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The Hunt for Trotskyist Contraband
HISTORY BOOKS FOR

The New Revision Under Way in U.S.S.R

NEW MILITANT

SALE'!

By JOHN G. WEIGHT

From the Eremlin down, the
Sealini=tg in the Bovlet Unlom ane
having the jitters from & recent
opoch-making and horrible discov-
&FF mide by none other than Stalim.

While Bialln apAd his snite were
marching from ope “irrevocable™
iomph f0 the next, an uabeliev-
ahle sltoation contlned to develop
ia the rear: “On the Historleal
Front.® While Stalin was busy
making history in the very fronot
Mo, hie flunkles in the rear were
manufactnr.ng it according to the
day-to-day prescription, With the
shangea in the objective eltuation,
tha means and ways of falsifying
hiwtory wore varisd

Bat now 1t turng oul—an a matter
of Incontrovertible fact (for, Stalin
himmeif says so)—that the sclence
of hidory in the Soviet Union s,
by and large, o the camp of coun-
ter revolution!

The gravity of the sitnation is
Mloskrated sofcently by the fact
that oo Janoary 26, 1936, a epecial
Commision of Twelve, with Zhdan-
or @ Obhalrman, was appoloted by
Atalin to wave what ecan be aaved,

Natorally, the Commisslon faces
a eolossal problem  In ity work It
runs op against tremendons difical-
tem  In the words of Pravda ftself :

“Birange as It may sesm, thi:
wixrk has run up against difculties
in the sphere of the Eistory of the
THB R Itls well worth dwelllng
upon these diffeuliia: becanse they
conoorn md & small groap of
aothors but the conditlon of oor
Historical Science™ (Lead ng ar-
tide In Pravda, Jam. 27, 1838, Our
omphaals, )

“Liguidating” Pokrovsky

Om the 19th year of the October
revolotion, on the very threshold of
Cemroupi g, after all classes had
been irrevocably eliminated, “our
historienl sclencw” s In such an
awfal and ominous condition that
Bialin muet Intervene and appo'nt
no ke than twelve rpeclalista (in-
cloding Radek and Bukharin) to
relkere the situatlon. Thig 18 not
only & strange atate of affairs, buot
a sondition well worth leckiog into,

The fird inkling of the crlsis “on
the historical front"” came to the
unipitlated in the form of a4 world-
wide attack lausched by Stalln'a
pen-prostititey (with Radek at the
hoad) against the historlan M, M.
Pokrovaky,

This Iate amnd pnlamented -cholar
was one of the recognized flgure-
heads of the officlal school of Stalln-
ist historans, In the texthooks he
whas Invariably referrsd 4o as the
“Great Historlan", which translated
into Emgl'eh means that his par-
tienlar wversion of history wa as-
gumsd by the buerancracy to be
votirely in its own intereste. Buot
that wag yesterday, Today, Pravda
hw: dreevocably declared that:

“The harmfal traditions of the
school of M. N, Pokrovaky have not
been Lquidated in the aphere of the
History of the U385 R.”" (Jan, 27)

In other words, we have here an
official decree to “liguidate™ imme-
diately Pokrovsky (already. a sue-
ceaful corpse) .. and “his school”,
But as we have already leacned
from Pravda itself, this is not any
histor'an living or dead but a com-
dktlon of things that surpa ses mere
Hquidation of individaals, The
name of FPokrovaky la merely a
symbol to denote that the evil ex-
tends even to the Heteafter. In
podnt of fact, the Stalind t bureane-
racy I now in process of llquidating
its own fals'fication of history serys
1 wp In it own school books.

The (Hcial Decres

The decree Izaued by the CEC,
of the Q.P.B1, and the Council of
Peoples’ Commisaors makes no re-
rerenee to Pokrovsky or any ~chopl
but blunily states the following:

"A Commission composed of
comrades Zhdanov (Cha'rmen),
Radek, Svanidze, Gorln, Lukin,
Yakovlev, By trinnski. Zatonskl,
Falsulla Khodinley, Banman, Buo-
bnov and Bukbarin s appo nted
to  examine and Improve and
wherever necessary  reviss  the
already wrilten textbooks on his-
Tary.

“The Commi slon ks empowered
to organize pgroups te examing
specille fextbooks, and alse to
anoounce prize competitions to
replace those textbooks which it
will f od necesary to revise fun-
damentally, First and foremost

arg (o be examined the textbooks

on the slementary course In. the
History of the US.8 K. and Mod-

ern Hittory, (Our emphasis),
(Blgned) J, Stalln
¥, Maolotovy™.
We reprint thiz decree In full

because It best charncterlzea the
real appral al of the condition of
the Btallnist Sec'ence of History,
Btalln (in the name of the C.P.8.1,
and the Sovlet Unlon!) has repudi-
ated lock, stock and bareed bl own
“sofence” To our Enowledge, th'a
ia the first publle admission of
fallure on such a wholesale ~cale
by the Infalible and Beloved
Setent st,

But the caomss for thls remark-
able admisslon, for this sodden re-
valuatlon of historfeal values mre
vory plaln and rather slmple. In-

they can be summed up in &
siogle word: Trotakyl-m!

Yes, “Trotskylam"; so often lgo'd-
ated, exterminated and burled by
Stalln and hls henchmen i< now a
muss movement o the Soviet Tnlon.
During the recent “technlcal check-
up”, thousands of Tetskylsts wers
“expelled” from the party, No
sponer was this cleansing concloded
than it was Immed ately necessary
Lo inatitute another porge (this
time, a mere exchange of “new party
cards for the old and tattered
ones”), A perdstent drive on a
vast scale I8 now Eo'ng on to pre-
pare and execute this new purge.
We ahall content ourselves here by
quoting an elogquent paragraph from
an artiele by V. Bhubrikov, secre-
tary of the Quiblhev Diatrict:
“We must not forget revalu-
tlonary wvigllance for a single
moment, We have mo right what-
evér to think all the allen and

out of the party, We have oo
right to allow our class vigilance
to flag for a single moment. We
have learned a great deal durlng
the check-up of party credentials,

But we must hot forget that the
¢laga  enemy, too, has learned
something, For, we exposed not
a few double-dealers, Flooviev-
fat, Trotekyists, and all sorts of
other antl-Soviet elements whose

party papers wereé o perfect
order, As Is well known, & sec-
tion of the Trotskyist , Finoviev-

izta had a close consp rative
organlzation, carrying on their
undermining activities uwnder the
magk of ‘honest’ and ‘devobed’
party member<”, (Pravda. Feb.

4, 1884, Our emphas'a),

These words hardly require any
comment. Every syllable sounds the
alarm. The entlre Howvlet press 1s
now urEing full blase all itz local
G.P.U, agenta to be on guard oot to
1elax thelr vigllance for an instant,
and not faul “this time” to do a
thorough and final job of “unmask-
Ing and expelling”™ the Trotskyl ts.

Contraband in Officlal Texthooks

The bureancracy I8 In a frenzy
over the “great deal”™ that it has
learned during fhe Jast check-up,
and the “great deal™ §t -obvionsly
expects to learn from its present
purge (Febroary 1 to May 1)—
evidently a great deal more than it
had ever ~urmised. In their fury,
the Stalinist wsurpers are seeking
o plug any possible chaonnel
through wheh revolutfonary fdeas
might seep info the conscionsne s of
the student youth and the new gan-
cationa of workers,

Today, the Stalinists think that
they have uncovered one of the fm-
portant leaks through which “Trot-
skylsm" finds Mg way to the masse:,
No more, no less, The fol iflers of
history are certaln that ihelr own
textbook © are not false ¢nough. The
irouble, you see, les with the way
history 1: being tauwght im the
sichools !

“Our historteal sclence” is io a
terrible condition, sayx Provda,
Why? Listen:

How

EDNBURGH, Sootland—

In prewar day Germany was
the scene of exerlments in soecial
inEurance,  Today, Britaln is the
country where capltalism spend :
milllong of Pounds in the relief of
siek. aged, unemployed and disabled
workers. A the U, 8. A, seoms
about “to embark wpon a shmllar
copgrse, It may Inteprest American
workers to know just how Britl b
cipltalism apeérates soclal insurance
amd what effectzs it ha wopen the
‘working clazs.

1. Health Insorance and ld Age
Peiislons

Htate in-urance agalnat alekness
or dizablement was introducesd in
the year 1911 amd i based upon
contritntions patd by wage workems
and employers and o grant from
State fund-. The scheme embraces
all manonl workers {with few ex-
cedions) who enrn less thap 250
poniils  per  year. The esmployer
pays 10s per week and the worker
i0d per week but the female work-
erg pay lea  Shonld the worker
fall sick and be unable to work, he
Ie entitled to recelve foee medical
treatment and medicine and 158 per
wirk for 3 weeks with rduced
bepefit thereafier. "TJ:B wife of an
insured worker recelves 2 pounds
upon the birth of a child while the
act allew additlonal beneflts ot

trealment, eye trentment or exira
cadh benefit. Doctors recelve pay-
meent of &4 certaln sum per year for
every person .regl-tered om  their
panel and chemists receive mopey
tor medicine so dispensed, =0 that
the Act has been & gold mine for the
medical professlon.

The scheme i3 admiolstersd by
Approved Societles such a: Trade
Unfons, Friendly Boclétles, or As-
surance Socletles who are in torm
npervised by District Insurance
Commlttes set op by the state. Like
all state schemes it haws soffered

from a serles of weaknoesses snch as

+ « » In the sphere of Russlan
history, there has not yet{!) been
accompll-hed the work of scrapping
non-Bolshevik traditions which . . .
compade Stalin (pesed) in his work
‘Bome Questiong Relatlng to the
History of Bol-heviam', which, as
I8 well Enown, posed In Itg fuoll
scope  before our histor’ans  fhe
quethon of ligquidating semi-Men-
ghevlat, semi-Cootrist Ideas, and
Trotshyist coniraband In our hi tor-
ieal Uteratoee”™
Radek Whines

A task set by Stalin in Januoary,
1982 remalng “"unfulfilled” by Jaou-
ary, 1836. What wag Stalln dolng
all thi: time? He was very bhuoay.
Small wonder, that Radek waa in-
structed to write a {remendons AT-
ticle In the sell-same Issue of Prav-
da (Jan., 27). Our Mademol elle
Fifi in journalism, too, whines:

“Our historians have not yel as.
gimilated the great historleal lega-
cy of Marz, Engels and Lenin; this
Iz wery clearly proved by the wvery
fact of the supremacy of the school
of Pokrovsky In the sphere of Rus-
ginn hi-tory, by the fact of fhe in
surmpuntable Influenes of Luxem-
burgism and Trotskylsm, 1in the
treatment of modern history as a
whole, at a time when the -tormy
course of history hag placed the
historiang face to Ence w th & whale
series of guedions of paramount
importanee,” (Dur smphasis)

Thefr own falalfied history looms
o @ pouree of danger in the storme
they see ahead. The “enemy” lurks
n most unexpected places, Even
the Captain himself 13 no great
comfort agalnst the tempest. He
aidds his own thonderbelts to the
already overcast skies, and only
provide: the enemy with ammuni-
tion,

A "Faetion of Cormonism™

He ia thundering foday as he did
In August 8, 1834 against the fact
that the textbooks de not properly
ireat: “the struggle: of tendencles
in the ruling Communist Party in
the U.8.8R. and the struggle
aga nat Trotskylam s a manife ta-
tien of petty bourgeols conoter-rov-
olotlon.” {IDecree signed by Stalin,
Zhdanov, and EKirow, Auguost 8,
1934). But in January, 1932 he alo
thundered against the wrong line
of his hatorians: “There are some
Bolshev]kl who are of the opinlon
that Trotakylm 18 a faction of
Communism, and though it iz er
roneous and oommlis Pooll 'l amd
even anti-Boviet acts still it i3 &
factlon of Communlsm™: and he
catled upon all historian: (o etrog
gle agrinst Trotsyism as the "ad-
voneed troop of the sounter-revolu-
tionary bourgeo sie” (Om  Bome
uestions Relating to the History
of Bolsheviam,” see The Comamuon-
L, p. 5, Jaom. 1932). Yet Stalin

nistorical ltersture,” one of his
gealons  historians  immediately
tried to oblise him by broadcasting
the historiceal fact that Trotakylem
never had anything to do with
Commun'sm, belng an unadolterat-
ed and permanent species of count-
er-revolotion. What did Stalin do?
Absorbed ns he wag constructing
soclallsm in the Seviet Unlom, and
helping Hitler come inty power In
Germany, he neverthelea: took tlme
off to reply 40 this historlan, one
Olekhnovich, Chlding Thim, he
wrobe :

Btalin's Letler

Dear Comrade Olekhnovich,

Your letter’ rectived. Excuse
the delasy as I am overloaded
with work.

I find myself uiterly vmable to
agree with you, comrade Olekh-
novieh, And here s the resson
why 1

It is not trus that Trotskylsm
was never & facton of Commun-
Ism, . .. IT WOULD BE LUDI-
CROUS TO DENY FACTS THAT
ARE ENOWN TO EVERYBODY,
as a faction in the C PS8, re-
corded in the resolution: of com-
vontlons and congresses of the
CPRI. ...(0or emphasl-).

Erge: It I3 Impermlssible to
as‘ert that Trotshylsm (Trotsky-
itea) WERE ALWAYS a factlon
of Menshavism, for such a ~op-
poaltion must loglcally Jead to the
notion that duorlng the peclod
from 1917 to 1927 our party wai
the party of a BLOC hetween the
Bolsheviks and the Mensheviks,
and not & MONOGLITHIC Bolshe.
vik party, whith Is utterly Incor-
rect and incompatible with the
foundations of Bol'bhevism. . . |
{ Emphasia In the orlginal),

What other way out remains?
Only ons, namely: let us agree
upon the faet that doring & ‘eer-
ta'n historieal segment of time’
Trotchyism representad a faetion
of Communisme—a faction vaell-
lafing between Bolshevism and
Mensherism,

(Signed) 4. Stal'm,
(Dated) Jan, 15, 1932,

Today, any historian, any time,
anywhers In the USSR, who
wonld dare to repent this specles
of Btalln's permanent vaclllat on
wotild find himself rotting In jadl
for 1ife.

Only four years ngo (see, Balshe-
vik, No, 16, Aug. 30, 1982, pages 46-
48) the Jovlal Captain h m-elf was
af the opinion that # is absurd to
deny “fact known to everybody,”
and was obviously convineed that
the task of historfenl -clence con-
glated In Attng wellknown (and
unfortunately recorded) facts into
a tissue of “interpretatlon:” and
falsifications. That, in his eves, was
the great mert of the “Pokrovky
school In history™. Under ¢he guise
of ermdition, facts, dates and docu-
ments, they falsifled history to meet
the fiseds of thelr master,

But onr Caplaln, as gsual, proved
infall bly wrong, Today, he I3 &
danger to bimoelf, Today, hiz old
fodsification of history is no longer
ndegquate—it iz ouly 399 pereent
falsifed: here and {there o fact
floats to the surfmee, and madd e

h mself inslsted that Trotskyism
was (once upon & time) a “factlon |
of Communism". Back In the ame
year, 1932, after Stalln had nl:endrf
Ypoesl in it foll ccope before fhe
hi=torlang the question of Hgo dat-
ing. . . Trot kyist contraband in our

A the clear waters, A new school
of historians is thercfore nece Bary.
Men unnecustomed to dealing with
facts are needed, Men more ©un-
ning than the sechemer in the falry-
tale who trled to steml Aladdin™
g ¢ Inmp

the Social Insurance Laws
Operate in Capitalist England

of any surplus funds for dental

freitating eed tape procedure, fanlty
medieal treatment, adalternted med-

felne and Inadegoate cash benefits,

A repent Innovation has been the
payment of 10 per week -Old Age |
Pensions to all Insured contribuo- |
tors upon ceaching the age of G5
But the aged person then loses
the right of any ¢ash benefit when
alek or unemploved when dle, B0
thiet the veterans of industey de
¢lare that they have been «wind-
led, and so it seems, If o person
iz idle for more than two.years
and fall to pay arrears in con-
tributions then he loses cash bene-
fit when slck and if he jz ldle too
lang, hae fall owt of the scheme
altegether and  loses  everything.
Old Apge Penzions are paid to pee-
aomd who are nol contelbutor- (o
the scheme only when they reach
the age of “T0 and only after being
able o prove that thelr income is
not more than 26 pounds per year,
As oot even the mighty minds of
the Natlonnl Government have been
abde fo reveal how an Aged per-
on ek exist upon 10s per week
in capitalist Dritain it con easily
be understood that there s great
poverty in the world of aged per-
gong in. Britaln.

Workmen's Compensation
afd Assurance

Aongslde of the Health insur-
ange Act runs the Workmen's (Com-
pen cation Acty which legallzes the
payment by an emplover of com-
penmtion to an  employes who
meets with an accldent or becdmes
infected with an indostrial  dis-
ease while at work., The vietim
of an aceldent 1g entitled to a lump
sam of money or a weekly pay-
ment of half wages: dp to a max-
imum of 308 per week for 26 weeks
when he muost then be tested by
& cpurt to eses If he I8 st unAt
for work. Before he receives any
money, however, the worker mat
prove that the msccident was not

&

|
| wark.

hiz part and must produce witnes -
niess o prove that the accldent or
iizpase was really the outeome of
At thi  polnt it becomes
neeessary for the worker to ob-
Emin lﬂfﬂ'i advice, and in steps our
old friemd the lawyer, and by the
time the case = setiled the worker
iz often dead or “tarving or haa
acceptedl an offer from the agenta
of his employer, which usually Is
on  exteemely modest som,  Woe
betide the worker who bas to elalm
Waorkmen® Compensation. He may
even win bis case and then lose—
b= job,

Yot another link in the chain of
sofinl insnrance 18 the new legnl-
izl busines of Assurance Com-
panles who trade in death and
endewment  policles, wherchy a
worker can Insare his relatives at
s0oanuch per week nnd in the event
of their atlaining o otctaln age he
will receive prolably 25 pounds or
upen - their death 12 pound . In
thiz wny the poor pay for death
amnid keep capltalism alive.

1. Unemployment [nsgranes

Probably oo legislation  has
plaved so prominent a part In post-
war Briti h politics as the Unem-
plovment Insuranee Acts, Introe
duecd, previous to the war, to om-
brace o limited number of bollding
trades worker, the seeme was
broadensd to embrace all manual
workera who earn les: than 260
pounds per yeikr with the excep
tion of eertaln  corporation, gov-
ernmont; raflway, agricaltoral and
domestic workers, Like the Health
Ingurance scheme, the Upemploy-
ment sceme has never paid ke
why while It has brought govern-
ments down apd has been  the
means of propping vp others.  In
order to obtain beneflt, A worker
must report at the local employ-
ment exchange where be Tegisters
hi= clalm for beneft

If he can prove that he has pald
20 contributiong to the TUnemploy-

due to neglect or carelessness on

(Continnsd on Page 4)
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Daily Worker Distorts Lenin’s Teachings
WHAT PRICE ALLIANCES?

Social Patriotism Scorns World Revolution

Br DAN EASTMAN

Almot dally in the Iast week or
two in the Dally Worker, Theodore
Repard has turned his welghty
theoretical artilery oo the Yoong
Soclalista. The nolse Is terrific.

On Monday, February 24th, page
2 of the Dally Worker he delivers
i =alve’ under the title, “Young So-
cinlist Leaders Are Beginning fo
Run Amuck on the Questlon of
War."

It 15 tlme to sound the alarm, says
Repard, (order: from Moscow—see
the last issue of the the New Bill-
tant), the Young Soclalists are
drawlng close to “all that 1: vile
which parades In the nDame of “pe-
volution,' ™

He beglns with Gus Tyler, one of
the YPSL leaders:

“How doss Tyvler approach the
war que tom?

“To begin with Tyler belleves
that the whole question 13 ‘ecmpara-
tively simple,” as he astated at the
debate. We, of coure, part com-
pany with bim right here. For us
the question of war ealses some
falely complex questlon-, some of
which ecannot be settled by an epl-
gram. We make no bones about it
Neither did Lenin.”

Thiz profound obeervation is the
am and sobstainee of “Article IV
of Repard's attack. He goes on to
show that Lenin, in his instruction
to the Hague Delegation on Decem-
ber 4th, 1922 urged the comrades
nwot to be taken In by the “simple”
declarations of the reformists that
they would answer war with “trike
aor pevolutlon.” Then he attacks
Tyler for taking the “slmple’ deti-
nition of the slogan. “Turn the
imperialist war finfo eivil war™
That i all. In other words, the
whole of “Article I", Is devoted to
an attaock on any “simple” attitude
toward the war guestlon. A rather
“simple” trick in itself for conceal-
ing the fact that Repard ha- com-
pletely falled to answer “the falrly
complex gquestions” put to him and
the YOI, by Tyler and the YPSIL.

What Lenin Sald

Kepard failed to give the full
guetation from Lenin's instrue-
tlons fo fhe Hague delegation.
After them oot to be taken
in by the reformists “zimpla™ de-
elarations, Lenin said: “Firsk
therefore, darifieation on the
guestion of ‘national defence.’
Second, clarifleation of the goes-
tion of ‘defeatism.” Third, clarifl-
cablon of the only possible way
to  stroggle agalnt war—by
means of the ereation and maln-
tenance of an illegal organization
for continuous war against the
war . ..all this most be primary.”

It eems that Repard “makes no
baones” about bare faced (reachery.
He gives the first part of the quobs-
tion, omits 1he seeond, and then
spirml Phe rest of the article atiacks
ing Tyler for doing what Lenin
urged in the second part of the
quotation, It was exactly the quoes-
tion af natlonal defonse, defentism,
awd war on war that Tyler puat to
Green agaln and again in bl de-
babte.  And it was exactly these
questions that Green “simply” faill-
el to answer.

“When Tyler ~ays that we must
threaten revolulion it follows that
we most be In o a positlon o
theeaten revolutlon otherwlse we
witl e playing with words."” From
this Hepaed conclude phat, as Ty-
ber §s mot in o position to threaten

revolution, his attitode lends to
s ivity™ and  Uplaying with
words=:"" Hut if iz npot Tyler who

ia playing with womds,

Lenin “threatened mrevolution™
in Rusia for more than twenty
years but was in a “posilion fo
threaten revolution™ (wice; once
in 1905 and once in 1917, Was
Lenin merely “playing with
words"” the ret of the time?

Rtepard neglects to answer the
gueation - abowt nationn] defense, de-
feati m, il war on war. ot they
Iave bsen answersd for him.  The
Atalinists are In faver of national
defense of countries allied wilth the
Hoviet Union, they are opposed to
revolnfiowary  defenafl m in  soch
cognteies, they abandon the war on
War.

In France, for Instance. they are
in fnvor of national defonse aceord-
ing to the terms of the Stalin-Laval
pet which specifically approves the
activitie - of the French Imperinlist
rovernment In bullding up its na-
tional defense muchine “to the level
of security.” They are opposed to
revelulionary  defentlsm, for in @
war with France allied with the
Boviet Unfon revolitionary defent-
irm would be “treschery”, accord-
ing to one of the lender: of the
YOL, Chemedanov., What 1s left of
the war against war in Franee?®
Nothing.

Hepard saya that he “parts com-
pany"” with Trler on the “simpll-
eliy™ of the war problem. He ays

it Is “feirly complex™. But there
Is nothing complex about the Stalln-
st po 1tlon—it 1z “slmple” treachery
according to the wvery tests that
Lenin urged the Hague delegation
in the guotatlom which Repard so
dishonestly neglect= to complete,
Bo much for “artlele 1.”

Article 1T appeara on Page § of
the Dwaily Worker for Wedneaday,
February 28th. "Certain of the So-
clalist Touth lender: ke Tyler are
dmwing dangerously close to all

that is wile that parades In the
uame of "revelation. " Perhaps He-
pard forgot that he sald ths same
thing in the same words in the ladt
a « This “all that Is vile that
paradea in the oame of revolution”
gema to haunt Repard. Maybe he
pleked up the phrase from Gottwald
that Czech leader, who after voting
for the war budget in the Csecho-
slovaklan parliament, went home to
write an attack on Otto Bauer for
flirting with the idea that Btalin
end the Soriet Unlon were anything
but -V indivisible whole", *in-
dissolubly bound togelbwer.”

“We tell our Soclollst Comrade:
frankly that the npext step after
Fyler's prosent position s to eall
for open siruggle agaln t the Soviet
Union,” says the Stalinist sage.
Whyt Because Tyler can't answer
whether the Soviet TUnlon = a
begeon or & barden. “No wonder
bhe replied when asked this question
by Green that bheé coold no more
answer this question than one whe-
ihier the A, F. of L., or craft unlons,
ar the Scevial Democratie unlon: of
Germany before Hitler were bea-
rons or burdens,™

Indignation is no Reply

Imagine comparing the Soviet
Union to craft unions, to the A, F.
of L., to the German trade unlons,
says Hepard in a fit of Indignation
—and let: it go at that. Ile falls
to answer the questlon: Is the Sov-
et Union & working class organlsn-
tiom, or iz {f the Btalinist boreane-
racy, beyond mil take and above
eritleism?

When progressive trade unlonlsts
attack Willlam Green all his 1ittle
hired lackeys begin to howl that
they are attacking the trade union-.
How docs this differ from Repard
whe, when Tyler attacks the policies
of the bureaucracy of the Soviet
Union, begins to howl that he is at-
tacking the Soviet Unlon ftself? It
differ : not at all except that Green's
lackeys have not yet sunk so low on
the imtellectual semle as to claim
that the A. F. of L. is “one indiv-
isfbte whole”, “lodi solubly bound
together,” No amount of rightecus
indignation from Repard can con-
ceal his lackey adorstion of the
Stalinist bureaucracy to which he
g "indlssolably bound’”, ke a - lave
to his master,

LDepard then turna his selntillst-
ing Intellect to the problem of al-
linnces: “Almost word for word this
argument s repeated In Tyler's
pamphlet. On page 12 we find that
‘the Communl t  Internations] , . .
eceks allinnces with the capialist
clas of other natfons. On page
17 we find that “mlllances do not
prevent or minimize wars; alliances
give rise to counter allinnces and
finally to world war between blgger
nnd better alliances.

"What does thl  position aimainnt

to?  Namely that the Soviel Union
will be responsible for the next
| war."

liepard here aceusea Tyler of say-
!.ng that war is cau el by alliances,
This he does by means of 8 quots-

thom torn out of condet. Tylee
correctly  presented  the Marxist
pogition on war in hi pamphlet,

then he wentron to analyze one of
its aspacts, Repard selzes on this
la-t incidental analyels and makes
it appear to be the maln content of
Tyler's pamphict.

Nomsenss oa YWar

If alllances were the cause of
wir, the Horvlet Undon would be
directly responsible for war, and =
would every other nation that enter-
ed an alllapce-—and the struggle
against war would be reduced te
a struggle against allipnces. But
this s ponscnse, and Tyler Deves
sndd it

War Iz caused by the sconomie
confllcta which are lncessant under
capitalism. The only sruggle
ngaingt war ig the strugghe against
capitalism.  Whether oF not the
Soviet Unlon enbers an allianee will
not dop war.

What Trler was trying o explain
in his pamphlet was that alliances
cannot stop war-—all they oan do
fa alter the line-op.

Iepard acmser Tyler of marying
that alliances are responslble for
war—amd then Instead of sorrecting
this fulse impre sion goes on W at-
tack ‘Tyler as if alllances conld
stop war. What 13 there left of tha
fundamental Marzist conceptlon of
wit? Nothing, War 1: reduced to
the unforiunaie chanoe of an alil-
ance—and the struggle against war
to the struggle for allies for the
Soviet Unlon.

Alliances and the USSR

"The Soviet Unlon s a Soclalist
power which could never be a
partner to an imperiall t alllanee”.
gavs Repard, It i nof in the fact
that the Soviet Union iankes advan-
tage of imperlalist alliances that the
treachery lles—but in the fact that
the Htalinlt eligue saeriflees the
working class strugele agalnst cap-
italism and its war machines a: the
price for the alllnnce, It ia mok
that the Soviet Union has forooed
an alllance with France—Iit ia that
Stalin has recognizéd - the French
Imperlali 4+ army as the prles foe
the alllance that makes It treachery.
Nelther Tenin nor Trotsky nor Marx
mor Engels could opposs the Soviet
Union taking advantage of impearial-
ist alliances.  Yet Hepard saye that
the statement thet the TSR e
partner to an Imperialist allihoce
iz “the mot infamons of all slan-
ders” This he gqualiffes by aceusing
Tyler of saying that the Soviet
Ulnon is an lmperlall + partoer of
an imperialist allinnes.  HBut ncither
Tyler nor the “Trotskyists” hare
advanced the theory that the Sovlet
TUniem  §tself was an  imperiall €
power. That i!!i.ﬂr!'!-l} npnRenae noed
By Repard to Jf teact  atfewrtion
from the lasue at stake ., . which is,
o the allisnce Lot the price of the
alliance,

That price is the betrayal of the
working eclass,

' PAUL LUTTINGER, M.D.
DANIEL LUTTINGER, M.D.

§ Washington Square Nerth

1-2 aod 4 -8 Hzcept Sundaye
and Holldays.

ITwo Pamphlets

“THE ROAD FOR
REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALISTS”

War and the Workers is written by John West. He needs
no introduction to you. The Road for Revolutionary Social-
sty 18 written by Fred Zeller. He is the acknowledged leader
of the French Socialist youth.

Fred Zeller was expelled from the Socialist youth organ-
ization by the agen's of Leon Blum and his Old Guard some

time ago, together with twelve other youth comrades.

The

young Socialists, however, remained supporters of the revo-
lutionary pesition presented by Fred Zeller and his co-work-

ors,
struggle for this position,

They remained supporters in the continuation of the

How this struggle has been

carried on and how comrade Feller and his co-workers came

to a revolutionary position,

and came Lo be supporters of

the Fourth International, is described in this lictle pamphlet.
The introduction is by Leon Trotsky.

“WAR AND THE

WORKERS”

The pamphlet, #ar and the H orkers, presents a searching
analysis of the nature and caustes of modern war. It deals
with the problem of sanctions, neutrality, and the rdle of
the League of Nations, It presents a scathing indictment of
the ‘.n"a.ril;uﬁ. forms of pacifism and social-patriotism and out-
lines a concrete program of struggle against imperialist war.

The price of this pamphlet is Ioc per copy; in lots of ten
or more, 7¢ per copy. The price of the Zeller pamphlet is
S¢ per copy; in lots of ten or more, jc per copy.

Here is an opportunity. Take advantage of it.




