving 
device fo r  the  com pany to  back 
down in face o f the s tr ik e  th rea t.

Union S trengthened

The b a llo tin g  v ic to ry  pu ts the 
union in  a s trong  position in  the 
nego tia tions now to  take  place 
fo r  a b lanke t wage increase o f 5 
cents an hour and o th e r issues. 
U nder the s tip u la tio n  the compa
ny m ust now s ign a single con
t ra c t  covering the en tire  ju r is d ic 
tion  area o f bo th locals, p u ttin g  
an end to any a ttem p ts  to  p lay 
one local aga inst the other.

The v ic to ry  o f the un ion m ay 
be considered the  la te s t step in  
cashing in  on its  successful s tr ik e  
o f F eb rua ry , 1937, when in  a m il i-  
tan tly -conducted  o f f e n s i v e  i t  
b ro ug h t the com pany to its  knees 
in  five days. In  the succeeding 
three years the locals have shown 
th a t they  have reta ined the m il i
ta n t s p ir it  o f those s t ir r in g  days.

Rubber Strike Focus 
For CIO-AFL Unity 
Campaign

A K R O N  Ohio, A p r i l  14— Two 
m illio n  pounds o f crude rubber 
are jam m ed up in  the warehouses 
here as General D rive rs  Union, 
Local 348, A F L , refuse to  go 
th rough  the p icke t line  o f 1,400 
C IO  rubber w o rkers  on s tr ik e  a t 
the  General T ire  and Rubber.

T h is  is the f irs t  im p o rta n t s tr ik e  
in  A k ro n ’s rubber fac to ries  since 
the  m il ita n t  s tr ik e  s trugg les o f 
tw o  years ago. I t  was called by 
Local 9, U n ited  Rubber W orkers  
o f A m erica, CIO, A p r i l 10, in 
answer to  the em ployers’ con
s ta n t ch ise ling  on pay rates, re
fusa l to  ad ju s t grievances, in 
some cases fo r  as long as eleven 
m onths, and a tte m p t to  in troduce 
the 40 hour week (8-hour 5 day 
week) in  place o f the p re va ilin g  
36 hour week (6 ho u r - 6 day 
w eek), a t a tim e  when a lm ost 
h a lf o f A k ro n ’s rubber w orkers  
are unemployed.

A F L , C IO  U n ited

Im m ed ia te ly  a fte r  the s tr ik e  
vote was taken on la te  Wednes
day, a lthough  no scabs were in 
side, the s tr ik e rs  began to  p icke t 
h r f r o n t  of- th e  fa c to ry ’s m a in  
gate in  dem onstra tion  o f th e ir  
de te rm ina tion  in  th is  s trugg le . 
O n ly superv isory  and m a in te 
nance forces, by perm ission o f 
the union, are inside the p lan t.

M any progressive A F L  locals 
in  the area have a lready come to 
the assistance o f the s tr ik in g  
C IO  rubber w orkers. They are 
a id in g  w ith  the technica l fa c il i
ties o f th e ir  unions, the se ttin g  
up o f a s tr ik e  com m issary, and 
p ro v id in g  pickets.

H e rbe rt D. Dawson, U R W A  in 
te rna tion a l representative , stated 
th a t the In te rn a tio n a l E xecu tive  
Board w il l  approve the s tr ik e  a t 
once.

N o t a s ingle p roduction  w o rk e r 
rem ains in  the  p lan t, as the com
pany w ith  w a r orders recently  
received finds its  p roduction  a t a 
com plete s tan ds till.

The leadership o f the s tr ik e  
has expressed its  in te n tio n  to  
s tay  ou t u n t il a com plete se ttle 
m en t is accomplished, a ll g r ie v 
ances settled  and the com pany’s 
v io la tio ns  o f the con tra c t halted.

The German occupation o f 
D enm ark b ro ug h t the  question 
o f Greenland fo rw a rd  as a fa c t
o r o f no sm a ll im portance 
m ak in g  fo r  the  invo lvem ent o f 
the  U . S. in  the European w ar. 

N ow  the threatened extension 
o f the w a r to  H o lla nd  is ra is ing  
— even before the event—  the 
issue o f the fab u lo us ly  w e a lth y  
D u tch  E as t Indies, the g re a t o il 
and rubber produc ing  arch ipelago 
w h ich  abuts the southeastern end 
o f the A s ia tic  con tinent, ly in g  
close to  B r it is h  M alaya, F rench 
Indo-China, and the U . S. pos
session, the P hilippines.

On A p r i l 15 Japanese F ore ign 
M in is te r H achro  A r i ta  an
nounced in  effect th a t Japan 
would to le ra te  no change in the 
s ta tus  o f the D u tch  E ast Ind ies 
except th e ir  conversion in to  the  
Japanese E ast Indies. In  veiled 
but unm is takab le  language he 
warned Japan’s r iv a ls  to  keep 
“ hands o ff”  these islands, and 
the whole Japanese press took  
up the  chorus.

C W hen G erm any took D enm ark, 
■Great B r ita in  s im p ly  seized the 
N o rth  A t la n t ic  and announced a 
“ p ro te c to ra te ”  over Iceland. The 
k n o ttie r  question o f G reenland 
has been le ft  in  abeyance because 
o f the t ic k lis h  question o f U . S. 
in te rven tion  in  the m a tte r. (P res
iden t Roosevelt wasted no tim e 
in  suddenly g e ttin g  w o rried  about 
the food supplies o f G reenland’s 
in h a b ita n ts !)

B u t the case o f the D u tch  E ast 
Ind ies is a l i t t le  d iffe ren t. There 
is no nava l force a t present in  
F a r E as te rn  w a te rs  w h ich  can, 
a t the present m om ent, prevent 
Japanese seizure o f the a rch ipe
lago. L a s t year the B r it is h  and 
F rench F a r E as te rn  fleets held 
extensive m aneuvers in  those w a 
ters.

A t  th a t tim e  the s ig n ifica n t 
presence on the  scene o f an 
A m erican  cru ise r was made the 
occasion fo r  w idespread reports  
th a t the  U . S. N a vy  was a c tu 
a lly  expected to  p lay  the ro le  o f 
policem an in  th is  v ita l sector 
o f in te r- im p e ria lis t s tra te g y  
when the  o the r Powers became 
invo lved in w a r in  Europe. T h is

was h o tly  denied a t the  tim e  
b u t the  tim e  is d ra w in g  near 
when hands are go ing to  be 
called.

N e ith e r B r ita in  n o r U n ited  
S tates im peria lism  can easily a l
low  the Japanese to  ga in  posses
sion o f these islands. In  the one 
case, i t  would place B r it is h  In d ia  
d ire c tly  under Japanese guns. In  
the o ther case i t  w ou ld  provide 
Japan w ith  vas t resources in  oil, 
rubber, etc. w h ich  w ou ld  trem en
dously enhance Japan's m il ita ry  
and naval s treng th .

B r ita in , ce rta in ly , is  no t go
in g  to  be able to  enforce any 
“ p ro te c to ra te ”  over the  Ind ies 
in  case H o lland  is swallowed by 
G erm any unless the  U. S. N a vy  
— r ig h t  now m aneuvering  over 
thousands o f m iles o f the  P aci
fic— is ready to  p lay  a  m a jo r 
ro le  in  m ak in g  i t  effective. The 
degree o f th is  readiness o f the 
U. S. w i l l  de term ine the Japa
nese s tra teg y . Japan used the 
la s t w a r o f the powers to  make 
a grab fo r  sections o f China. 
I t  w i l l  do likew ise  th is  tim e, 
except th a t  now W a ll S tree t 
im p e ria lism  stands fa r  readier 
to  res is t the  fu r th e r  expansion 
o f its  Nipponese r iva l.

In  th is  s itua tion , in v o lv in g  
the fa tes o f m illio ns  o f people 
on the o ther side o f the w orld , 
the th re a t o f A m erican  im p e ri
a lis t in te rve n tio n  in to  the w a r 
comes dangerously close.

IM P O R T A N T  N O T IC E

A ll  m a il and paym ents fo r  
subscrip tions, bundle orders 
o r o th e r accounts fo r  the  
New In te rn a tio n a l o r  Social
is t Appea l m ust be sent to 
the fo llo w in g  address on ly : 

G EORGE C L A R K E  
N E W  IN T E R N A T IO N A L  

S O C IA L IS T  A P P E A L  
116 U n iv e rs ity  Place 

N ew  Y o rk  C ity  

We cannot guarantee th a t 
m a il o r m oney sent to  any 
o ther address w ill be received 
by ou r publications..

' A n ti-T ru s t' Cam paign Designed to B reak Back o f U nionism
On M arch  29 the  m orn ing  papers reported the  in d ic tm e n t, un 

der the  Sherm an A n ti-T ru s t A c t, o f Loca l No. 3,’ In te rn a tio n a l 
B rotherhood o f E le c tr ica l W orkers , and its  officers. In  s tr ik in g  a t 
th is  N ew  Y o rk  union, the  D e pa rtm en t o f Justice  was assau lting  
the  b iggest and m ost im p o rta n t loca l in  the b u ild in g  trades unions 
o f the coun try , one w h ich  is ju s t ly  fam ous among w o rke rs  fo r  
having pioneered in  estab lish ing the  30-hour week as a p ra c tica l 
so lu tion  fo r  unem ploym ent.

The fo llo w in g  speech, ab ly  defending n o t on ly  Loca l 3 b u t the 
e n tire  labo r m ovem ent aga inst the un ion-busting  drive , was de
live red  by a representa tive  o f th a t  un ion on M arch  29— the same 
day the in d ic tm e n ts  were announced— to  a m eeting o f th e  A m e r
ican Labor A id  a t the C u ltu ra l Center, 125 W est 33 St., New 
Y o rk . The A m erican  Labor A id , in  ad d ition  to  its  w o rk  o f de
fend ing a ll labor cases b ro ug h t to  i t  and its  a id  to  a n ti-fa sc is t 
refugees, is now cam paign ing to  aw aken the labo r pub lic  to  the 
dangers inhe ren t in the  “ tru s t-b u s tin g ”  cam paign d irected aga inst 
the  unions— E d ito r. <S>

B y H . H . B R O A C H  
E duca tiona l D ire c to r

Loca l No. 3, I.B .E .W .
T hurm an  A rn o ld ’s Crusade: Is  

i t  tru s t-b u s tin g  o r un ion-busting  ? 
He is A ss is tan t U.S. A tto rn e y  
General in  charge o f the A n t i-  
T ru s t D iv is ion  o f the D epartm ent 
o f Justice. Before th is  he was a 
la w  professor a t Yale. A nd  he 
w ro te  a book— “ The F o lk lo re  of 
C ap ita lism .”  He w ro te  ' about 
trus ts . H is  book, i t  is claim ed, 
landed h im  his present position.

In  h is book M r. A rn o ld  said: 
“ T ru s t  bu s tin g  . . . made 

Theodore Roosevelt a  g re a t 
man. . . . Theodore Roosevelt 
never accom plished an y th in g  
w ith  his t ru s t  busting . . . . The

crusade was no t a p ra c tica l 
one. . .

“ M en lik e  Senator Borah 
founded p o lit ic a l careers on 
the  continuance o f such c ru 
sades, w h ich  were e n tire ly  fu 
t i le  b u t enorm ously p ic tu r
esque, and w h ich  paid b ig  d iv i
dends in  te rm s o f personal 
prestige . . . .”

Theodore Roosevelt had five a t
torneys to  help h im . M r. A rn o ld  
has 196— and h is crusade includes 
labo r unions and th e ir  officia ls. 
He says “ the C layton  A c t  ex
em pts le g it im a te  labo r a c tiv itie s  
fro m  the a n t i- tru s t law s.”  So his 
pos ition  is based on w h a t he says 
are n o t le g it im a te  ac tiv itie s . He

calls these “ unreasonable re- 
tra in ts  o f trade .”

M r. A rno ld  f ir s t  says w h a t is 
le g itim a te  o r unreasonable. He 
f irs t  decides who should be prose
cuted. Then the courts  take  th e ir  
tu rn  a t saying w h a t is unreason
able. B u t we know  th is  word un
reasonable has m any m eanings to 
d iffe re n t people.

I t  was no t unreasonable to  a 
few  judges to  ru le  th a t the  U.S. 
Steel Company, the U n ited  Shoe 
Company and o th e r huge con
cerns are “ reasonable”  trus ts .

B u t i t  was unreasonable to  
some judges fo r  un ion men to  ob
je c t to in s ta llin g  m a te ria l p ro 
duced in  o th e r states by non-un
ion men a t low er wages. T h is  was 
a “ conspiracy in  re s tra in t o f 
trade .”  I t  was unreasonable fo r  
labo r even to  t r y  to  con tro l the 
price o f the on ly  com m odity  i t  has 
to sell— labo r lives. I t  o ften  be
comes “ unreasonable re s tra in t of 
trade ”  when la bo r in te rfe res  w ith  
the "p ro fits  o f those who buy la 
bor lives” !

F IV E  F O R M U LA S  FO R  
P E R S E C U T IN G  U N IO N S

M r. A rn o ld  prosecutes unions 
and th e ir  offic ia ls  under the 50- 
yea r old a n t i- tru s t la w  fo r  five 
types o f “ unreasonable re s tra in t”  
w h ich  he made pub lic  Nov. 20, 
1939. These "re s tra in ts ”  reca ll

w h a t Clarence D a rrow , the g re a t 
c rim in a l a tto rney , once said:

“ The (em ployers) opposition 
is  no t now so m uch d irected 
aga inst the  union as aga inst 
eve ry th in g  i t  does. M ost people 
are w illin g  th a t w orkm en sha ll 
be organized, provided they do 
no th in g  bu t pass reso lutions 
and pay dues.”

L e t us exam ine M r. A rn o ld ’s 
five types:
1. “ Unreasonable re s tra in ts  . 

to  preven t the  use o f cheap
er m a te ria l, im proved equip
m ent, o r m ore e ffic ien t m e th 
ods.”

W ell, in  the e lec trica l fie ld 
there is a N a tion a l Board o f F ire  
U n de rw rite rs . I t  determ ines the 
risk . I t  fixes the insurance rates. 
I t  decides w h a t m a te ria l is safe 
or unsafe. Inspectors pass on the 
m ate ria ls . The union and its  o ff i
cia ls have no th ing  to  say about 
the cheapness o r q u a lity  of m a
teria ls .

B u t unions m ay be in terested 
because a p roduc t is made by 
non-union w o rke rs— perhaps by 
con v ic t labo r o r ch ild  labo r— and 
w h ich  threa tens to  displace un ion 
w orkers. A nd  w h a t is w ro ng  w ith  
th is?  Supreme C ourt Justices 
Brandeis, Holm es and C larke 
said:

“ M ay no t a ll w ith  a  common 
in te res t jo in  in  re fus ing  to  ex-

pend th e ir  labo r upon a rtic les  
whose ve ry  p roduction  consti
tu tes  an a tta c k  upon th e ir  
standards o f l iv in g  and the in 
s t itu t io n  w h ich  they are con
vinced supports  I t  ( th e  a t 
ta ck ) ?”  (D up lex P r in t in g  case) 

However, sta tes are cons tan tly  
exc lud ing com petitive  products 
fro m  o th e r states. One m id -w est 
s ta te  even requires outsiders to  
pu t a red co lo ring  in  m ilk  when
sending i t  in to  the state. N a tu ra l
ly  people w on ’t  buy red m ilk —
and th is  k il ls  com petition . B u t 
th is  is not an "unreasonable re 
s tra in t o f trade .”  W hen union 
w o rkers  say, “ B uy ou r la bo r so 
we m ay ea t; we ge t l i t t le  w o rk ; 
p ro te c t ou r wages and liv in g  
standards,”  th a t is  an "unreason
able re s tra in t.”  Then they are 
c r im in a lly  ind icted, as were the 
E le c tr ica l W orke rs ’ U n ion  No. 3 
and its  officials.

M r. A rn o ld 's  p ro h ib it io n  o f in 
te r fe r in g  w ith  "im proved  equip
m en t o r  m ore e ffic ien t m ethods” 
b rings up the whole question o f 
la bo r-des troy ing  devices and m a
chines. N o sensible person w ants  
to stop progress. W orke rs  sim ply, 
w a n t to  live  and to  share in  w h a t 
is called progress.

Consider th is : Today the B e ll 
Telephone System  em ploys about 
20% less employees than  in  1930. 
Y e t i t  has m ore telephone sta-

tions in  use— m ore average d a ily  
ca lls— and g re a te r p ro fits . H e n ry  
Epste in, N ew  Y o rk  S ta te  S o lic ito r 
General, had th is  to say:

“ In  the  period o f 1929-35, 
abou t 185,000 w o rke rs  were d is
missed by th a t  co rpora tion  . . . 
despite m aintenance o f the  fa 
mous $9 dividends, o f $52,000,- 
000 increased dividend pay
ments, 185,000 w o rke rs  were 
discharged. E ffic iency, m echan
ica l im provem ents, etc., a ll con
tr ib u te d . . . .

“ Take  . . . the  re la tive  social 
de fic it in  the  de s titu tio n  o f 185,- 
000 fa m ilie s  as aga ins t the so
c ia l value o f im proved gadgets 
and the cash div idends to  a 
few . . . .”  (L e tte r  to  N . Y . 
T im es, Nov. 26, 1939)

The A ppe lla te  D iv is io n  o f the 
New  Y o rk  S tate Supreme C ourt 
recen tly  noted th a t em ployers do 
not use the la te s t im provem ents 
when these w ou ld  destroy th e ir  
investm ents. T h is  c o u rt held th a t 
unions are no t required to  subm it 
to  “ the d isadvantages w h ich  flow  
fro m  the  in tro d u c tio n  o f such im 
provem ents.”  The c o u rt said:

“ To p reven t unem ploym ent is 
a  le g it im a te  la bo r ob jective. . . . 
T h is  r lg h t f should be en title d  to  
the  same 'p ro te c tion  as is  the  
r ig h t  o f an em ployer to  use m a
ch ine ry  fo r  the purpose o f m ak- 

(C ontinued on Page 4)

Government, Press, Movies, Radio,
Are Attempting to Work Up W ar Hysteria; 
New Armaments Ordered

One by one helpless sm all sta tes caugh t between r iv a l colos
sal powers are being sucked in to  the  s la ug h te r o f the  Second 
Im p e ria lis t W orld  W ar.

One by one the rem a in ing  p o w e rfu l non-be llige ren ts arc  be ing 
d raw n  closer to  the p o in t o f d ire c t arm ed in te rve n tio n  on one 
side o r the  other.

T h is  goes especially fo r  the U n ited  States, where the spread 
o f the w a r  to  Scandinavia has g iven a trem endous im pulse to  
the cam paign o f propaganda fa v o rin g  A m erican  in te rven tion .

A l l  the danger s igna ls are up ! M ovies, press, rad io  are ham 
m ering  aw ay day a f te r  day a t the  resistance o f the A m e rica n  
people to any invo lvem en t in  the bloody holocaust.

The New  Y o rk  H e ra ld  T ribu ne  on A p r i l 14 made no bones 
abou t i t :

“ The U n ited  S tates obviously  m ust face the  po ss ib ility  
th a t I t  m ay find  its e lf  forced to  jo in  in  the  f ra y  as the  on ly  
w ay in  w h ich  i t  can p ro te c t its  own in te rests .”

A s  Raym ond C lapper po in ted o u t in  the N ew  Y o rk  W orld  
T e legram  tw o  days la te r, i t  is on ly  a step fro m  th is  to  say ing : 
'The U n ited  S tates m ust jo in  in  the  f ra y  in  o rd e r to  p ro te c t its  

own in te rests .”
C lapper pred ic ts  th a t the fresh  s ta r t  made by the  A m erican  

w a r-m akers  fo llo w in g  the Scandinavian developm ents “ w i l l  g row  
bold and come o u t fu l l  force in  a c ry  .fo r  go ing  to  w a r in  Europe .”  
O f course, C lapper, the “ iso la tio n is t,”  deplores th is — b u t on ly  be
cause he favo rs  the U.S. go ing  to  w a r, no t in  Europe, b u t in  
the F a r  E as t!

War In Year, Says Roosevelt Spokesman
Jay  F ra n k lin , co lum n is t fo r  the  New  Y o rk  Post, w ho o ften 

fun c tions  as an uno ffic ia l jo u rn a lis tic  spokesman fo r  the Roose
v e lt ad m in is tra tio n , w ro te  on A p r i l 15:

“ Irrespe c tive  o f w h ich  p a r ty  w ins the election, i t  is  the  
v iew  o f A m e rica n  m il ita ry  experts th a t  th is  c o u n try  w i l l  en
te r  the  w a r w ith in  a  yea r. . . (T hey) are m ore convinced 
tha n  ever th a t  U.S. p a rtic ip a tio n  is  inev itab le .”

P resident Roosevelt came o u t on A p r i l  13 w ith  a s ta tem ent 
denouncing the invasion o f N o rw a y  and D e nm a rk  in  a m anner 
w h ich  le f t  the whole press free  to po in t o u t th a t  o f course he 
m eant on ly  G erm any. He fo llow ed up a fe w  days la te r  w ith  a 
speech before the  govern ing  board o f the P an -A m erican  U n ion 
in  w h ich  he b lu n tly  declared th a t th is  hem isphere m us t be made 
ready “ to  m eet fo rce  w ith  force.”

“ O rde r”  in  the W estern  hemisphere, Roosevelt said, "w as no t 
won by hys te rica l ou tcries o r v io le n t m ovem ent o f troops. W e 
did no t stam p ou t nations, cap ture  governm ents o r up roo t in 
nocent people. . . .”

How American Bosses Got "O rder"
The “ o rd e r”  Roosevelt is  speaking abou t is the “ o rd e r”  o f 

U.S. im p e ria lis t dom ina tion  o f the  tw o  continents. I t  has been 
b u ilt, such as i t  is, th ro u g h  m ore than  a q u a rte r cen tu ry  o f 
“ hys te rica l ou tc ries ”  and “ v io le n t m ovem ent o f troop s”  accom
pany ing  the  unhys te rica l b u t no less dead ly pene tra tion  o f the 
U.S. do lla r. Cuba, M exico, H a it i,  Panama, N icaragua , have s u f
fered U.S. m il i ta ry  in te rv e n tio n  a t one tim e  o r another.

There is scarce ly a s ing le  c o u n try  in  a ll L a t in  A m erica  w h ich  
has n o t experienced, th rou gh  backdoor methods, a rm in g  o f phony 
revo lts , financ ing  o f oppositions, the “ cap ture  o f governm ents”  
m ore fr ie n d ly  to  the incurs ions o f d o lla r  im p e ria lism !

Roosevelt aga in  p roc la im ed A m erican  suze ra in ty  over the 
whole hemisphere. He said he prayed th a t i t  w ou ld  n o t be 
necessary to  do m ore tha n  keep w a r aw ay fro m  th is  hem isphere, 
“ bu t,”  he added, “ should i t  be necessary to  do m ore tha n  th a t, I  
am  convinced we should be successful.”

Roosevelt and the  W a r Deal are, indeed, p re p a rin g  to  do 
“ m ore than  th a t.”  The extension o f the w a r in  E urope  has been 
p u t to  use to  cram  down acceptance o f ano the r $650,000,000 ad
d itio n a l to the a lready g ig a n tic  nava l budget. A d m ira ls  are 
paraded before a Senate com m ittee  to  ho ld up the spector o f an 
A llie d  defeat. Newspapers are fille d  w ith  " re p o rts ”  o f secret 
Japanese nava l b u ild in g  b r in g in g  the nava l s tre n g th  o f th a t 
c o u n try  up to  and beyond the nava l s tre n g th  o f U.S. im peria lism .

The “ preparedness”  cam paign w h ich  paved the  w ay fo r  the 
e n try  o f the U.S. in to  the  la s t w a r has a lready been fa r  exceeded 
in  the present period. Roosevelt says: “ I  p ra y  to God, bu t. . . 
T h a t’s a  b ig  bu t. I t ’s a b u t on w h ich  hangs the  lives o f m illio ns  o f 

• ou r you th. I t ’s a b u t w h ich  should serve, as a loud w a rn in g  to  
the w o rke rs  o f the whole coun try .

This Is Not Our W ar!
L a s t tim e  we were to ld  i t  was to  m ake the w o rld  safe fo r  

democracy. I t  led a f te r  the  huge s la ug h te r and sacrifice to  the 
rise o f H i t le r  and M usso lin i and the des truc tion  o f the few  sm all 
dem ocra tic r ig h ts  enjoyed by  the peoples o f the  w o rld , and thence 
d ire c tly  to  a new w o rld  w a r am ong the im p e ria lis t gangsters fo r  
the  re -d iv is ion  o f the  w o rld 's  spoils. T h a t ’s w h a t th is  w a r is. A l l  
the  rest, abou t dem ocracy and c iv iliz a tio n , is the same baloney 
th a t was handed o u t in  1917.

There w i l l  be no rea l dem ocracy fo r  the peoples, no rea l op
p o r tu n ity  to  bu ild  up a r ic h  and f r u i t f u l  c iv iliz a tio n  on a w o rld  
scale u n t il we p u t an end to  the system  th a t  breeds these w a rs— 
the  c a p ita lis t system  its e lf. '

W e’re n o t go ing  to achieve th a t  end by le tt in g  ourselves be 
bamboozled aga in  in to  de fend ing one band o f the c a p ita lis t 
gangsters (the  A llie s ) ag a ins t ano the r (G erm any). C on tinua tion  
o f the c a p ita lis t w a r w i l l  lead to  the e x tin c tio n  in  a l l  lands o f 
the few  rem a in ing  libe rtie s  enjoyed by the w o rke rs  and the  peo
ple as a whole. I t  w i l l  lead to  a n ig h tm a re  o f m u tu a l de s tru c tion  
in  w h ich  g re a t to ta lita r ia n  camps w i l l  p i t  th e ir  s tre n g th  aga inst 
each o th e r and preserve th a t s tre n g th  by b ru ta liz in g  the peoples 
o f a ll nations.

The w a y  o u t is  no t to  be dragged in to  the  w a r o f the boss 
powers.

The w a y  o u t is to  f ig h t  the  rea l w a r o f the  w orkers , the w a r 
fo r  the  soc ia lis t revo lu tion , the  w a r  fo r  the  des truc tion  o f cap i
ta lism , the  on ly  w a r th a t  w i l l  re a lly  end a ll w a rs  by de s tro y in g  
the  c a p ita lis t system  th a t  m akes fo r  w a r. I t  is  in  th is  w a r th a t  we 
ca ll upon the A m erican  w o rke rs  to  en lis t!
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R esolu tion Adopted by S ocialist W orkers P a rty  C onvention
_ _ . . _  . .  ❖  ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Convention Held April 5 - 9  Reaffirms Policy 
O f Unconditional Defense of the Soviet Union

1. The Second W orld  W ar, now in  its  opening stages, is an im 
p e r ia lis t w a r fo r  the re-d iv is ion  o f the  earth . T h is  estim ate  o f the 
cha rac te r o f the w a r has been elaborated in  the g reatest de ta il by 
our in te rn a tio n a l m ovem ent over a  period o f ten years, and has 
been verified  by a ll the events since the actua l ou tbreak o f the 
w ar. Am ong tile  te rr ito r ie s  the im p e ria lis t powers covet is the 
te r r ito ry  o f the U.S.S.R., the one-s ix th  o f the w o rld  fro m  w h ich  
c a p ita lis t en terprise has been excluded since November, 1917. 
They would like  to smash the Soviet s ta te ’s m onopoly o f fo re ign  
trade, w h ich  fo r  tw e n ty -tw o  years has prevented im p e ria lis t f in 
ance, in d u s try  and trade fro m  com peting  aga inst Soviet en te r
prise w ith in  the Soviet U n ion ; to make availab le  to  the c a p ita lis t 
w o rld  th is  fie ld  fo r  cap ita l investm en t and its  r ic h  g rana ries  and 
raw  m a te ria ls  on te rm s d id ta ted by the ca p ita lis ts ; in  short, to 
reduce the Soviet U n ion to  a colon ia l o r sem i-colonia l status.

“ E ve ry  big w ar, irrespective  o f its  in it ia l m otives, m ust pose 
square ly the question o f m il ita ry  In te rve n tion  aga ins t the  U.S.S.R. 
in o rder to  transfuse fresh blood in to  the sc le ro tic  veins o f cap i
ta lism .’’ In  these words, our in te rn a tio n a l theses, “ W a r and the 
F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l’ ’ (1934), sounded a w a rn in g  to the revo lu 
t io n a ry  w o rkers  to  foresee th is  inescapable re su lt o f the con tra 
d ic tion  between the U.S.S.R. and the im p e ria lis t states and to be 
on guard. These words are m ore than ever true  today.

2. The im p e ria lis ts ’ response to  the F inn ish  events s tr ik in g ly  
con firm s the p red ic tion  and w a rn in g  o f our thesis. The Second 
W orld  W a r included am ong its  fro n ts  fro m  the f irs t  a rab id  ideo
log ica l cam paign aga inst the Soviet U n ion. U nde r the p re te x t 
provided by the F inn ish  events, th is  ideolog ica l w a r aga inst the 
U.S.S.R. im m ed ia te ly  reached a scope and in te n s ity  surpassing 
a n y th in g  since the actua l im p e ria lis t in te rven tion  in  the f irs t  
years o f the revo lu tion . In  actua l fa c t the w a r aga inst the Soviet 
U n ion a t th a t po in t a lready passed the ideolog ica l stage (Roose
v e lt ’s c red its  to F in land, H oover’s fun d -ra is ing  com m ittee, rev iva l 
o f the League o f N a tions as center o f the an ti-S ov ie t drive, A m e r
ican, B r it is h  and I ta lia n  arm s and planes to  M annerheim , e tc.). 
P ow erfu l sections o f the ru lin g  class in  a ll im p e ria lis t countries 
endeavor to com prom ise the differences between B r ita in  and G er
m any in  o rder to  un ite  them  aga inst the Soviet Union. Even w ith 
ou t th is , however, as ind ica ted by th e ir  reaction to the F inn ish  
events, the "d em ocra tic ”  im p e ria lis ts  m ay sh o rtly  go over to  a 
d irec t and fu ll-fledged  w a r aga inst the Soviet Union.

3. T ha t the Second W orld  W ar took the fo rm  i t  d id  in  its  
in it ia l stages— the im p e ria lis ts  tu rn in g  upon each o ther before 
go ing on to  seek the  destruction  o f the  S oviet U n ion— was en
visaged by ou r theses, “ W a r and the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l.’ ’ A s a
resu lt o f S ta lin ’s rea c tion a ry  fo re ign  po licy  and the defeats im 
posed upon the w o rke rs  by the C om inte rn , im p e ria lis t fea rs  o f 
revo lu tion  te m p o ra rily  abated; under S ta lin  the Soviet U n ion 
appeared in  the w o rld  arena as an a u x ilia ry  to one im p e ria lis t 
cam p o r the other. Nevertheless the fundam enta l an tagonism  be
tween the im p e ria lis t w o rld  and the Soviet U n ion remained, basic
a lly  fa r  deeper than the antagonism s am ong the im p e ria lis t pow
ers. S ta lin ’s a tte m p t to take advantage o f the w a r to  s treng then  
his m ilita ry -s tra te g ic a l position  in  the U kra ine  and the B a ltic  
ga lvanized the im p e ria lis ts  in to  a new h igh  stage o f w a r-p rep a ra 
tions and be llige ren t acts aga inst the Soviet Union. S ta lin ’s con
tinued  “ n e u tra lity ”  was desired by the dem ocra tic im p e ria lis ts  
on ly  on cond ition  th a t he m ake no a ttem p ts  to s treng then h im se lf 
aga inst the eventual im p e ria lis t assault on the Soviet Union.

They Serve the Soviet's Enemies
4. A  d ire c t falsehood, and a d irec t service to  the dem ocra tic 

im p e ria lis ts , is  the  a tte m p t to  cha racterize  the  Soviet U n ion and 
Fasc is t G erm any as id en tica l k inds  o f sta tes ( “ red and brow n 
fascism ,”  “ red and brow n im p e ria lism ,”  e tc .). These am algam s 
are employed by the im p e ria lis ts  and th e ir  lackeys in  a tte m p tin g  
to render m ore p lausib le th e ir  cha uv in is t ju s tific a tio n  o f the w a r 
as a “ w a r o f dem ocracy aga inst fascism .”  To characterize the 
Soviet U n ion  in  such term s represents a y ie ld ing  to  the pressure 
o f the dem ocra tic  im peria lis ts . T h is  is dem onstrated by the fa c t 
th a t the cen tris ts  in  thè la bo r m ovem ent (S oc ia lis t P a rty  o f 
N o rm an Thomas, Lovesoneites, etc.) found i t  b u t a step fro m  
the em ploym ent o f these cha racte riza tions to  o u tr ig h t dem ocra t
ic p a trio tis m  in  support o f the F inn ish  bourgeoisie and its  im 
p e ria lis t backers.

5. The w a r o f the im p e ria lis ts  aga ins t the  Soviet Union is 
enorm ously fa c ilita te d  by the Soviet bureaucracy and Its  outer 
apparatus, the  C om inte rn . In  d ire c t con tra s t to the revo lu tiona ry  
pub lic  d ip lom acy o f Len in  and T ro tsky , the K re m lin  clique wages 
its  secret d ip lom acy w ith o u t exp lanation  to e ith e r the Soviet o r 
the w o rld  p ro le ta r ia t; thus each new move o f the K re m lin  in  the 
w o rld  arena arouses the da rkes t suspicions and weakens the 
lo y a lty  to  the Soviet U n ion  o f even the m ost advanced w orkers. 
The repulsive cha racte r o f S ta lin is t propaganda fo r  the defense of 
the  Soviet U n ion— id e n tify in g  the defense o f the U.S.S.R. w ith  
acceptance o f S ta lin is t po licy  in  a ll spheres— engenders in m any 
w o rke rs  the re jec tion  o f both. S ta lin is t propaganda on beha lf o f 
the N az i-S ov ie t a lliance undoubtedly drives sections o f the pro le
ta r ia n  vanguard, ou traged by S ta lin ’s cyn ica l be traya l, in to  a 
sub jective a ttitu d e  o f antagonism  to the Soviet U n ion in  order to 
safeguard th e ir  de fea tis t a tt itu d e  tow ard  N azi G erm any. Th is 
sub jective a tt itu d e  is today one o f the m ost pow erfu l levers in the 
hands o f the soc ia l-pa trio ts . In  these various w ays the K re m lin  
adds its  w e ig h t to th a t o f the dem ocra tic  im p e ria lis ts  in  c rea ting  
enormous pressure upon the revo lu tiona ry  vanguard  to abandon 
the concept o f the defense o f the Soviet U n ion  aga inst the cap i
ta lis t  w orld .

6. I t  is under the fo rego ing  cond itions th a t the S ocia lis t W o rk 
ers P a r ty  is con fron ted  w ith  the task  o f re -s ta tln g  its  a tt itu d e  
tow a rd  the S oviet U n ion  today. The conditions under w h ich  we 
undertake  our task  m ay be summed up succ inc tly : O V E R 
W H E L M IN G  P R ESS U R E TO A B A N D O N  T H E  S O V IE T  U N IO N . 
A ll tendencies to  regard  the Soviet U n ion  as a lo s t cause, to  cross 
i t  o ff and say there  is no th in g  le ft  o f the conquests o f the g re a t 
revo lu tion  w o rth y  o f defense, s ig n ify  a c a p itu la tio n  to  th is  pres
sure. The revo lu tiona ry  q u a lity  o f ou r p a rty , and its  capac ity  to 
stand up in  the w a r crisis, is tested a t th is  po in t, above all, by its  
a b ili ty  to w ith s ta n d  th is  pressure o f the c a p ita lis t w o rld  and re 
m ain  fa ith fu l to  the defense o f the Soviet Union.

STAND ON USSR IS A KEY TO 
WHOLE PROGRAM OF A PARTY

A n  analysis o f the S oviet U n ion constitu tes in e v ita b ly  m ore 
than an academic task ; a M a rx is t analysis is a t the same tim e  a 
p ro g ra m m a tic  decla ra tion  on the basic questions o f the  p ro le ta r
ian revo lu tion . The in te rp re ta tio n  o f the h is to ry  o f the classical 
bourgeois revo lu tion , the F rench Revolu tion , has been fo r  150 
years the ba ttleg round  o f contend ing bourgeois and p e tty -b o u r
geois (and la te r also the p ro le ta ria n ) camps. I t  is likew ise  w ith  
the un fo ld ing  o f the f ir s t  successful p ro le ta ria n  revo lu tion .

W ho made the Russian R evo lu tion?  W h y  was i t  successful? 
W hy  d id  the w o rk in g  class surrender its  power to  a priv ileged  
bureaucracy, and under w h a t conditions w i l l  i t  re trieve  its  pow
er?  Should the Soviet U n ion  be defended? W h a t is the re la tio n  
between Bolshevism  and S ta lin ism ?  Is  the U.S.S.R. a w o rke rs ’ 
s ta te  even though degenerated? Is  i t  an asset o r a l ia b i l i ty  to 
the in te rn a tio n a l w o rk in g  class? The answer to these and re 
la ted questions is also the answerer's p rog ram  fo r  the w o rk in g  
class in  his ow n coun try . I t  is  especia lly im p o rta n t to  po in t ou t 
th is  fa c t today in  the  dem ocra tic  countries, where under pressure 
o f the im p e ria lis t w ar-m ongers, e rs tw h ile  “ frie n d s ”  o f the Soviet 
U n ion  have revised th e ir  v iew s in  c o n fo rm ity  w ith  those held by 
bourgeois democracy, y e t a tte m p t to  pa lm  o ff th e ir  v iews as 
“ re v o lu tio n a ry ”  (Lovestoneites, S oc ia lis t P a rty , Independent L a 
bor P a r ty  o f Eng land, e tc .). Abandonm ent o f the revo lu tiona ry  
M a rx is t estim ate  o f the Soviet U n ion  and its  course is m ere ly  a 
p re lim in a ry  to — where i t  is no t sim ultaneous w ith — abandonm ent

o f a revo lu tio n a ry  a tt itu d e  aga inst the bourgeoisie o f one’6 “ ow n”  
country .

The Nature of the Soviet State
7. The Soviet sta te  was founded in  Novem ber, 1917 upon the 

theory  o f M a rx ism  and by means o f the s tra te g y  and tac tics  of 
p ro le ta ria n  revo lu tion  flow ing  fro m  th a t theory. M a rx is t theory  
was conclusively v ind ica ted  by the  O ctober R evolution. The revo
lu tio n  trans fo rm ed  p riva te  p ro p e rty  in to  s ta te  p rope rty , the 
necessary fo rm  o f economy fo r  the tra n s itio n  fro m  cap ita lism  to 
socialism . C ontro l o f th is  p ro pe rty  was exercised by the w o rk in g  
class th rou gh  the Soviets (w o rke rs ’ councils elected on the basis 
o f occupational rep resenta tion), the fa c to ry  com m ittees, the a rm y  
com m ittees, the trade  unions and the re v o lu tio n a ry  pa rty . T h is  
Soviet dem ocracy constitu ted  the d ic ta to rsh ip  o f the p ro le ta r ia t 
sketched by M arx , exercised uncom prom is ing ly  aga inst the bour
geoisie, bo th na tiona l and in te rna tiona l, and aga inst a ll irrecon
c ilab le  enemies o f the w o rke rs ’ state. I t  was the broadest and 
m ost genuine dem ocracy w h ich  has ever existed.

Nevertheless, i t  was denounced fro m  the f irs t  by  cu rre n ts  in 
the labor m ovem ent (Second In te rn a tio n a l, In te rn a tio n a l Federa
tio n  o f T rade Unions, anarch ists, “ pure and s im p le" trade  un ion
ists, e tc .) who were pa rtisans o f o th e r m ethods— a t bottom , bour
geois-dem ocratic m ethods— of so lv ing  h u m a n ity ’s problems. In  
th e ir  m a te ria l and ideolog ica l w a r aga inst the Soviet Union, they 
pointed to  con trad ic tions between the model o f the w o rke rs ’ s ta te  
as sketched by M a rx  and Lenin, and the re a lity . No one, however, 
was m ore c r it ic a l than  Lenin, and m ore observant than  he, in 
p o in tin g  ou t the gaps between ideal and re a lity . Since Len in 's  
death, those who carried  on the L e n in is t tra d itio n , the B o lshevik- 
Len in is ts— now the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l—continued to sub ject 
the Soviet U n ion  to  the m ost tho roughgo ing  c r it ic a l analysis. A l l  
va lid  c r it ic is m  o f the S oviet U n ion— the sc ien tific  exp lanation  o f 
the developing gap between the Le n in is t ideal and the harsh 
re a lity — is the achievem ent o f the B o lshevik-Len in is ts .

A m ong the im m edia te  fac to rs  w h ich  in tervened between ideal 
and re a lity  were the  vast destruction  and expending o f the re 
sources o f the cou n try  b ro ug h t by the im p e ria lis t w a r fro m  1914- 
1917, the des truc tion  accom panying the c iv il w a r and the im per
ia lis t  in te rven tion  o f the whole c a p ita lis t w o rld  in  the ensuing 
years, and the necessary em ergency measures to  com bat these 
conditions w h ich  the Soviet s tate had to  take. These were not, 
however, the decisive fa c to rs  w h ich  in tervened between ideal and 
re a lity  and w h ich  transfo rm ed the Soviet dem ocracy o f 1917 in to  
S ta lin ’s to ta lita r ia n  reg im e o f 1939.

8. The ideal o f the Soviet sta te  sketched by M a rx  and elabo
ra ted  by Len in  was an ideal fo r  an in te rn a tio n a l w o rke rs ’ regime. 
O n ly  on a w o rld  scale, on the basis o f the m a te ria l and technolog
ica l resources o f a t least the advanced countries could the Soviet 
s ta te  be b u ilt  and endure along the lines o f the model ou tlined by 
M a rx  and Lenin.

The Soviet U n ion w i l l  perish unless the revo lu tion  is success
fu l ly  extended to  one o r m ore advanced countries, said Lenin. 
T rue enough, he expected the w re ck ing  o f the Soviet state, ra th e r 
tha n  its  degeneration; to  p u t i t  m ore co rre c tly , he did no t sha rp ly  
d iffe re n tia te  between these tw o  possib ilities. The tw o  are not, 
however, con tra d ic to ry . D egeneration m ust inescapably end a t a 
ce rta in  stage in  dow n fa ll.

The Degeneration of the Soviet State
9. The degeneration o f the  S oviet s ta te  is p a r t o f the price 

pa id by the  S oviet and w o rld  p ro le ta r ia t fo r  the  fa ilu re  to  spread 
the  revo lu tio n  in to  W estern Europe. The resp on s ib ility  fo r  th is  
process o f degeneration rests f ir s t  o f a ll upon the social-democ
racy  w h ich  collabora ted w ith  the c a p ita lis t w o rld  in  crush ing  the 
post-w ar revo lu tions in  W estern Europe. The c la im  elaborated 
by  the social dem ocracy and its  bourgeois allies, th a t the degen
era te bureaucracy o f the Soviet U n ion  is the log ica l o u tg ro w th  
o f the B o lshevik  doctrines o f Len in  and T ro tsky , is a con tem pt
ib le a tte m p t to  ju s t i fy  the coun te r-re vo lu tion a ry  role o f social 
democracy. The B o lshev ik-Len in is ts , the L e f t  Opposition, fou gh t 
the degeneration a t every step. I f  S ta lin ism  trium phed over the 
p ro le ta rian  core o f the p a r ty  i t  was on ly  because S ta lin ism  
adapted Its e lf to, and li te ra lly  became the too l of, the im p e ria lis t 
w orld .

10. The pressure o f c a p ita lis t encirc lem ent upon an isolated 
w o rke rs ’ s ta te  was p a r tic u la r ly  m a lig n a n t in backw ard Russia. 
The backw ard economy w h ich  the Soviet U n ion inhe rited  fro m  
the C za ris t E m p ire  has been deprived o f free access to the ad
vanced technology o f the W estern  w o rld  by the h o s t ility  o f the 
c a p ita lis t w orld . T h a t, in  sp ite  o f th is , Soviet economy was able 
to m u lt ip ly  its  o u tp u t by ra tio s  o f acce leration unprecedented in  
h is to ry , testifies to  the su p e rio r ity  o f s ta te  p ro pe rty  over the 
anarchy o f p r iva te  p rope rty . B u t i t  could not, ou t o f no th in g  as 
i t  were, o u ts tr ip  the ra te  o f p ro d u c tiv ity  o f advanced technology 
elsewhere. I t  rem ains behind the c a p ita lis t w o rld  by  the decisive 
c r ite r io n  o f p ro d u c tiv ity  per m an hour. A nd  in  th is  fa c t lie the 
roots o f the Soviet bureaucracy.

11. W here goods are scarce and th e ir  con tro l and consum ption 
constitu tes a priv ilege , i t  is  inev itab le  that, a  d is tin c tio n  w i l l  arise 
between p riv ileged  and unpriv ileged . In  the Soviet U n ion th is  took 
place when the sca rc ity  o f consumers’ goods and the un iversa l 
s trugg le  to ob ta in  them  generated w ith in  the sta te a policem an 
(the  bureaucracy) who a rroga ted to h im se lf the fun c tio n  o f d is
tr ib u tio n . H os tile  pressure fro m  w ith o u t imposed on the policeman 
the ro le o f "defender”  o f the coun try , endow ing h im  w ith  national 
a u th o r ity  under cover o f w h ich  he was doubly able to p lunder the 
coun try . T h is  policeman, the S ta lin is t bureaucracy, d iffe rs  fro m  
o th e r labo r bureaucracies— such as the Second In te rn a tio n a l, 
w h ich  are generated by a s im ila r  process o f economic scarc ity , 
bu t one a r t if ic ia lly  imposed by c a p ita lis t p ro pe rty  re la tions upon 
the advanced countries— in  the g re a te r power i t  w ie lds; fo r  w h ile  
the la bo r bureaucracies in  c a p ita lis t countries ru le  the w orkers  
w ith  b ru ta l disdain, they are themselves serv ito rs  o f the ru lin g  
class and its  s ta te , whereas the S ta lin is t bureaucracy its e lf pos
sesses the sta te  apparatus in  the Soviet Union. The S ta lin is t 
bureaucracy, in short, d iffe rs  fro m  the o rd in a ry  labo r bureaucracy 
in  th a t i t  is  the bureaucracy w h ich  rules over a labo r m ovem ent 
w h ich  destroyed its  c a p ita lis t class in  1917. B u t the destruction  
o f the Russian c a p ita lis t class did no t free the Soviet U n ion  fro m  
the pressure o f w o rld  im peria lism . A s the conservative urge to 
m a in ta in  p riv ileges gained under an economy o f sca rc ity  in  a 
c a p ita lis t c o u n try  m otiva tes a labo r bureaucracy to  serve its  
"o w n ”  ru lin g  class, so the a n x ie ty  to  conserve p riv ileges under 
the economy o f sca rc ity  imposed upon the Soviet U n ion  by 
ca p ita lis t encirc lem ent has led the S ta lin is t bureaucracy in to  the 
service o f the dom inant ru lin g  class in te rn a tio n a lly — w o rld  im 
pe ria lism . W here the labor bureaucracy in  a c a p ita lis t coun try  
serves its  “ ow n”  ru le rs  as long  as the la t te r  a llow  i t  to  re ta in  its  
s ta tus quo (and the “ enem y”  im p e ria lis t ru le rs  when its  “ ow n” 
ru l in g  class dispenses w ith  its  services in  fa v o r o f the Fascist 
bureaucracy— as the G erm an social democracy, fo r  instance, now 
serves G erm any’s enemies), the K re m lin  serves now one, now 
ano the r group o f im p e ria lis t powers, depending upon w h ich  bloc 
can be tte r assure i t  o f re ta in in g  its  s ta tus quo in  the Soviet 
U n ion.

STILL A WORKERS' STATE
12. Despit« the  depredations o f the  S ta lin is t bureaucracy, the 

S oviet U n ion rem ains a w o rke rs ’ sta te . M ore accu ra te ly , i t  is  a 
degenerated w o rke rs ’ s ta te , hav ing  been stripped o f m any o f the 
cha rac te ris tics  i t  possessed under Le n in ’s governm ent: above a ll 
s tripped o f Soviet and p a r ty  dem ocracy and o f Le n in is t in te r 
n a tio n a lis t p o licy .* The Soviet U n ion re ta ins, however, its  class 
cha rac te r— lik e  the trade  unions plundered by the labo r bureau
crats, reduced to  se rv ito rs  o f the bosses bu t s t i l l  rem a in ing  in

fundam enta l an tagonism  to  cap ita lism . Despite a ll the inroads of 
the S ta lin is t bureaucracy, the ch ie f conquest o f the ove rtu rn  
achieved by the O ctober R evo lu tion  in the rea lm  o f economy re 
m ains: sta te  prope rty . So long as the nationalized p ro p e rty  is no t 
overtu rned o r seized by the im p e ria lis t powers, the Soviet Un ion 
rem ains a w o rke rs ’ state, degenerated though i t  is.

13. The S ta lin is t bureaucracy represents m ere ly  a  tem po ra ry  
m a lig n a n t g ro w th . The conditions fo r  its  tr iu m p h — the back
wardness o f the cou n try  and the Im p e ria lis t env ironm en t— bear a 
tem porary  and tra n s itio n a l character, and w ill disappear w ith  
the v ic to ry  o f the w o rld  revo lu tion .

O nly postponem ent o f th e  w o rld  revo lu tion  nourishes the  
bureaucracy. I t  feeds on the defeats o f the w o rld  w o rk in g  class.
I t  m a in ta ins  its  a rb it ra ry  ru le  on ly  because the Soviet masses 
have no t been awakened by revo lu tion  w ith o u t. I t  p lays no inde
pendent role in  production. I t  serves no need o f production. On the 
con tra ry , bureaucra tism  has become the w o rs t b rake on the 
technica l and c u ltu ra l developm ent o f the Soviet U n ion. T h is  was 
veiled fo r  a ce rta in  tim e  by the fa c t th a t Soviet economy was 
occupied fo r  tw o  decades w ith  tra n s p la n tin g  and a ss im ila ting  
the technology and o rgan iza tion  o f p roduction  in  advanced cap i
ta lis t  countries. B u t the h igher the economy rose, the m ore com
plex its  requirem ents became, a ll the m ore unbearable became 
the obstacle of the bureaucracy. The con s tan tly  sharpening con
tra d ic tio n  between them  leads to u n in te rrup te d  p o lit ic a l convul
sions. The exp lana tion  fo r  th is  is to be found prec ise ly  in  the 
fa c t  th a t the bureaucracy is no t the bearer o f a  new system o f 
economy pecu lia r to its e lf and im possib le w ith o u t itse lf, b u t is a 
pa ras itic  g ro w th  on a w o rke rs ' state. The m onstrous purges in 
the U.S.S.R. te s t ify  to  the fa c t th a t Soviet society tends o rgan ic
a lly  tow a rd  e jection o f the bureaucracy. The S ta lin  reg im e is a 
regim e o f perm anent crisis. B y  the sweep and m onstrous fraud u - 
lence o f his purge, S ta lin  tes tifies  to  no th in g  else b u t the in 
capac ity  o f the  bureaucracy to tra n s fo rm  its e lf  in to  a stable 
ru lin g  class.

14. The p r im a ry  danger o f the  end o f th e  S oviet U n ion  as a 
w o rke rs ' s ta te  and its  tra n s fo rm a tio n  in to  a  c a p ita lis t s ta te  
comes fro m  im p e ria lis t in te rven tion . The im p e ria lis t invaders w ill 
find  a llies w ith in — there is g ro w in g  w ith in  the bureaucracy a 
w in g  w h ich  realizes th a t the bu reaucra tic  caste can insure its  
positions o f p riv ile ge  on ly  th rou gh  re jec tion  o f na tiona liza tion , 
co llec tiv iza tio n  and the m onopoly o f fo re ig n  trade, rep lac ing  
them  w ith  “ W estern c iv iliz a tio n ,"  i.e.— cap ita lism . T h is  section o f 
the bureaucracy seeks, as its  w ay  ou t o f the con flic t w h ich  rages 
between the needs o f the nationa lized economy and the bureau
c racy ’s o rgan ic in cap ac ity  to  m anage it ,  a place as a com pradore 
bourgeoisie in  the service o f the im p e ria lis t powers.

The Foreign Policy of the Stalinist 
Bureaucracy in the War

15. L ik e  the fo re ign  po licy  o f a ll regimes, the  fo re ign  po licy  o f 
the S ta lin is t bureaucracy Is a  con tinu a tio n  o f its  in te rn a l po licy.
The bureaucracy has los t a ll fa ith  in  the crea tive  capac ity  o f the 
masses whom  i t  plunders. I t  has established a system  o f ru lin g  
w ith o u t any con tro l fro m  below. Thus i t  has c rys ta llized  beyond 
re fo rm  a po litica l reg im e w h ich  w ould be fa ta l ly  d is rup ted by an 
aw aken ing o f the masses. These in te rn a l cha rac te ris tics  o f the 
bureaucracy en ter in to  its  fo re ign  po licy. The in te rests  o f the 
U.S.S.R. demand, above all, successful p ro le ta ria n  revo lu tion , 
especially in  the advanced countries, and a common p lan o f 
economy w ith  such w o rke rs ’ states. The bureaucracy, however, 
began its  re ign  w ith o u t any fa ith  in  the  p o ss ib ility  o f successful 
revo lu tions elsewhere, fo rm u la tin g  th is  la ck  o f fa ith  in  its  theory  
o f “ socia lism  in  one c o u n try ” — th a t is, fro m  the ou tset the 
bureaucracy adopted a perspective w h ich  ru led o u t revo lu tions 
elsewhere. I ts  fu r th e r  developm ent (degenera tion) soon b ro ug h t 
the bureaucracy to  the rea liza tion  th a t revo lu tions in  the ad
vanced countries w ou ld  destroy the basis o f its  p o lit ic a l regime, 
w h ich  rests on the pa ss iv ity  o f the masses. Hence, the fo re ign  
po licy  o f the bureaucracy is d irected, f ir s t  o f a ll, tow a rd  the 
bourgeois governm ents and no t tow a rd  the in te rn a tio n a l w o rk in g  
class. The good-w ill o f bourgeois governm ents is the p r im a ry  
ob jective  o f the Soviet bureaucracy.

16. The C om m unist In te rn a tio n a l serves the  K re m lin  in  its  
fo re ign  po licy  sole ly as a means o f w inn ing  the good-w ill o f the 
“ fr ie n d ly ”  bourgeois governm ents and o f h ind e rin g  the  fo re ign  
po licy  o f the “ enemy”  governm ents. Thus th a t section o f the p ro 
le ta r ia t  influenced by the C om inte rn  is transfo rm ed in to  an 
a u x ilia ry  force o f one im p e ria lis t cam p o r another. The K rem lin , 
th rou gh  its  fo re ign  agency and also in its  own name, proceeds to 
em bellish and idealize the “ fr ie n d ly ”  im peria lism , c a llin g  upon 
the p ro le ta r ia t to subord inate its e lf  to  the " fr ie n d .”  A f te r  five  
years o f dup ing the w o rke rs  w ith  slogans fo r  the “ defense o f the 
democracies,”  Moscow is now engaged in  w h itew ash ing  H it le r ’s 
m araud ing  po licy  as one o f “ peace.”  The K re m lin  has become the 
m ost valuable agency o f im peria lism , fo r  the power and prestige 
o f the K re m lin  enable i t  to serve a “ fr ie n d ly ”  im p e ria lism  to  a fa r  
g rea te r degree than  the Second In te rn a tio n a l was ever able to 
serve. These services o f the C om inte rn  have become an ex trem e ly  
a ttra c tiv e  ba rga in ing  po in t in  the K re m lin ’s ove rtu res to  the 
im p e ria lis t powers.

Stalinist A lib i Is a Fraud
17. The leaders o f the C om inte rn  ju s t i fy  th is  po licy by the 

general p ropos ition  th a t an iso la ted w o rke rs ’ s ta te  m us t u tiliz e  
the  con trad ic tions  in  the cam p o f im peria lism . The general propo
s itio n  is ind isputab le . A n  iso lated w o rke rs ’ s ta te  cannot fa i l  to 
m aneuver between the hostile  im p e ria lis t camps; and m aneuver
ing  means te m p o ra rily  sup po rting  one o f them  aga inst the other. 
However, th is  constra ined support fo r  one bourgeois s tate aga inst 
another is ju s tifie d  on ly  when i t  is dem onstrated in  the fu l l  v iew  
o f the w o rld  p ro le ta r ia t th a t the iso lated w o rke rs ’ sta te  is thus 
saved fro m  destruction  and th a t the support is no t purchased by 
suspension o f the w o rk in g  class’ s tru g g le  to  o ve rth row  th a t bour
geois state. B y  these c r ite r ia , the a lliance w ith  H it le r  m ust be 
condemned.'

18. The B re s t-L ito v s k  peace re in forced G erm an im peria lism  
aga inst F rance and E ng land and sacrificed the na tiona l inde
pendence o f the U kra ine . The class-conscious w orkers, however, 
could understand w ith o u t d iff ic u lty  th a t s ign ing  o f the tre a ty  was 
necessary fo r  sa lvag ing  the w o rke rs ’ state. H a v in g  saved its e lf  by 
th a t peace, the S oviet U n ion  could la te r  destroy the peace. Here 
is the classical example, under the in te rn a tio n a lis t reg im e o f 
Len in  and T ro tsky , o f m aneuvering between the im p e ria lis t 
camps.

STALIN CANNOT EXPLAIN
In  the a lliance w ith  H itle r ,  however, the K re m lin  does no t 

c la im  th a t i t  is constra ined to  accept the a lliance in o rder to  con
tinue to ex is t; no r does i t  represent the sacrifice o f Poland as a 
b it te r  necessity imposed upon the Soviet U n ion by the im p e ria lis t 
powers. On the con tra ry , the  K re m lin  boasts o f its  a lliance and 
does no t troub le  to  exp la in  how i t  can possib ly ju s t i fy  hav ing  
aided H it le r  in  enslaving some tw en ty -th ree  m illio n  Poles. The 
economic trans fo rm a tion s  in  the provinces occupied by the Red 
A rm y , covering  eleven m illio n  people, can scarce ly be said to 
compensate fo r  de live ring  more than tw ice  th a t num ber to H itle r . 
U nde r these conditions, the oppressed classes and peoples 
th rou gh ou t the w o rld  have been a ffron ted  by the alliance w ith  
H itle r ,  thus w eakening ex trem e ly  the in te rn a tio n a l position  o f 
the Soviet Union.

19. A s  in  the occupation o f the  Polish U kra ine , so in  the  in 
vasion o f F in land , the K re m lin  poses and resolves the  question, 
lik e  a ll o ther questions o f its  po licy, absolute ly  independently of 
the ideas and sentim ents o f the  in te rn a tio n a l w o rk in g  class. T h a t

its  “ successes”  m onstrous ly  com prom ise the Soviet U n ion and 
w reak  havoc in  the in te rn a tio n a l w o rk in g  class, does no t concern 
i t  a t all.

20. The S ta lin is t bureaucracy cannot provide the  in te rn a tio n a l 
w o rk in g  class w ith  a  s a tis fa c to ry  exp lanation  o f its  invasion o f 
the Polish U k ra in e  and F in land , because a  fu l l  exp lana tion  would 
con s titu te  a  dam ning  in d ic tm e n t o f S ta lin ism . S ta lin ism  is d ire c t
ly  responsible fo r  the fa c t th a t F in lan d  has rem ained up to  now 
an ou tpost o f im p e ria lism  on the Soviet border. B y  its  in te rn a l 
and exte rna l po lic ies— the p lig h t o f the F inn ish  popu la tion  o f 
Soviet K a re lia  and the fa te  o f the  G erm an p ro le ta r ia t under 
S ta lin is t leadership were the  tw o  face ts o f S ta lin is t po licy  w h ich  
s tru c k  home m ost d ire c tly  to  the F inn ish  masses— the S ta lin is t 
bureaucracy drove in to  p a ss iv ity  a p ro le ta r ia t and peasantry 
w h ich  had a lw ays been fo rem ost in  the vanguard  o f revo lu tiona ry  
figh te rs  in the  C za ris t E m pire , w h ich  had conducted a heroic 
c iv il w a r (1918) and w h ich  had ille g a lly  m a in ta ined a  po w e rfu l 
C om m unist p a r ty  up u n t il the rise o f H itle r . The Soviet U n ion  
could no t aid the F inn ish  revo lu tion  o f 1918; i t  could c e rta in ly  
have aided a revo lu tion  any tim e  in the  la s t decade. T h a t no 
revo lu tion  eventuated is the resp on s ib ility  o f S ta lin ism . Instead 
o f Len ing rad  being pro tected by  a successful F inn ish  p ro le ta ria n  
revo lu tion , i t  is “ safeguarded”  by an invasion o f F in land. E s
se n tia lly  the same s to ry  can be to ld  o f the Polish U kra ine . S ta lin  
cannot exp la in  th is  w ith o u t exposing him self.

Why We Condemn the Invasions
21. O ur condem nation o f the  m il i ta r y  in te rven tion  o f the 

S ta lin is t bureaucracy is m otiva ted  by ou r defense o f the  Soviet 
Union. The m ilita ry -s tra te g ic  advantages gained in  the Polish 
U k ra in e  and F in lan d  are fa r  ou tweighed by the negative resu lts— 
th a t the K re m lin  purchases its  a lliance w ith  H it le r  by p u ttin g  
the C om inte rn  to w o rk  w h itew ash ing  h im ; th a t the U k ra in ia n  
provinces were purchased a t the price o f a id in g  H it le r  to  enslave 
23 m illio n  Poles; th a t the  invasions are carried  o u t w ith o u t con- 
sidera ion o f the w i l l  o f the  w o rke rs  o f the Soviet U n ion, o r  the 
occupied te rr ito r ie s , o r  the in te rn a tio n a l p ro le ta r ia t and, indeed, 
in  d ire c t v io la tio n  o f the  ideas and fee lings o f the masses, and 
consequently com prom ise the Soviet U n ion  and d iso rien t the 
w o rld  w o rk in g  class.

22. O ur condem nation o f the  m il i ta ry  In te rve n tion  o f the  
S ta lin is t bureaucracy has no th in g  in  com m on w ith  the a tta cks  
upon the S oviet U n ion by the  social-dem ocrats, pe tty-bourgeo is 
dem ocrats, anarch ists, etc. These non-B o lshevik  c r it ic s  o f the 
K re m lin  h y p o c r itic a lly  denounce the Soviet U n ion  as im p e ria lis t 
fo r  us ing m il ita ry  force and fo r  v io la t in g  e x is tin g  borders. F o r 
us, however, the borders o f the c a p ita lis t w o rld  are no t a t a ll 
inv io la te , and m il ita ry  force m ay ve ry  w e ll serve revo lu tion , as 
in  the aid g iven by the Red A rm y  to  the revo lu tion  in G eorgia 
in  1920. We argue as defenders o f the  S oviet U nion, the non- 
B olshevik c r it ic s  as its  enemies. I t  is  impossible, there fore, fo r  
revo lu tion is ts  to  find  any com m on ground w ith  non-revo lu tion is ts  
in  condem ning the fo re ign  po licy  o f the Soviet bureaucracy.

23. Thè K re m lin ’s crim es In fo re ign  po licy  are s im p ly  a con
t in u a tio n  o f its  crim es aga ins t the  na tiona l economy o f the  Soviet 
Union, I ts  fo re ign  po licy flow s fro m  its  in te rn a l p o licy : th e y  con
s t itu te  the mode o f existence o f the  B o n a p a rtis t bureaucracy o f 
a degenerated w o rke rs ’ s ta te  in  c a p ita lis t encirc lem ent— no th in g  
m ore o r less than  th a t. The disease necessitates su rg ica l t re a t
m en t; b u t th a t  can be done on ly  on the basis o f the sc ientific  
diagnosis e laborated above. Those who, overcom e by the spectacle 
o f  S ta lin is t degeneration, seek to  exorcise i t  by a ll sorts  o f 
ep ithe ts ( “ im p e ria lism ,”  "re d  fascism ,”  “ the bureaucracy is a new 
class,”  “ no longer a w o rke rs ’ sta te  b u t g. bu reaucra tic  s ta te ,”  
etc.) do no t help the cure o f the disease. On the  co n tra ry , by 
abandoning the  precise, M a rx ia n  de fin itions p a in s ta k in g ly  ela
borated and developed w ith  the  years by  ou r in te rn a tio n a l move
m ent, and rep lac ing  ou r M a rx ia n  de fin itions  by ep ithe ts  fro m  
the arsenal o f the dem ocra tic -im pe ria lis ts , they  on ly  sow con
fus ion  and p lay  in to  the  hands o f the  enemies o f the  Soviet 
Union.

Regeneration of the Soviet State
24. The arm ed ove rth ro w  o f the S oviet bureaucracy by the  

w o rk in g  class is the necessary cond ition  fo r  the regeneration o f 
the  Soviet state. T h is  p o lit ic a l revo lu tion  is the ch ie f task  o f the 
revo lu tion is ts  in  the U.S.S.R. Each day added to the  dom ina tion  
o f the bureaucracy helps ro t the foundations o f the soc ia lis t 
economy and increases the chances fo r  c a p ita lis t res to ra tion . 
The bureaucracy has, by its  des truc tion  o f Soviet democracy, le ft  
open to  the S oviet w o rke rs  on ly  the road o f arm ed o ve rth row  o f 
the bureaucracy sis the means fo r  re v iv in g  Soviet democracy.

W ith in  the Soviet U n ion today on ly  p re p a ra to ry  propagandis
t s  w o rk  is possible. The im petus to  the S oviet w o rke rs ’ revo
lu tio n a ry  upsurge w il l  p robab ly be g iven by re v o lu tio n a ry  events 
outside the coun try . The Soviet w o rkers ' fe a r o f the hostile  su r
round ing  c a p ita lis t w o rld  is S ta lin ’s guarantee fo r  his continued 
dom ination . W ere the horizons o f the U.S.S.R. ringed w ith  red 
instead o f brown, the Soviet masses could be depended upop to  
se ttle  a ll scores im m ed ia te ly  agan is t the bureaucracy. The ch ie f 
s tre n g th  o f the bureaucracy lies not in its e lf  bu t in the d is illu 
sionm ent and pa ss iv ity  o f the masses, in  th e ir  la ck  o f a new 
perspective. A  wave o f revo lu tio n a ry  s trugg le  o f the masses 
in  the im p e ria lis t countries, ce rta in  to  come in  the course o f the 
w ar, w i l l  open a new perspective o f s tru g g le  fo r  the Soviet mas
ses. The s tru g g le  aga inst social in e q u a lity  and p o lit ic a l oppres
sion, fo r  the freedom  o f the trade  unions and the fa c to ry  com 
m ittees, fo r  the r ig h t  o f assem bly and freedom  o f the press, le
ga liza tio n  o f sovie t parties, rev iva l o f the Soviets as representa
tiv e  bodies de m ocra tica lly  elected on the basis o f occupational 
representation, rev is ion o f planned economy fro m  top  to bo ttom  
in  the in te rests  o f producers and consumers, the f ig h t aga inst 
the in te rn a tio n a l p o licy  o f the bureaucracy and its  secret d ip lo 
m acy— these w il l  be the slogans th a t w i l l  m ob ilize the masses, 
and the aim s o f th e ir  u p ris in g  aga ins t the bureaucracy.

WE SHALL OVERTHROW STALIN
The m ob iliza tio n  o f the masses o f the Soviet U n ion fo r  these 

aim s is the task  o f the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l. The social ha tred 
stored up by the w o rkers  aga inst the bureaucracy— th is  is p re
cise ly w ha t, fro m  the v ie w po in t o f the K re m lin  clique, constitu tes 
T ro tsky ism . The K re m lin  fears w ith  a th o ro u g h ly  w e ll-g rounded 
fea r the bond between the deep bu t in a rtic u la te  in d ig na tion  o f 
the w o rke rs  and the organ iza tion  o f the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l. 
F o r there is b u t one p a r ty  capable o f lead ing the Soviet masses 
to  in s u r re c t io n - th e  p a r ty  o f the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l.

25. The g ro w th  o f the productive  forces in the Soviet Union 
as a re su lt o f the n a tion a liza tio n  o f the means o f p roduction  in 
1917 and in  sp ite  o f the depredations o f the bureaucracy s ignifies 
th a t the regeneration o f the Soviet s ta te  w i l l  take  place on a fa r  
h ighe r economic and c u ltu ra l basis tha n  in  1918. Nevertheless, 
the so lu tion  o f the economic con tra d ic tions  o f the U.S.S.R. w i l l  
rem ain, as in  1917, solvable on ly  in  the in te rn a tio n a l arena, by 
the w o rld  revo lu tion . O n ly  by lin k in g  Soviet economy to  the ad
vanced economy o f the g re a t states, once these come under the 
ru le  o f the p ro le ta r ia t, w i l l  the danger o f another degeneration 
be averted. B u t in  th a t w ay i t  w il l be averted. The in te rn a tio n a l 
revo lu tion  w il l  p u t an end to  a ll bureaucracies by p u ttin g  an end 
to  a ll special p riv ilege . C ontro l and consum ption o f goods w i l l  no 
longer con s titu te  a p riv ilege . Science and technology on a w o rld  
scale have provided the foundations fo r  an economy o f p len ty, 
and on ly  the old, obsolete p ro p e rty  fo rm s stand in  the way.

26. F o r an independent Soviet U kra ine , is one o f the fu n 
dam enta l slogans o f the com ing revo lu tion  in  the  U.S.S.R. The 
r ig h t  o f se lf-de te rm ina tion , b ru ta lly  v io la ted by S ta lin , m ust be 
re instated. The in d u b ita b ly  widespread m ovem ent fo r  U k ra in ia n  
independence w i l l  become the p ro p e rty  o f the ca p ita lis t res to ra - 
t io n is t m ovem ent unless i t  is channelized in  the re vo lu tio n a ry  
m ovem ent; a channel i t  w il l find  in  an y  event. A  regenerated 
Soviet s la te  w ou ld  easily  find  the w ay to  m u tu a lly  s a tis fa c to ry  
co llabo ra tion  w ith  an independent Soviet U k ra in e  in  a genuine 
U n ion  o f Soviet Republics. The same considerations hold fo r  a

(C ontinued on ne x t page)
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na tiona l-freedom  m ovem ent w h ich  m ay develop am ong the 
Byelo-Russian and o ther n a tion a litie s  in  the  Soviet Union.

Defense of the Soviet Union
27. W e have a lw ays stood fo r  the  uncond itiona l defense ot the 

Soviet. U n ion aga inst the  c a p ita lis t w o rld  o r in te rn a l a ttem p ts  a t 
c a p ita lis t res tora tion . N ever was i t  m ore necessary to  re ite ra te  
th is  p rinc ip le  tha n  today, when the u n fo ld ing  o f the Second 
W orld  W a r dem onstrates th a t inhe ren t in  i t  is an a tte m p t by the 
im p e ria lis ts  to  restore cap ita lism  in  the U.S.S.R. Defense o f the 
Soviet U n ion  is a class du ty , as i t  is  a class d u ty  to  defend any 
section o f the labo r m ovem ent aga inst the ca p ita lis t w o rld . We 
defend the  Soviet U n ion aga inst c a p ita lis t blows, irrespective  of 
the c ircum stances and im m edia te causes o f the conflic t.

28. Defense o f the  U.S.S.R. is  the  log ica l c o ro lla ry  o f our 
analysis of the  f irs t  w o rke rs ’ state. A ll k inds o f dem ocratic, 
idea lis tic , u ltra - le f t ,  an a rch is tic  theories, ig n o rin g  the cha racte r 
o f Soviet p ro p e rty  re la tions o r the  class con tra d ic tion  between 
the Soviet s ta te  and the  bourgeois states, lead lo g ica lly , especially 
in  case o f w ar, to  cou n te r-re vo lu tion a ry  conclusions.

29. O ur conception o f the  defense o f the  U.S.S.R. rem ains in  
its  basic fundam en ta ls  the conception w h ich  the  revo lu tiona ry  
m ovem ent held a t the ve ry  b ir th  o f the Soviet S tate. The defense 
o f the Soviet U n ion  was always conceived o f as an in te g ra l p a rt 
o f the in te rn a tio n a l revo lu tion . The defense o f the Soviet U n ion  
was conceived o f as subord inated to  the w o rld  revo lu tion , in the 
specific sense th a t a p a r t is subord inated to  the whole. The B o l
sheviks in  1918 were prepared to  r is k  the existence o f po le ta rian  
power in  the Soviet U n ion fo r  the sake o f the Geman revo lu tion , 
by v ir tu e  o f the c r ite r io n  th a t the success o f the G erm an revo lu 
tio n — one o f the m a jo r advanced countries— was more im p o rta n t 
than  the Russian revo lu tion . L ikew ise  today, i f  the U.S.S.R. were 
a llied  w ith  G erm any in  the w a r, the G erm an revo lu tion  would 
unquestionab ly menace the im m edia te  in te res ts  o f the defense o f 
the U.S.S.R.; nevertheless we, lik e  the Bolsheviks in  1918, w ould 
be fo r  the m ost decisive measures to  assure the success o f the 
G erm an revo lu tion . T h is  in  no w ise s ignifies the negation o f the 
defense o f the Soviet U n ion  o r a con flic t betweeen i t  and w orld  
revo lu tion ; fo r  the  w o rld  revo lu tion , o r any p a r t  o f i t  m ore s ig 
n ifica n t than  the S oviet U n ion, such as the G erm an revo lu tion , 
would con s titu te  in  the end the m ost decisive defense o f the 
Soviet Union.

30. Since the tr iu m p h  o f the  S oviet bureaucracy (1923), the 
defense o f the  S oviet U n ion has Involved a  c lear d is tin c tio n  be
tween the  needs o f the  S oviet U n ion and the needs o f the  bureau
cracy. Since 1923 defense o f the Soviet U nion, fo r  revo lu tion is ts , 
has in  no w ay s ign ified  p o lit ic a l sup po rt o f the ru le rs  o f the Soviet 
state. In  1920 we supported the Red A rm y  m arch  in to  Poland 
as m otiva ted  by the  in te rests o f the revo lu tion , likew ise the aid 
g iven by the Red A rm y  to  the revo lu tion is ts  in  G eorg ia  in  w re s t
in g  i t  fro m  a puppet-governm ent o f the im peria lis ts . Those were 
acts d ic ta ted  by revo lu tiona ry  considerations to  the revo lu tiona ry - 
in te rn a tio n a lis t governm ent o f the Soviet U n ion. The S ta lin is t 
bureaucracy, however, represents in te rests and ideas a lm ost the 
opposite o f the in te rests and ideas o f the  O ctober R evo lu tion  and 
we can the re fo re  g ive no support to  its  po litics , in c lud in g  its  
m il ita ry  po litics  (invasion o f Poland, F in land , e tc .).

Not Defense of Bureaucracy
31. Since 1927 our movement, has procla im ed th a t  the  needs 

o f the defense o f the Soviet U n ion  as a w o rke rs ’ s ta te  is funda
m en ta lly  separated fro m  the bu reaucracy ’s defense o f the  
U.S.S.R* I t  was then sta ted tha t, in  the in te rests  o f the genuine 
defense o f the Soviet U n ion, the p ro le ta ria n  vanguard  can be 
obliged to  e lim in a te  the S ta lin  governm ent and replace i t  w ith  
a  re v o lu tio n a ry - in te rn a tio n a lis t governm ent w h ich  would coor
d ina te  the defense o f the U.S.S.R. w ith  the fu r th e r in g  o f the 
w o rld  revo lu tion . The change o f governm ent was then conceived 
to  be possible by the re fo rm  o f the C om m unist pa rty . In  1933 
the B a n k ru p tc y  o f the C om m unist In te rn a tio n a l became evident 
when the g rea t G erm an p a r ty  was ordered to  go down before 
H it le r  w ith o u t s tr ik in g  a blow. We abandoned the perspective o f 
re fo rm  o f the C om m unist parties, in c lud in g  the C om m unist P a rty  
o f the Sovet U nion. The necessary change o f governm ent could, 
consequently, take place on ly  by bu ild in g  a new revo lu tiona ry  
p a r ty  capable o f ta k in g  over the governm ent (the  new p a rty  
was o f course illega l by f ia t  o f the  S ta lin  governm ent). B y  1936 
the com plete e x tirp a tio n  o f the fo rm e r power o f the Soviets made 
c lear th a t the p o lit ic a l revo lu tion  would take  place on ly  in  the 
fo rm  o f arm ed o ve rth row  o f the Soviet bureaucracy. The deve
lopm ent o f o u r p rogram  fo r  the regeneration o f the Soviet state, 
as thus outlined, was always, however, and rem ains so today, 
pred icated on the conception th a t the ta s k  o f regeneration was 
the best and m ost decisive w a y  o f de fending the f irs t  w o rke rs ’ 
state.-

32. O ur abandonm ent (1933) o f the perspective o f regener
a tin g  the  C om m unis t In te rn a tio n a l an l its  pa rties  d id  not fu n 
dam en ta lly  a ffec t ou r perspective o f regenera ting  the  Soviet 
state. A  p a r ty  and a sta te  are no t ob jects o f the same order. 
A  p a r ty  is a selection o f people on the basis o f ce rta in  ideas and 
methods. T h is  selection, in  the T h ird  In te rn a tio n a l, became so 
fun dam e n ta lly  opposed to  M arx ism  th a t we were obliged to  aban
don a ll hope o f regenera ting  it .  B u t the Soviet s ta te  d iffe rs  fro m  
a p a r ty  in  th a t i t  is a com plex o f social in s titu tio n s  w h ich  con
tinues to  pe rs is t in  sp ite  o f the fa c t th a t the ideas o f the bureau
cracy are now a lm ost the opposite o f the ideas o f the O ctober 
Revolu tion . Above a ll, the nationalized p ro p e rty  in  the  means o f 
p roduction  persists and determ ines the class cha rac te r o f the 
Soviet U nion. T h a t is w h y  wo do no t renounce the p o ss ib ility  
o f regenera ting  the Soviet state. T h a t d ic ta tes to  us its  defense 
aga inst the c a p ita lis t w orld .

33. Defense o f the S oviet U n ion  aga inst im peria lism  includes, 
o f course, the new ly occupied te rr ito r ie s  wh ich, w ith  the na tion 
a liza tio n  o f th e ir  means o f production, have become iden tica l in  
class cha racte r w ith  o the r pa rts  o f the U.S.S.R.

34. O ur slogan fo r  an independent Soviet U k ra ine  is the ap
p lica tio n  to  the  fie ld  o f the na tiona l question o f ou r general 
slogan fo r  the re vo lu tio n a ry  ove rth row  o f the bureaucracy. In  
the same sense th a t the revo lu tio n a ry  ove rth ro w  o f the bureau
cracy does no t con flic t w ith  the defense o f the Soviet U nion, b u t 
on the con tra ry , best serves th a t defense, so the independence 
o f the Soviet U k ra in e  w ll fa c il ita te  the defense o f the Soviet 
U n ion. The same considerations m o tiva te  ou r slogan fo r  an in 
dependent S ov ie t F in land.

What Unconditional Defense Means
35. O ur defense o f the Soviet U n ion  is an uncond itiona l du ty. 

I t  is uncond itiona l in  tw o  senses:
(a ) W e do no t demand th a t the Soviet bureaucracy, p r io r  

to  our p a rtic ip a tio n  in  the defense o f the U.S.S.R., make any 
agreem ent o r concessions. Indeed, "defense”  can have m eaning 
on ly  in th is  sense. F o r i f  we demanded th a t the bureaucracy f irs t  
com ply w ith  ce rta in  conditions, o r th a t the c ircum stances under 
w h ich  w c would defend a w o rke rs ’ s ta te  against im peria lism  
be o f a ce rta in  character, th a t would no t be defense a t a ll but, 
ra the r, defeatism . F o r is i t  no t a fa c t th a t we are ready to  defend 
the U n ited  States, fo r  example, under ce rta in  conditions— e.g., 
con tro l o f the c o u n try  by the w o rk in g  class? “ C ond itional de
fense" is a m isuse o f term s. One is e ith e r a defensist o r a 
de featis t.

To requ ire  no th in g  o f the bureaucracy as a cond ition  fo r  our 
defense o f the Soviet U n ion— th a t s ign ifies also th a t ou r defense 
has no th in g  in  common w ith  th a t o f the bureaucracy.

(b) We do no t shelve o u r a im  Of a p o lit ic a l revo lu tion  in the 
U.S.S.R. d u rin g  the w a r. Recognizing th a t the ove rth row  o f the 
bureaucracy w ould im m ensely s treng then the U.S.S.R. in  con
du c ting  the w a r, our ob jective o f a p o lit ic a l revo lu tion  rem ains 
in  the period o f  the w a r and, indeed, becomes abso lu te ly  im 
pera tive . A  num ber o f considerations should make th is  obvious. 
I f  the course o f the w a r should push S ta lin  in to  a com plete m il i
ta ry  a lliance w ith  H itle r ,  pressure fo r  c a p ita lis t res to ra tion  would 
in  a ll like liho od  come m ost im m ed ia te ly  fro m  “ a lly ”  H it le r  and 
the “ com pradore”  w in g  o f the bureaucracy. H it le r  would de
mand e n try  in to  the cou n try  fo r  Germ an technology to  fa c il ita te  
w a r p roduc tion— b u t in the fo rm  o f c a p ita lis t concessions, and 
he w ou ld  be supported in  his demands by the “ com pradore”  w in g  
o f the bureaucracy. Enmeshed in  the alliance, the bureaucracy

They

would res is t ine ffec tive ly , i f  a t a ll. U nde r such conditions the 
resistance to c a p ita lis t res to ra tion  would requ ire  m ob iliza tion  of 
the Soviet masses in  revo lu tiona ry  s trugg le  aga inst ca p ita lis t 
res to ra tion  and its  agents w ith in  the Soviet U n ion. Such a mo
b iliza tio n  could have as its  ob ject on ly  a p o lit ic a l revo lu tion  fo r  
the regeneration o f the Soviet state.

The difference between th is  p o lit ic a l revo lu tion  and a social 
revo lu tion  in  an im p e ria lis t coun try , a p a rt fro m  the obvious fa c t 
th a t the fo rm e r w ould no t have as its  task  the  o v e rtu rn  o f p riva te  
p rope rty , is th a t, whereas in  the im p e ria lis t c o u n try  we continue 
the class s trugg le  w ith o u t considering the e ffect on the m il ita ry  
fro n t, in  the Soviet U n ion  the p o lit ic a l revo lu tion  w ou ld  have to  
be carried  on w ith  one o f its  objects being to  safeguard the 
borders a t a ll tim es aga inst im p e ria lis t invasion. In  th is  sense, 
and on ly  in  th is  sense, ou r a im  o f p o lit ic a l revo lu tion  is sub
ord inated to the task  o f defending the sta te  p ro p e rty  against 
im p e r ia lis t a ttack .

Bow To " Democrats"
36. The a tte m p t o f the  de m ocra tic -pa trio ts  (N o rm an  Thomas, 

Lovestone, e tc .) to  characterize ou r po licy  as a cap itu la tio n  to  
S ta lin ism  is a conscious and de libera te  fa ls ifica tio n . They had to  
go over bod ily  to  the camp o f the “ dem ocra tic ”  im p e ria lis ts  
(A m erican  Labo r P a rty  reso lu tions) before they had the e f
fro n te ry  to so characterize the same po licy  w h ich  in  fo rm e r 
years (when they were ta il-en d in g  the S ta lin is ts ) the y  slandered 
as ’a n ti-S ov ie t.”  N o less con tem ptib le  is the  a tte m p t to  d raw  
fro m  o u r position the im p lica tio n  th a t we w il l  jo in  S ta lin  in 
crush ing  p ro le ta ria n  m ovem ents in  the Soviet U n ion o r else
where. O ur s trugg le  aga inst S ta lin ’s arm ed forces in  L o y a lis t 
Spain should be su ffic ien t re fu ta tio n  o f the charge. We defend 
the nationalized p ro p e rty  o f the Soviet U n ion  aga inst the im per
ia lis ts . Successful p ro le ta r ia n  revo lu tions, in  the Soviet U n ion  o r 
elsewhere, w ould cons titu te  the best possible defense o f the Soviet 
U n ion. Hence we w ould  defend those revo lu tions, arm s in  hand, i f  
necessary aga inst S ta lin ’s arm ed forces. T h a t is the obvious 
m eaning o f ou r specific slogans fo r  an independent Soviet 
U kra ine , an independent Soviet F in land , and a p o lit ic a l revo lu 
t io n  fo r  the regeneration o f the Soviet state.

37. The fundam enta l d ifference between our conception o f de
fense o f the U.S.S.R. and th a t o f the  S ta lin is ts  is today especially 
sha rp ly  posed. On the question o f the G erm an revo lu tion  S ta lin  is 
w h itew ash ing  H itle r , p resenting his "peace”  po licy as good coin, 
ca llin g  the masses to  s trugg le  on ly  aga inst those opposed to  
H it le r ’s po licy. The C om inte rn  press in d ig n a n tly  repeats Goeb- 
bels' charges aga inst the B r it is h  as responsible fo r  the a ttem pted 
bom bing o f H itle r , and u tilizes  the occasion to  w a rn  the w orkers  
th a t H itle r 's  rep lacem ent would m ost lik e ly  take  the fo rm  o f a 
m onarch is t res to ra tion  aim ed aga inst the U.S.S.R.— ergo, H it le r  
should rem ain. We, on the  con tra ry , in s is t th a t the h o s t ility  o f 
the G erm an w o rk in g  class aga inst the N azi reg im e m ust in  the 
course o f the w a r find the w a y  to  destroy ing  the Nazi regim e. N o t 
m ere ly  because the N az i reg im e is an unstable, treacherous a lly  
o f the U.S.S.R. b u t above a ll because a Germ an revo lu tion  would 
fa r  ou tw e igh  in  im portance the  Russian R evolution.

The specific w e ig h t o f the G erm an revo lu tion  and its  success
fu l prosecution are in  no w ay impeded, however, i f  the vanguard 
o f the G erm an w o rk in g  class gives due consideration to  the needs 
o f the U.S.S.R.— its  rea l needs and n o t those asserted by the 
bureaucracy. I f ,  fo r  example, H it le r  finds h im se lf constra ined by 
the log ic  o f the s itu a tio n  to  send m il ita ry  supplies to  the Soviet 
U n ion, the  G erm an w o rke rs  w ou ld  have no reason, in  th a t  con
crete instance, to  reso rt to  s tr ik e  o r sabotage. The developm ent o f 
the G erm an revo lu tion  would find  su ffic ien t scope w h ile  fa c il i ta t 
ing  w ha teve r m a te ria l a id  the Soviet U n ion  would be rece iv ing 
fro m  its  im p e ria lis t a lly .

38. In  the im p e ria lis t countries f ig h tin g  aga inst the  U.S.S.R. 
in a w a r, also, the  p ro le ta r ia t m ust no t lose s ig h t o f the  in te rests 
o f the  U.S.S.R.; in  cases o t  re a l necessity, the w o rkers  m ust re
s o rt to  the m ost decisive action  in  o rder to  h inder the  sending of 
soldiers and supplies aga inst the U.S.S.R.

The p ra c tica l differences d ic ta ted  to  the w o rkers  on each side 
in connection w ith  the defense o f the U.S.S.R. in  no w ay m od ify  
the fundam enta l p rinc ip le  th a t, in  a ll im p e ria lis t countries, inde
pendent o f the fa c t as to  w hethe r o r not the y  are in a lliance w ith  
the  U.S.S.R., the p ro le ta r ia t m ust develop the class s trugg le  w ith  
the purpose o f seizing power as soon as possible.

THE MAIN DANGER
39. F o r the  revo lu tiona ry  vanguard in  the  dem ocra tic im per

ia lis t  countries, w here th e ir  voices are being drowned ou t by the 
an ti-S o v ie t thunder, the rea l danger now is no t the danger of 
confusion between ou r concept o f w h a t is w o rth y  o f defense in  
the  U.S.S.R. and th a t  o f the S ta lin is ts , b u t the  danger th a t we 
m ay give d ire c t o r in d ire c t help to  the dom inan t p o lit ic a l cu rre n t 
w h ich  tr ie s  to  id e n tify  the U.S.S.R. w ith  the Fasc is t states. In  
o rder to  insp ire  the w o rke rs  to  defend the Soviet U nion, i t  is 
v ita l ly  im p o rta n t to  m ake c lear to them  w h a t we defend (n a tio n 
alized p ro p e rty ), aga inst whom  (the  im p e ria lis ts  and the bureau
c ra cy ), and how (b y  re vo lu tio n a ry  m eans). T h is  w o rk  o f develop
in g  c lear and in s p ir in g  slogans w il l  no t produce m iracu lous re 
sults, fo r  we are w o rk in g  am id the thunderous d in  o f dem ocra tic-
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(The fo llo w in g  a rt ic le  is the  f ir s t  chap te r o f a  pam phlet 
w r it te n  by com rade Cannon to  sum  up the  seven-m onths’ 
discussion in  the  p a r ty  on the  question o f the  S oviet Union 
and the  “ o rg an iza tio n ”  question. The pam ph le t was pub
lished in  the In te rn a l B u lle tin . Now  th a t  the  T h ird  N a tio n a l 
Convention o f the  p a r ty  has se ttled  the  disputes by a  de
cis ive m a jo r ity , th is  a rtic le  w i l l  acqua in t ou r readers w ith  
the  p a r ty ’s es tim a te  o f the dispute. In  the  ne x t Issues o f the  
A P P E A L  we sha ll publish o the r chapters o f com rade Can
non’s pam phlet— E d ito rs .)

I .

W hat the Discussion Has Revealed
P o lit ic a l s trugg les in  general, in c lud in g  serious fa c tio n a l s tru g 

gles in  a p a rty , do no t take place in  a vacuum . They are carried  
on under the pressure o f social forces, and re flec t the  class s trugg le  
to  one degree o r another. T h is  la w  is dem onstra ted in  the m ost 
s tr ik in g  m anner in  the developm ent o f the present discussion 
w ith in  o u r pa rty .

A t  the present tim e  the pressure o f a lien  class forces upon the 
p ro le ta ria n  vanguard is excep tiona lly  heavy. W e m ust understand 
th is  f irs t  o f a ll. O n ly then can we approach an understand ing o f 
the  present cris is  in  the p a rty . I t  is  the m ost severe and pro found 
cris is  o u r m ovem ent has ever know n on an in te rn a tio n a l scale. The 
unprecedented tension in  the ranks  signalizes a con flic t o f p r in 
cip led positions w h ich  is obviously irreconcilab le . T w o camps in  
the p a r ty  f ig h t fo r  d iffe re n t program s, d iffe re n t m ethods and d iffe r
en t trad ition s .

W h a t has b ro ug h t the p a r ty  to  th is  s itu a tio n  in  such a sho rt 
space o f tim e  ? O bviously  i t  is no t a suddenly discovered personal 
in c o m p a tib ility  o f this in d iv id u a l leaders invo lved ; such tr if le s  are 
sym ptom s o f the con flic t, no t causes. N o r can a co n flic t o f  th is  
depth and scope be p laus ib ly  expla ined by the f la r in g  up o f old 
differences o f op in ion on the organ iza tion  question. In  o rder to 
understand the rea l significance o f the cris is  i t  is necessary to  look 
fo r  p ro founder causes.

F o r those who understand p o litic s  as an expression o f the class 
s tru g g le — and th a t is the w ay we M a rx is ts  understand i t — the 
basic cause o f the cris is  in  the p a r ty  is no t hard  to  find. The cris is  
s ignifies the reaction  in ou r ranks to  exte rna l social pressure. T h a t 
is the w ay we have defined i t  fro m  the outset o f the cris is  la s t 
September, im m ed ia te ly  fo llo w in g  the s ig n in g  o f the Soviet-N azi 
pact and the beg inn ing o f the G erm an invasion o f Poland. M ore 
precisely, we say the cris is  is the re su lt o f the pressure o f bour
geois dem ocra tic  pub lic  op in ion upon a section o f the p a r ty  leader
ship. T h a t is o u r class analysis o f the unrestra ined s trugg le  be
tween the p ro le ta r ia n  and the  pe tty -bourgeo is  tendencies in  our 
p a rty .

W e define the contend ing fac tions  no t by such ab s tra c t general 
te rm s as "conse rva tive ”  and "progressive .”  We judge the  fac tions 
no t by the psychologic tra its  o f ind iv idua ls , b u t by the program s 
they defend. The discussion has revealed no t a difference o f op in
ion about the app lica tion  o f the p ro g ra m — such differences f re 
qu e n tly  occur and usua lly  have a tra n s ito ry  s ignificance— b u t an 
a tte m p t to  counterpose one p ro g ra m  to another. T h is  is w h a t has 
d iv ided the p a r ty  in to  tw o camps. N a tu ra lly , these term s, w h ich  
we have used fro m  the beg inn ing o f the discussion to  characterize 
the tw o  tendencies in  the p a rty , are m eant as de fin itions and no t 
ep ithets. I t  is  necessary to  repeat th is  in  every debate between 
M a rx is ts  and pe tty -bourgeo is  po litic ian s  o f a ll types; the one th in g  
they  cannot to le ra te  is to  be called by th e ir  r ig h t  name.

The leaders o f the opposition consider i t  outrageous, a m alic ious 
fac tio n  inven tion , fo r  us to  place th is  class s ignboard above th e ir  
fac tion , when th e ir  on ly  offense consists in  the s im ple fa c t th a t 
they tu rn  th e ir  backs on the Soviet U n ion  and deny i t  defense in  
the s tru g g le  aga inst w o rld  im peria lism . B u t our de fin ition  and 
descrip tion  o f such an a tt itu d e  is no t new. B ack in  the  days when

im p e ria lis t propaganda. O u r voices m ay ve ry  w e ll be drowned 
o u t fo r  a tim e  by the f irs t  waves o f p a trio tis m . W e a re  go ing  to 
day aga inst the stream . He w ho argues aga inst ou r p rog ram  fro m  
the standpo in t th a t i t  is d iff ic u lt to  m ake i t  persuasive to  the 
w orkers, is the reby y ie ld ing  to  the dem ocra tic  pressure; i f  log ica l, 
he w i l l  end up in the p a tr io t ic  camp.

40. W e are no t a governm ent p a r ty ;  we are the p a rty  o f 
irreconc ilab le  opposition, no t on ly  in  c a p ita lis t countries  b u t also 
in  the U.S.S.R. O u r tasks, am ong them  the “ defense”  o f the 
U.S.S.R., we rea lize no t th rou gh  the m edium  o f bourgeois gov
ernm ents and no t even th rou gh  the governm ent o f the U.S.S.R., 
bu t exc lus ive ly  th rou gh  the education o f the masses, th rou gh  
ag ita tio n , th rou gh  exp la in ing  to  the w o rke rs  w h a t the y  should 
defend and w h a t they  should ove rth row . Such a defense cannot 
give im m edia te m iracu lous resu lts. O ur w o rk  m ust be d irected so 
th a t the w o rke rs  on whom  we have influence should c o rre c tly  
appraise events, no t p e rm it themselves to  be caugh t unawares, 
and prepare the general sen tim en t o f th e ir  own class fo r  the 
re vo lu tio n a ry  so lu tion  o f the tasks  c o n fro n tin g  us.

T h is  k in d  o f defense o f the  U.S.S.R. n a tu ra lly  d iffe rs, as n ig h t 
fro m  day, fro m  the o ffic ia l defense w h ich  the  S ta lin is ts  conduct. 
The difference is summed up in  these slogans. The S ta lin is ts  say: 
“ F o r the F a the rlan d ! F o r S ta lin !"  The defense waged by  the 
F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l is ca rried  on under the slogan: “ F o r Social
ism ! F o r the w o rld  revo lu tion ! A g a in s t S ta lin !”

Shachtm an was pa raph ras ing  T ro ts k y  and no t B urnham , he h im 
self w ro te :

“ A t  bo ttom , the u ltra - le f t is ts ’ pos ition  on the Soviet Union, 
w h ich  denies i t  any c la im  w hatsoever to  be ing a  w o rke rs ’ sta te , 
re flects the vac illa tion s  o f the petty-bourgeo is, th e ir  in a b ility  to  
m ake a f irm  choice between the camps o f the p ro le ta r ia t and the 
bourgeoisie, o f revo lu tion  and im p e ria lism .”

T h is  quo ta tion , fro m  an a rtic le  w r it te n  in  the N ew  In te rn a tio n a l 
by  Shachtm an tw o  years ago, ra n  be accepted as a sc ien tific  
de fin ition  o f the opposition com bination  and its  present position, 
w ith  on ly  one sm all am endm ent. I t  is  h a rd ly  co rre c t to  describe 
th e ir  pos ition  as “ u ltra - le f t is t . ”

The leaders o f the  opposition in  the past have w r it te n  and 
spoken a g re a t deal a long the lines o f the above quo ta tion . Y ea r in  
and yea r o u t in  innum erab le  artic les , documents, theses and 
speeches the leaders o f the  opposition have been p rom is ing  and 
even th rea ten ing  to  defend the S oviet U n io n — “ In  the hour o f dan
ger we w i l l  be a t ou r posts !” — but when the hour d rew  near, when 
the Soviet U n ion  a lm ost began t j  need th is  defense, they welched 
on th e ir  prom ise.

So w ith  the p ro g ra m  in  general, w ith  the doctrine , the m ethods 
and the tra d it io n  o f M a rx ism . W hen a ll th is  ceased to  be the sub
je c t fo r  l i te ra ry  exercises in  tim es o f t ra n q u ility  and had to  be 
taken  as a gu ide to  ac tion  in  tim e  o f w a r, the y  fo rg o t e ve ry th in g  
th a t had been said and w r it te n  and s ta rted  a f ra n t ic  search fo r  
“ new and fresh  ideas.”  In  the  f ir s t  ha lf-serious tes t they revealed 
themselves as “ peace-tim e T ro ts k y is ts .”

A nd th is  sham efu l perform ance, th is  b e tra ya l o f M arx ism , has 
taken  place in  the A m erican  section o f the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l 
even before the fo rm a l e n try  o f A m erican  im p eria lism  in to  the 
w ar. In  the bible o f the  opposition, th e ir  docum ent on “ The W a r 
and B u re au cra tic  C onservatism ,”  we are assured th a t the p a r ty  
c ris is  “ was provoked by the  w a r.”  T h a t is n o t prec ise ly  accurate. 
A m erica  has no t y e t fo rm a lly  entered in to  the  w a r, and thus fa r  
we have on ly  a fa in t  in tim a tio n  o f the  m ora l and m a te ria l pressure 
w h ich  w il l  be b ro ug h t to  bear aga ins t the p ro le ta ria n  vanguard  
under w a r conditions. N o t the w a r, b u t m ere ly  the shadow o f the 
approach ing w a r was enough to  send B urnham , Shachtm an and 
A be rn  on th e ir  mad stampede.

G ra tu ito u s ly  a t t r ib u t in g  to  the p a r ty  th e ir  ow n panic, these 
philosophers o f re tre a t and c a p itu la tio n  express the op in ion th a t 
comrades who read th e ir  docum ent on the p a r ty  reg im e “ w il l  d raw  
fro m  i t  cyn ica l o r  discouraged o r de fea tis t conclusions.”  T hey  add: 
“ The fu tu re  is d a rk .”  A n d  B urnham , who bared his pe tty -bourgeo is  
soul in  a special docum ent e n titled , "Science and S ty le ,”  proc la im s 
w ith  m alic ious s a tis fa c tio n — the w ish  is fa th e r  to  the  th o u g h t— the 
do w n fa ll o f  the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l. The re a lity  is d ia m e tr ic a lly  
opposite to  these lugubrious  observations.

In  the p ro le ta ria n  m a jo r ity  o f the p a r ty  there  is no t a trace  o f 
pessimism. On the con tra ry , there is un ive rsa l sa tis fa c tion  th a t 
the defection o f a section o f the p a r ty  leadership revealed its e lf  in  
tim e, before the  w ar, and under cond itions where i t  could be com 
batted open ly and in  free  discussion and beaten down. The v ir tu a l 
u n a n im ity  w ith  w h ich  the  p ro le ta ria n  cadres have ra llie d  to  the 
defense o f the p a r ty  and the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l, the m ilita n c y  
and ir re c o n c ila b ility  w ith  w h ich  they  have m et the a tta c k  o f 
B urnham , A be rn  and Shachtm an is l iv in g  p ro o f o f the  v ita l i t y  and 
in d e s tru c tib il ity  o f ou r m ovem ent. T h a t is a good omen fo r  the 
fu tu re . I t  gives us confidence th a t i t  w i l l  s tand up aga ins t the 
rea l tes t o f w a r w hen i t  comes. I t  g ives grounds fo r  the m ost 
o p tim is tic  ca lcu la tion  th a t the  F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l w i l l  no t on ly  
“ su rv ive ,”  b u t conquer in  s trugg le .

We Do Not Fear the Future
A s fo r  the “ hard fu tu re ” — the B o lshe v ik -M arx is ts  never ex

pected th a t the period o f the death agony o f cap ita lism  could p ro 
duce a n y th in g  b u t crises and w a r w ith  th e ir  inev itab le  reper
cussions in  w o rke rs ’ o rgan iza tions, in c lud in g  the p a r ty  o f the 
w o rke rs ’ vanguard. F ro m  these “ h a rd " circum stances, the  F o u rth  
In te rn a tio n a lis ts  on ly  d rew  the conclusion th a t the  grandiose 
social convulsions, w h ich  we fo resaw  and analyzed in  advance, 
create the conditions o u t o f w h ich  the oppressed masses, im pelled 
by iro n  necessity, m ust c a rry  th ro u g h  the social revo lu tion  and 
the reo rgan iza tion  o f the  w o rld  on a  soc ia lis t basis. O n ly  one th in g  
is needed: a genuine B o lshev ik  p a r ty  o f the vanguard. O n ly  M a rx 
ism  can be the p ro g ra m  o f such a p a rty . B u rnham  and h is  so rry  
disciples, the ex-M arx is ts , e x -T ro tsky is ts , o ffe r a p rog ram  th a t has 
no th in g  in  common w ith  M arx ism  o r the p ro le ta ria n  revo lu tion . 
F ro m  th is  arises the fundam enta l co n flic t between the m a jo r ity  
and the opposition, a con flic t w h ich  is m a n ife s tly  irreconcilab le  
and to  w h ich  a ll o th e r questions, however im p o rta n t, are never
theless subord inate.

In  the course o f a few  m onths discussion the differences be
tween the  m a jo r ity  and the opposition have reached such depth 
and scope as to  com ple te ly  overshadow a ll questions o f p a r ty  
regim e. I f  a ll the alleged fa u lts  o f the reg im e were true , and then 
m u ltip lie d  ten tim es over, the whole question w ou ld  pale in to  in 
s ignificance beside the  p rinc ip le d  differences w h ich  now c le a rly  
separate the  tw o  con tend ing factions. The s tru g g le  o f the opposition 
ostensib ly  began as a s trugg le  aga ins t the  “ Cannon reg im e,”  and 
as a defense, o r a t any ra te  as an an tic ip a tion , o f the  “ chang ing”  
pos ition  o f T ro ts k y . But^, in  a sho rt tim e  i t  un fo lded as a funda
m en ta l con flic t w ith  the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l over a ll the questions 
o f o u r program , ou r m ethod and ou r tra d itio n .

REJECTED BY CONVENTION

Minority Resolution On The U. S. S. R.
cRir.ïir.ryricn rv rnKVEKTTON) ^ -----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------(R E JE C T E D  B Y  C O N V E N T IO N )

1. The present w a r, w h ich  began w ith  the invasion o f Poland 
by the G erm an a rm y  on September 1st o f la s t year, is  a new 
s trugg le  among the g re a t powers fo r  a re-d iv is ion  o f the ea rth ; 
fo r  the hegemony on the European con tinent, and in  p a rtic u la r 
fo r  ru le  over the m a jo r ity  o f oppressed m ankind, liv in g  in  the co l
onies and sem i-colonies o f A fr ic a , Asia , Oceania, and L a tin  A m e r
ica. Thus, in  its  decisive aspects, the present w a r is o f the same 
general cha rac te r as the w a r o f 1914-18, th is  tim e  o ccu rring  on a 
founda tion  o f fa r  m ore acute and desperate con flic t and social 
degeneration. A ll a ttem p ts  to  describe the w a r, fro m  the po in t o f 
view  o f any o f the pa rtic ip an ts , as be ing fo u g h t fo r  the r ig h ts  of 
na tiona l se lf-de te rm ina tion  (Poland, F in la n d ), fo r  the sake o f 
“ dem ocracy aga inst fasc ism ”  (B r ita in , F rance ), to  “ break ihe  
hold o f c a p ita lis t p lu tocracy”  (G erm any), fo r  “ socia lis t lib e ra tio n " 
o r “ defense o f the Russian p ro le ta rian  revo lu tion ”  (S ov ie t U n ion) 
are on ly  soc ia l-p a trio tic  devices fo r  h id in g  the tru e  cha racte r of 
the w a r  fro m  the masses, and e n lis tin g  the support o f the masses 
fo r  one o r another p a rtic ip a n t o r group o f pa rtic ip an ts .

2. F rom  the soc ia lly  reac tiona ry  cha racte r o f the w a r there 
fo llow s the s tra te g y  w h ich  revo lu tiona ry  socia lists are ob ligated 
to  adopt w ith  respect to  it .  The revo lu tiona ry  o r ien ta tion  m ay be 
summed up as T H E  S T R A T E G Y  O F T H E  T H IR D  C AM P. This 
s tra te g y  envisages the s trugg le  on a w o rld  scale aga inst the w ar, 
aga inst a ll the be llige ren t governm ents and be llige ren t arm ies, 
and fo r  the in te rna tiona l soc ia lis t revo lu tion . The troops o f the 
po ten tia l a rm y  o f the th ird  cam p are to be found in the ranks  o f 
the w o rkers  and poor fa rm ers, the wom en and the youth, in  a ll 
countries, in  the enslaved popu lations o f the colonies, sem i-col
onies, sub ject-nations, th rou gh ou t the w orld , a ll o f whom  have 
on ly  sorrow , s ta rv a tio n  and death in  prospect fro m  the w ar, and 
fo r  whom  soc ia lis t re v o lt aga inst the w a r alone can o ffe r  solution. 
The ranks o f the a rm y  o f the th ird  cam p w i l l  be fo rged  by the 
re jec tion  o f any support o f any o f the w a rr in g  governm ents o r 
arm ies, the resolute pursuance o f the class s trugg le  in  a ll coun
tries, irrespective  o f its  influence upon the fo rtunes a t the m il ita ry  
fron ts , and the f ig h t fo r  lib e ra tio n  by the peoples o f the colonies 
and semi-colonies. The g u id ing  slogans o f the th ird  cam p are 
sum m arized by: A G A IN S T  T H E  W A R ! P E A C E  TH R O U G H  SO
C IA L IS M ! F O R  T H E  N A T IO N A L  IN D E P E N D E N C E  O F T H E  
O PPRESSED P E O P LE S  TH R O U G H  T H E  S O C IA L IS T  U N IT E D  
S T A TE S  O F E U R O P E ! FO R  A  S O C IA L IS T  U N IT E D  S TA TE S  
OF T H E  A M E R IC A S ! FO R  A  F R E E  A F R IC A ! FO R  A  FR ES

A S IA ! FOR 
P U B L IC S !

A  W O R LD  F E D E R A T IO N  O F S O C IA L IS T  R E -

Puts U.S.S.R. In Imperialist Camp
3. The S oviet U n ion is p a rtic ip a tin g  in te g ra lly  in  the  w o rld  

im p e ria lis t w a r fo r  the re -d iv is ion  o f the earth . The Russian revo
lu tio n is ts  and the Russian masses genera lly  ne ithe r desired no r 
welcomed S ta lin ’s w ar. The Soviet w o rke rs  and peasants and the 
n a tion a lly  oppressed peoples o f the U.S.S.R. w i l l  express th e ir  d is
con tent and ha tred o f the cou n te r-re vo lu tion a ry  bureaucracy and 
its  p reda to ry  w a r as an a n ti-w a r opposition m ovem ent— the on ly 
rea l basis fo r  the revo lu tiona ry  ove rth row  o f S ta lin  in  the present 
war. The rea c tion a ry  cha rac te r o f its  p a rtic ip a tio n  is demon
s tra ted  equa lly  by : the po licy and aim s o f the Soviet governm ent 
and a rm y— bureaucra tic  expansionism — w h ich  in  no w ay advance 
o r defend the in te rests o f the Russian o r the w o rld  p ro le ta r ia t, 
bu t on the co n tra ry  are sole ly in  the in te rests  o f the preserva tion  
and extension o f the power, p riv ileges  and revenues o f the bureau
cracy; the cha rac te r o f the a lliance w ith  G erm any; and by the 
effects o f its  pa rtic ip a tio n , w h ich  are in  no w ay to  advance the 
pre-requis ites o f the  soc ia lis t re vo lu tion— above a ll the indepen
dent s trugg le  o f the p ro le ta r ia t and the colon ia l peoples fo r  pow 
er, freedom , and socia lism — b u t on the  c o n tra ry  to  w ipe o u t those 
pre-requisites. S ta lin ’s present w a r is no m ore a “ w a r in  defense 
o f na tionalized p ro p e rty " than D a lad le r’s is a “ defense o f democ
racy ."

4. R evo lu tiona ry  socia lis ts  are ob ligated the re fo re  to  revise 
the fo rm e r conception o f “ uncond itiona l defense o f the Soviet 
U n ion ,”  w h ich, under the c ircum stances o f the present w a r, leads 
to a s tra te g y  w h ich  is in  d ire c t opposition to  the in te rests o f the 
w orld  soc ia lis t revo lu tion . The general s tra te g y  o f the th ird  cam p 
applies to  the Soviet governm ent and arm ies as to  the o th e r bel
lig e re n t powers. In  ce rta in  concrete cases, as, fo r  example, in  the 
invasion o f F in land, we raise such slogans as, “ W ith d ra w  the Red 
A rm y  fro m  F in la n d !”  “ Stop the w a r !” , etc. The slogans FOR A  
F R E E  S O V IE T  U K R A IN E ! and fo r  freedom  o f the o th e r non- 
Russian n a tion a litie s  w ith in  the Soviet U n ion  who m ay w ish  it, 
FO R W O R K E R S ’ C O N TR O L O F IN D U S T R Y ! F O R  W O R K E R S ’ 
D E M O C R A C Y ! D O W N  W IT H  P R IV IL E G E ! FO R  T H E  O V E R 
T H R O W  O F T H E  B U R E A U C R A C Y !, and the s tru g g le  fo r  these 
and fo r  the o th e r economic and socia l demands o f the w o rke rs  and 
peasants, irrespective  o f the effect o f th is  s trugg le  upon the m il i

ta ry  fro n t, tog e the r w ith  the  in te rn a tio n a l o rie n ta tio n  proposed 
in  the general slogans applicab le to  the w a r, these alone answer 
the needs o f the  Russian masses, in c lu d in g  the genuine defense o f 
na tiona lized p ro p e rty  and its  u t il iz a t io n  fo r  soc ia lis t development, 
and w i l l  fuse th e ir  s tru g g le  w ith  th a t o f the masses o f the en tire  
w o rld  fo r  P E A C E  T H R O U G H  S O C IA L IS M .

Poses Various Possibilities
5. I t  is no t possible to  g ive in  advance a  deta iled re p ly  to  a ll 

hyp o the tica l v a ria n ts  o f fu tu re  developm ents o f the w ar. B u t, fo r  
example, i f  the present enemies o f G erm any were to  engage the 
Red A rm y  on Russian o r non-Russian soil, as an extension o f 
th e ir  opposition to  Russian aid to G erm any and con flic t w ith  
S ta lin is t bu reaucra tic  expansion— th a t is, i f  the cha rac te r o f 
Russia’s p a rtic ip a tio n  in  the w a r w ou ld  rem ain the same (as 
described in  po in t 3), o u r present pos ition  w ou ld  rem a in  u n 
changed. However, i f  the cha rac te r o f the w a r changes fro m  one 
o f in te r- im p e r ia lis t con flic t, in  w h ich  the Red A rm y  acts as a 
pawn o f one im p e ria lis t power and as an in s tru m e n t o f bureau
c ra tic  expansion, in to  a w a r determ ined by the c a p ita lis t im p e r
ia lis t  p o litic s  o f de s tru c tion  o f Soviet s ta te  p ro p e rty  and the re 
duction  o f Russia to  a colony— th a t is, is de term ined by the w o rld  
antagonism  o f c a p ita lis t im p e ria lism  and Soviet na tiona lized econ
om y— o u r pos ition  w ou ld  change corresponding to the change in  
the cha rac te r o f the  w a r. In  such a w a r, the S ta lin is t bureaucracy, 
despite the fa c t  th a t  i t  continues to defend, in  its  ow n w ay, its  
pow er and revenue, w ould be conducting  a progressive w a r. The 
revo lu tio n a ry  w o rk in g  class w ould in  th is  case adopt the pos ition  
o f defense o f the S oviet U nion. O u r position  w ou ld  be d ic ta ted  by 
the in te rests  o f the w o rld  p ro le ta r ia t w h ich  coincide w ith  the 
s trugg le  to  defend Soviet na tiona lized  p ro p e rty  fro m  liq u id a tio n  
by any im p e ria lis t power o r powers. The defense o f the  Soviet 
U n ion  would be conducted by  us independently, w ith o u t fo r  a 
m om ent abandoning the p o lit ic a l s tru g g le  aga inst the coun te r
re vo lu tio n a ry  bureaucracy.

6. In  the U n ite d  States, ou r m a in  enemy rem ains a t home. 
The special task  o f the S oc ia lis t W orke rs  P a rty  is resistance to  
a ll a tte m p ts  o f the  bourgeoisie and its  governm ent, and o f the 
la bo r bureaucracy and soc ia l-pa trio ts , to  exp lo it the crim es o f 
S ta lin ism  fo r  the purpose o f id e n tify in g  i t  w ith  revo lu tiona ry  
socialism , and fo r  the purpose o f w h ipp in g  up an im p e ria lis t p ro 
w a r s p ir it  am ong the  masses and o f d ra gg ing  the c o u n try  in to  
w a r.
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FIGHT W ITH THE SOCIALIST 
WORKERS PARTY FOR:

1. A job and a decent living for every worker.
2. Open the Idle factories—operate them under 

workers’ control.
3. A Twenty-Billion dollar Federal public work* 

and housing program.
4. Thirty-thirty—§30-weekly minimum wage—30- 

hour weekly maximum for all workers on all jobs.
5. Thirty dollar weekly old-age and disability 

pension.
6. Expropriate the Sixty Families.
7. All war fluids to the unemployed.

8. A people’s referendum on any and all wars.

9. No secret diplomacy.
10. An independent Labor Party.
11. Workers' Defense Guards against vigilante and 

Fascist attacks.
12. Full social, political and economic equality for 

the Negro people.

Statement of the 
National Committee

The readers o f the A P P E A L  are already 
fam iliar w ith the resolutions adopted by the re
cently concluded National Convention o f our 
party. These resolutions (published last week) 
made extremely liberal provisions for the par
ticipation o f the leaders o f the m inority in party 
work. The resolutions offered them the oppor
tunity to continue the discussion in defense of 
their point o f view in the Internal Bulletin and 
in the N E W  IN T E R N A T IO N A L , on the con
dition that they refrain from issuing an inde
pendent publication in opposition to the press of 
the party.

These decisions o f the convention have been 
rejected by the leaders o f the minority. This con
duct left the National Committee no alternative, 
under the instructions of the convention, but to 
suspend the m inority leaders from the party un
t il such time, as they signify their readiness to 
abide by the convention decisions. This action 
was taken by the National Committee, at its 
meeting held on A pril 16, in order to protect 
the party against disruption. A t the same time 
the terms o f the suspension leave the way open 
fo r the suspended members to reconsider the 
question and return to their places in the party 
leadership and in its editorial boards on the basis 
o f the convention decisions.

' Treachery' In Norway
An astounding picture has been drawn in the 

press this last week o f how Germany overran 
southern Norway without resistance. Traitors in 
every branch of the government and the armed 
forces, situated in positions where they could de
liver or render harmless fortresses and warships, 
airports and government buildings and industrial 
plants, worked hand-in-glove with the German 
invaders. So widespread was the net o f these 
traitors that it is scarcely possible to think of 
them as a group o f agents o f Germany; it is 
more accurate to speak o f a certain caste in 
Norwegian society which decided to deliver N or
way to Germany.

Even i f  we discount nine-tenths o f these press 
reports, the residue is still enough for us to draw 
certain important conclusions concerning the 
realities of Norway— and o f every other “ dem
ocracy.”  W hile at the head of Norway officially 
stood a “ socialist”  government— to boot, it was a

government o f the Norwegian Labor Party, <f> 
which is supposed to be the most “ le ft”  o f the 
parties o f the Second International— in the real 
places of power, in the most strategic m ilitary 
and industrial centers, were arch-reactionaries 
who, without consulting the government or the 
people o f Norway, had the power to decide to 
hand Norway over to the Nazis.

Let us understand clearly what this means. 
This caste o f traitors came to the conclusion that 
their best interests were served by facilitating 
Germany’s invasion, and their w ill dictated what 
happened. We happen to see this so glaringly in 
this case, because the decision that the caste made 
was contrary to that which the American press— 
which functions openly now as part o f the A l
lied camp— would have liked it to make, and 
hence the American press indignantly exposes 
the “ conspiracy.”

But suppose this caste o f traitors had. instead, 
decided to throw its support to the Allies? Then 
the American press would not have called them 
traitors or their act a conspiracy but, on the con
trary, would have written only about “ the people 
o f Norway deciding”  to facilitate an Allied in
vasion instead o f a German one. But in that 
case, just as in the present case when this caste 
favored Germany, IT  W O U LD  BE TH E S E  
AR C H  - R E A C T IO N A R IE S  W I T H O U T  
C O N S U LT A T IO N  W IT H  T H E  PEO PLE 
W H O  W O U LD  D E C ID E  W H A T  N O R W A Y  
S H O U LD  DO.

In  venting their rage against the Norwegian 
reactionaries for favoring Germany, the Amer
ican press has involuntarily laid bare fo r every 
worker to see the real mechanism of all the 
“ democracies.”

The same mechanism operates in this country. 
The people of this country w ill have no real 
voice in deciding whether this country shall go 
to war, and against whom. A  semblance o f “ pop
ular”  support w ill be worked up for the war 
through the systematic poison pumped into our 
heads by the press, movies, radio, the speeches 
o f Roosevelt and his Democratic and Republican 
collaborators—but this poison is being pumped 
into us at the command o f the American equival
ent of those who decided which way Norway 
should go. 7 hey decide, not the people.

Who are those that decide? America’s Sixty 
Families— the powerful plutocrats who really 
run this country and w ill continue to run it, no 
matter who sits in Washington, until the day 
when the American working class takes the pow
er into its own hands and takes away from the 
plutocrats their economic power.

Tomorrow, i f  it should serve the interests of 
America’s Sixty Families, they would call a halt 
to the roar o f pro-Ally propaganda and turn on a 
stream of pro-Nazi propaganda. For they decide 
in which o f the imperialist camps this country 
should line up.

Anybody who talks about fighting for this 
country against Germany or Japan, or whoever 
the “ enemy”  is, simply is delivering himself as 
cannon fodder into the death-machines of the 
Sixty Families.

We are not pacifists and we’re not isolationists.
We know that this country can’t stay out of a 
warring world. We’re not against all wars. Be
cause we’re for the one war in which it is worth 
fighting the war o f the working class against 
the bosses. We’ll defend this country— when this 
country is ruled by the workers. We’ll war 
against fascism and reaction anywhere— but only 
when the armies which carry banners against 
fascism are the armies o f a Workers’ Republic 
or the revolutionary workers’ forces within the 
fascist countries.

Any worker who doesn't understand that, 
doesn’t understand what has just happened in 
Norway.

In the World of Labor
By Paul G. Stevens

Three Organizations Decide to 
Unite as 4th International Party'

Ferm ín Olea, fra te rn a l delegate o f the R evolu
tio n a ry  S oc ia lis t P a rty  o f Chile to  the T h ird  N a 
tion a l Convention o f the S ocia lis t W orke rs  P a rty , 
provided us w ith  the fo llo w in g  sum m ary on the 
Chilean s itu a tio n  and the fo rm a tio n  o f the R.S.P.:

1. The S ocia lis t P a r ty  entered the P opular 
F ro n t com bination  in  1937 w ith  a f if ty -p o in t p la t
fo rm ; bu t the real po in t o f the P opu la r F ro n t was 
to  elect a p res iden tia l candidate opposed to  Gus
tavo Ross. The P opu lar F ro n t candidate was the 
bourgeois rad ica l, Pedro A g u irre  Cerda, and the 
Socia lis t P a rty  sacrificed its  own candidate, its  
leader Grove.

2. A f te r  the v ic to ry  in  the O ctober 25, 1938, 
election, the Socia list P a r ty  convoked a General 
Congress in  December to  decide on its  p a rtic ip a 
tion  in  the new governm ent. A t  th a t congress 
were to be observed the f irs t  sym ptom s o f open 
opposition to  the re fo rm is t po litics  o f the S.P.

3. T h is  opposition grew  in  the course o f the 
f irs t  yea r o f the P opu la r F ro n t governm ent. The 
f irs t  serious incidents 'came in  September, 1939, 
when the C entra l E xecu tive  C om m ittee o f the 
Socia lis t P a r ty  a ttem pted  to  e ffec t a rapproche
m en t w ith  the V anguard ia  P opu la r Socia lis ta  (a 
m ovem ent prev ious ly  openly p ro -N az i b u t wh ich, 
w ith  the support o f the S ta lin is ts , had entered 
the P opu lar F ro n t) . W ith  a com bination w ith  th is  
o rgan iza tion , the S.P. leadership th o u g h t to  
counter-balance the S ta lin is t-R a d ica l bourgeois 
a lliance w h ich  was ou tw e igh ing  the S.P. in  gov
e rnm ent decisions.

The Socia lis t Y ou th  Federation (Federación 
Juven il Socia lists) did no t accept the S.P. po licy  
and its  general secretary, K rug , toge the r w ith  
o ther leaders and active  youth, were v io le n tly  
expelled fro m  the S.P. These elements fo rm ed the 
R evo lu tiona ry  S oc ia lis t L e f t  (Izqu ie rda  Revolu
c iona ria  S ocia lis ta ) in  Novem ber, 1939.

4. New  inc idents came ju s t before the V I  Gen
era l Congress o f the S.P. w h ich  took place a t 
the end o f December, 1939. Num erous m ilita n ts  
were expelled and various sections reorganized 
by the S.P. leadership.

Tw o tendencies constitu ted  the opposition : one 
w h ich  was organized around Cesar Godoy, an 
S.P. depu ty in  pa rliam en t, and another, T ro ts k y 
is t, w h ich  was organized under the name A la  
Izqu ie rda  S ocia lis ta  (L e ft  S oc ia lis t). The tw o  
tendencies agreed in  th e ir  condem nation o f the 
dishonest practices o f the governm ent, o f the 
S.P. leadership and o f the leadership o f the trade 
unions, whose p rinc ip a l body, the Confederación 
de Traba jadores (W orke rs  C onfederation) is con
tro lle d  by the S.P. and the C om m unist P a rty , 
w ith  a s lig h t m a jo r ity  in the hands o f the S.P.

The L e f t  Socia lists and the Godoy group made 
an agreem ent on the fo llo w in g  p la tfo rm : (1) 
D em ocra tic  cen tra lism  and lib e r ty  o f discussion; 
(2) re ins ta tem en t in to  the p a r ty  o f those ex
pelled fo r  po litica l reasons; (3) the candidacy o f 
Godoy fo r  General S ecre tary o f the p a rty .

5. Grove was elected General Secre tary over 
Godoy by an in s ig n ifica n t m a jo r ity . The resu lt 
was th a t m any m ilita n ts  le ft  the p a rty . These,

toge the r w ith  those expelled, constitu ted  in  Jan 
ua ry , 1940, the R e vo lu tion a ry  S ocia lis t P a rty  
(P a rtid o  Socia lis ta  R evoluc ionario) and im m edi
a te ly  established con tact w ith  the  p rev ious ly -o r
ganized R evo lu tiona ry  Socia list L e f t  and w ith  ex
m em bers o f the C om m unist P a r ty  who had be
come disgusted w ith  the S ta lin is t reg im e and its  
in te rna tiona l po litics .

6. A t  the Congress o f the R evo lu tiona ry  Socia l
is t L e f t  in  F eb rua ry , there were fra te rn a l delega
tions fro m  the R evo lu tiona ry  S ocia lis t P a r ty  and 
the In te rn a tio n a lis t W orke rs  G roup (G rupo In 
tem ac ion a lis ta  O brero ), (the  la t te r  has been a f
filia te d  to  the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l fo r  some 
tim e ). A t  th is  Congress i t  was agreed to  fo rm  a 
C om m ittee fo r  U n ifica tio n  o f the three o rgan iza
tions.

7. In  M a rch  the R evo lu tiona ry  Socia lis t P a rty  
published its  f ir s t  pam phlet, w h ich  consists o f a 
M an ifesto , a D ec la ra tion  o f P rinc ip les, a program  
o f action, and the sta tu tes o f the p a rty . A  second 
pub lica tion , a new tra n s la tio n  o f M a rx ’s C ritic ism  
o f the G otha P rogram , in  the press.

In  its  D ec la ra tion  o f P rincip les, the R evolu
tio n a ry  Socia list P a r ty  declares th a t the W orld  
P a r ty  o f Socia lis t R evo lu tion  (the  F o u rth  In te r 
na tion a l), “ represents w ith  f id e lity  and p u r ity  the 
in te rests  o f the w o rk in g  class,”  and in  its  s ta 
tu tes states th a t the p a rty 's  In te rn a tio n a l is the 
F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l.

8. The now p a rty  th a t w i l l  resu lt from  the fu 
sion of these o rgan iza tions has g re a t perspectives:
(1) Because its  m ilita n ts  and its  theories are 
im bued w ith  the T ro ts k y is t ideas o f p ro le ta rian  
in te rna tiona lism . (2) Because those discontented 
w ith  the S oc ia lis t P a r ty  do no t find  in  any o the r 
g roup  a f irm  ideolog ica l base. (3) Because those 
discontented w ith  the C om m unist P a r ty  have no t 
succeeded in  c rea ting  any o ther independent 
group. (4) Because the new p a rty  has a genuine 
and effective p ro le ta ria n  base and m any o f its  
m ilita n ts  are those who developed the active  
trade union w o rk  o f the C.P. and S.P.
M arch, 1940 Ferm ín  Olea

*  *  *

A fte r  a tten d in g  the S.W.P. convention, com
rade Olea added the fo llo w in g  appendix to  his 
re p o r t :

Concerning the in te rn a tio n a l question raised 
by the w ar, the G erm an-Soviet pact and the w a r 
in F in land, the P.S.R. had no t taken, a t the tim e  
o f m y  departu re  fro m  Chile, any o ffic ia l pos ition ; 
bu t in the C entra l Com m ittee there  prevailed the 
position supported by the na tiona l convention o f 
the A m erican p a rty . The same th in g  happened in 
the R evo lu tiona ry  S oc ia lis t L e f t  and the In te rn a 
t io n a lis t W orke rs  Group.

" I  believe th a t in  no case w ill a m in o r ity  in the 
P.S.R. take  a stand aga inst the u n ity  o f the p a rty , 
and th is  position  w il l  also be m ain ta ined  in  the 
course o f the process o f un ifica tion  between the 
P.S.R. and the o th e r groups.”

I t  is c lear th a t o u r m ovem ent in  Chile is leav
in g  the stage o f propaganda groups. A  unified 
p a r ty  o f the forces a t o u r disposal in  C h ile means, 
fro m  its  inception, a p a r ty  o f action  in  the mass 
movement.

'A n ti-T rust' Cam paign A im ed  
To B reak Back o f  Unionism

F.B.I. and C.I.O .
Now a CIO affiliate has fallen victim to the 

“ trust-busting”  campaign o f the Department of 
Justice— the Fur Workers Union. Let neither 
John L. Lewis or anybody else deceive himself: 
the fact o f Stalinist influence in the fu r union 
might explain why it was the first CIO union to 
be touched— the government moves first against 
the discredited Stalinists because they are so 
vulnerable but that doesn’t at all mean that 
other CIO unions won’t be next.

In this case the CIO top officialdom made a 
gcstuie or two o f solidarity— pretty perfunctory 
gestures. In  A F L  cases, the € 1 0  officials con
tinue tacit approval o f the prosecution. Lewis & 
Co. are cutting off their noses to spite their faces.

(Continued fro m  Page 1) 
in g  a p ro fit.”  (O pera on Tour, 
Inc., v. Weber, e t a l.)

2. “ Unreasonable re s tra in ts  . . . 
to  compel the  h ir in g  o f use
less and unnecessary labor.”  

M r. A rn o ld  gives an example o f 
an e x tra  m an on a de live ry  tru ck . 
B u t the p rinc ip le  is w h a t m a tte rs  
— not M r. A rn o ld ’s example. A nd 
ju s t  who is to  say w h a t is "use
less and unnecessary”  labor? 
W ho is to decide the proper speed 
o f a w o rke r?  S ure ly  no t law yers 
and judges who never d id  a day’s 
m anual labo r in  th e ir  lives? And 
who w il l  decide the borderline o f 
e xp lo ita tion ?

Tw o men w o rk in g  s ix  hours 
each o ften  means “ useless and 
unnecessary" labo r— i f  one m an 
can be induced o r forced to  w o rk  
twelve hours. A nd  w h a t about the 
older w orkers  being th row n  on to 
the hum an scrap heap? Is  i t  bet
te r  fo r  hum an beings to s tarve 
than to  have "unnecessary”  la 
bor?

W hen the General E le c tr ic , 
W estinghouse and others pay 
low  wages and show huge, un
necessary p ro fit  th a t is no t an 
"unreasonable re s tra in t.”  A nd 
when lig h t in g  f ix tu re  m anufac
tu re rs  in  o the r states pay poverty  
wages so as to m ake unnecessary 
p re fit, th a t is  not an "unreason
able re s tra in t.”

B u t when union e lectrica l 
w o rke rs  say, “ B uy  ou r labo r; we 
get l i t t le  w o rk ; don’t  d rag  us 
down to  the lo w er pa id w o rke rs ”
-  - th a t is an “ unreasonable re 
s tra in t.”  I t  creates “ useless and 
unnecessary” labor, M r. A rno ld  
cla im s.
3. “ Unreasonable re s tra in ts  . . .

to  enforce systems o f g ra ft  
and e x to rtio n .”

4. “ Unreasonable re s tra in ts  . . .
to  enforce ille g a lly  fixed 
prices.”

The ind ic tm en ts  against Local

Un ion No. 3 and its  offic ia ls cer
ta in ly  do no t come under these 
points. . ,

The ind ic tm en ts  
are based solely on the charge 
th a t the union and its  offic ia ls 
endeavored to  obta in , spread and 
m a in ta in  w o rk  fo r  members.

The general c ry  o f "ra cke te e r”  
is used to conceal and confuse the 
a tta c k  on unions.

W hen co u rt judges have been 
caught se lling  th e ir  decisions fo r  
cash, the ' a n t i- tru s t la w  was no t 
used aga inst them. Such la w  was 
no t used to convic t dishonest la w 
yers, po litic ians, governm ent o f
fic ia ls, stock m an ipu la to rs , m in 
is ters and bank officers. S ure ly  
we have no t so soon fo rg o tte n  the 
Falls, Dohenys, S incla irs, Forbes, 
W hitneys, M antons and m any 
others.

A  N E W  W E A P O N  IN  T H E  
U N IO N -B U S T IN G  A R S E N A L  
5. “ Unreasonable re s tra in ts  . . . 

to  destroy an established 
system  o f co llective  ba rga in 
in g .”

M r. A rn o ld  says th is  covers 
j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  disputes and 
s trikes. These occur between un
ions over w h ich  one sha ll do cer
ta in  w o rk  o r jobs. F o r instance: 
When the New  Y o rk  Edison Com
pany b u ilt  a power house i t  had a 
co n tra c to r do the e lectrica l con
s tru c tio n  w o rk  w ith  re g u la r union 
e lectric ians. L a te r the Edison em
ployees form ed a un ion and the 
com pany wanted to  use these em
ployees to  do th is  w o rk  a t 50% 
less wages.

In  the N ew  Y o rk  tunnels the 
"Sand Hogs” — despite a decision 
rendered against them  by proper 
union a u th o r ity — w a n t to  do cer
ta in  e lec trica l w o rk  done fo r  
years by E le c tr ic a l W orke rs ’ U n 
ion No. 3.

In  New  Y o rk  the Longshore
m en’s Un ion has been t r y in g  to

hold a w eekly ra te  o f $44 w h ile  a 
union a ffilia ted  to  the C IO  offers 
to w o rk  fo r  $27.50. I t  was in  th is  
d ispute th a t the Longshorem en’s 
U n ion and its  offic ia ls— Joseph 
R yan and others— were ind icted. 
M r. A rn o ld  held th a t th is  was a 
ju r is d ic tio n a l d ispute— "a  con
sp iracy in  re s tra in t o f in te rs ta te  
trade ."

Here is how a “ ju r is d ic tio n a l”  
d ispute can be created to  w reck  
unions: There are A F L  union 
trades on a bu ild ing . The bu ilde r 
signs an agreem ent w ith  the CIO. 
The A F L  union trades s trike . 
Then they and th e ir  offic ia ls  are 
c r im in a lly  ind ic ted  fo r  "d es troy 
in g  an established system  o f co l
lective  b a rga in ing ” , Seems fa n 
tas tic  doesn’t  i t?  B u t i t  is a ll 
too true.

However, labo r has never be
fo re  heard th a t ju r is d ic tio n a l 
s tr ikes  are u n la w fu l under the 
a n t i- tru s t law . A nd labo r has cer
ta in ly  never had a m onopoly of 
such disputes. V arious states, m a
ny departm ents o f governm ent, 
courts  and even churches are con
s ta n tly  involved in  ju r is d ic tio n a l 
disputes o f one v a rie ty  o r an
other.

The U n ited  States was born in 
a f ig h t over ju r is d ic tio n . Cities, 
towns and v illages o ften  squabble 
over te r r ito r ia l ju r is d ic tio n  and 
aga inst encroachm ent. I t  seems 
th a t a dem ocracy is impossible 
w ith o u t ju r is d ic tio n a l disputes o f 
various kinds.

O f course such disputes be
tween labo r unions do harm . Bad 
fee ling  is created a ll around. A l 
m ost a ll hum ans deplore and con
demn them -------the same as they
do w a r. B u t hum ans s t i l l  go to  
w ar. A nd  such disputes and 
s tr ike s  are a fo rm  o f w a r— a w a r 
m ostly  fo r  jobs. P rovide enough 
jobs fo r  men and you w il l  hear 
l i t t le  o r no th in g  o f such disputes.

Australian 4th 
Internationalists 
Fight Against War

By PAUL SCHWALBE

Fourth™ ?*' s<*walbe, an active member of the 
th Internationalist movement since 1929, has 

spent considerable time in Australia during the 
past three years and is now a member of our 
Australian section—Editor.)

n fT ? 6 ^ l l®t r f lian  's land-continent, 28 tim es the size
r i t v FW h B  a” V haS less Population tha n  N ew  Y o rk  
C ity . W hen we th in k  o f the num erous troopships th a t
fh J  a?  Ca?y  1Cft f ° r  the E u r°P ean battlegrounds, and 

e M auretam as and Queen M a rys  th a t are on the 
T t r  to A u s tra lia  fo r  hum an cargo— we begin to  
realize the te rr ib le  d ra in  upon the m anpower o f A us- 
tra h a  the su ffe ring  o f those le ft  behind, the in e v it
able decline o f liv in g  standards and the eventual col
lapse o f the whole economy o f A us tra lia .

In  the circ les o f B r ita in ’s h igh  society, where the 
real ru le rs  o f A u s tra lia  meet, i t  is a m a tte r o f con- 
g ia tu la to ry  com m ent th a t th e ir  agents down under 
are go ing  the lim it ,  w ith o u t serious resistance fro m  
the so-called La bo ur G overnm ent o r the Trades U n ion  
eadership, ,n a p rogram  th a t w i l l  sh ip re g u la r ly  a t 

least 2,000 young men in  every m on th  to th e ir  deaths.

n l i°K|Iit;^  ° f  the S ta Iin is t uPPc r c rus t is a lm ost 
unbelievable. They were d riven  ou t w ith o u t resistance 
rom  the Y a rra  Banks a t M elbourne, tra d it io n a l w o rk - 

ers m ee ting  place, three and fo u r  weeks in  succes
sion, by a couple o f dozens o f s ix teen-year old boys 
o r a hand fu l o f un ifo rm ed hooligans. Instead o f o r
gan iz ing  W orkers  Defense Guards and depending up
on the w orkers , they appeal repeatedly to  the loca l 
police, federa l and s ta te  governm ents, and a rm y  
heads, to  re s tra in  the k id s  o r soldiers!

The con tras t between the S ta lin is ts  and the T ro ts - 
k y js ts  is c lear-cu t. W hen ou r comrades set up th e ir  
p la tfo rm  and banners fo r  a dem onstra tion , they do so 
w ith  heads erect and de fian t hearts, s ing ing  the In 
te rna tiona l. In  Sydney, in  the Dom ain, where m any 
thousands o f po litica lly -advanced  w o rke rs  congregate 
every Sunday afte rnoon , the T ro ts k y is ts  have always 
depended on the w o rkers  around them , toge the r w ith  
th e ir  organized Defense Guards, fo r  p ro te c tion  in  
m any cases ve ry  successfully.

E ven ts d u rin g  m y s tay  in  Sydney revealed the  ap
p a llin g  cowardice o f the S ta lin is ts . They were loud 
on ly  in  th e ir  abuse and ca lum ny aga ins t A lfre d  B rad 
ley, delegate fro m  the Boot Trades U n ion  to  the New 
South W ales Trades and La bo r Council, who had re 
peatedly proposed to  the Council the fo rm a tio n  o f a 
W orke rs  Defense G uard to  p ro te c t la bo r’s r igh ts . 
W ith  the aid  o f the S ta lin is t votes, the proposal was 
defeated. The slogan fo r  W orkers  Defense G uards is 
however, beg inn ing to  m ake headway. I  have ju s t 
learned th a t the M elbourne branch o f the Boot Trades 
U n ion  has ca rried  a reso lu tion  fo r  it .

The A u s tra lia n  section o f the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l, 
the C om m unist League, has made its  g rea tes t m a rk  
in  the f ig h t aga inst the im p e ria lis t w a r. A n  in sp ir ing  
dem onstra tion  too k  place in  the Sydeny D om ain la s t 
fa ll,  where several hundred w o rke rs  o f d ra ft  age re 
sponded to the ca ll o f  ou r speakers to  boyco tt the 
N a tion a l R eg is te r by b u rn ing  the  b lanks in a  g re a t 
bonfire  before the  speakers stand. I t  was an im pres
sive s ig h t, to see the flames o f p ro te s t and d iscontent 
fro m  th a t f ire  reach skyw a rd  in  the shadows o f the 
G overnm ent and A rm y  bu ild ings!

O ur C om m unist League holds stree t m eetings a l
m ost n ig h tly  in  a ll p a rts  o f Sydney, a t tra c t in g  in 
c reas ing ly  la rg e r audiences, as ou r comrades fe a r
lessly a tta c k  the w a r and the proposed conscrip tion  
O ur m eetings a lw ays have la rge  and co lo rfu l banners, 
w ith  c lear and effective slogans c a llin g  s p ir ite d ly  fo r  
action  aga inst the w a r. The un ifo rm ed hooligans who 
a ttem p ted  a t f ir s t  to break up ou r m eetings have 
been e ffec tive ly  discouraged, w ith  the aid o f w o rkers  
who volunteered to  defend o u r m eetings.

Our Movement Composed of Workers
O ur people are also active  in the mass o rgan iza

tions o f the w orkers . U ndoubted ly  the h ig h  degree o f 
d isc ip line  and dogged devotion to the  League is ac
counted fo r  by the fa c t th a t over 75% o f its  members 
are composed o f un ion members, and th a t the League 
is a lm ost 100% p ro le ta rian . M any o f them  are em
ployed in  the ship a rm am en t and m ach in is t trades, 
some in  the boot trades and prin tshops, and no t a 
few  are m ig ra to ry  w orkers , who do the technica l 
w o rk  in  the p a r ty  headquarters d u rin g  the s lack sea- 
son.

W o rk  am ong the unem ployed is a m a jo r task. O ur 
comrades are in s tru m en ta l in  pu b lish ing  'The Unem 
ployed W o rke rs ’ Voice,”  w h ich  is sys tem a tica lly  c ir 
culated in  the unemployed d is tr ic ts  in  every b ig  c ity  
in  A u s tra lia . The d is tr ib u tio n  problem  has been solved 
by the unemployed themselves, who in  g re a t num bers 
take  tu rn s  in d is tr ib u tin g  i t  a t the m a in  unemployed 
re g is tra tio n  offices.

M uch could be added to a tte s t to  the h igh degree of 
s p ir it  th a t characterizes the A u s tra lia n  Section o f 
the F o u rth  In te rn a tio n a l. The comrades are deter
m ined ly  se ttin g  about to  tra n s fo rm  th e ir  m on th ly  
organ, the “ M il ita n t , ”  in to  a weekly. They support 
several fu ll- t im e  organ izers and functiona ries . O ur 
comrades are no tab ly  selfless, g iv in g  a ll they have. 
These w orker-com rades are accomplished speakers, 
w rite rs , and are well-developed in  the various a rts  
and techniques necessary fo r  re vo lu tio n a ry  a g ita tio n  
and propaganda.

Such s p ir it, devotion and a c t iv ity  could no t fa i l  to  
have its  im pact. P a r t ic u la r ly  im p o rta n t is the effect 
on the S ta lin is ts . The b u lk  o f ou r m em bership has 
come fro m  the A u s tra lia n  C om m unist p a rty , w h ich  is 
com para tive ly  la rge. Those th a t have come ove r la te ly  
fro m  the C.P. are o f exceptional q u a lity , recru ited  in 
m ost cases fro m  the lead ing  cadres o f the  S ta lin is t 
o rgan izations, and the d r i f t  tow a rd  us is s t i l l  go ing  on.

As a case in  po in t, w h ile  th is  is be ing w r it te n  I  
have received the M arch  issue o f the “ M il ita n t , ”  an
nouncing the break o f B e tty  Roland, noted rad ica l 
p la y w r ig h t who, we are sure, w i l l  fo llo w  the exam ple 
o f R aw ling , Baracch i, Jack  K avanagh and others who 
preceded he r in to  ou r ranks.

M A Y  D A Y  M A S S  M E E T I N G !
FARRELL DOBBS 

JAMES P. CANNON
SPEAKERS:

Wednesday, May 1st
I R V I N G  P L A C E  lrvin9!“!oce l?thSfree*New York City

4


