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I. JOHNSOU'S "RABE-IN-THE-WOODS" THEQRY

:[ n the course of a sketch of Trot-
sky's 1life and work, J.R. Johnson

of the Torkers Party (Shachtman group)
in THE YNEW INTERMATIOIAL of September
1940 attacks the charges against Trot-
sky made by the group to whichthe
present writer belongs. Specifically,
Johnson attempts to refute our charge
that Trotsky "entered into a pact with
Stalin to deceive the Russian people,”

(TEE HEW IUTERWATIONAL, Sept. 1940,
P. 157)
some time age, when we challeng-

ed Hugo COehler of the Revolutionary
Workers League to refute the charges
that our group levels against Trotsky,
we declared - and we declare again -
that, if our charges are not true, we
should be branded as a gang of despic-
able calumniators. (See "Why is Oeh-
ler Silent On Trotsly,"®™ THE BULLETIH,
Feb, 1940)  Oehler evaded the iasue.

Basing ourselves upon documentary
evidence, we charged that Trotsky
Joined Stalin, Zinoviev and Kamenev in
the conspiracy to entrench themselves
in power, to secure a permanent stran-
zle=hold wupon it., We further state
that, owin; to the process of central-
ization of power in Stalin's hands,
Trotscy, as well as Zinoviev, Kamenev,
Bukharin - and even burocrats who
lasted as long as Litvinov and Voro-

shilovy -~ failed 1o achieve their or-
iginal purpose of entrenching them-
selves in power, Obviously, our ac-

cusation imputes dishonest motives to
Trotsky. Johnson, on the other hand,
attributes honest intentions to Troti-
sky. Trotsky, says Johnson, in all
gincerity asksd Stalin to aect honor-
ably!~ M"Wever was ths leopard more
gincerely asked to change his spots.”

Trotsky, declares Johnson, was polit-
ically naiwe when it came to tackling
the Stalinist issue:- "But his polit-
ical naivete and the idealism of his
character are almost incredible but
for his own unsuspecting documentation
+ss+ He himself reports not one single
action of his own to counter Stalin's
intrigues." Johnson assures his read-
ers that in the hands of the Stalin
clique Trotsky was an innocent babe:-
"In the hands of Eamensv and S5talin he
was a child." If one should accept
Johnson's interpretation, one must
reach the conclusion that Trotsky had
become a political Hed Riding Hood, an
artless, simple 1little child out of
the fairy talea, lost in a jungle fil-
led with feroclious Stalinist denizens:
"Mrotsky warned and warned and warned

again, wandered about like a child in
a forest of wild beasts,” Tz, Trot-
sky, a man vwho fought Eerensky and

Miliukov, Chernov and Tsereteli, a man
who fought the Left S.R. terrorists,
the White Guards, fought EKEsutsky ,
fought at times even Lenin, was, ac-
cording to Johnson, a "child" in the
hands of Eamenev and Stalin. HFurther-
more, dJohnson would have the workers
believe, it was as a result of being a
"ehild" in his dealings with the Sta -
lin clique that Trotsky helped to save
Stalin's opportunist neck in the buro-
cratic outrages connected with the
National Question in 1922-23:-~ "Un-
doubtedly owing to the political sit-
uation Trotslky, rightly or wrongly,
sutmitted to the suppression of Le-
nin's Testament and assisted Stalin to
get out of the hole he was in on thse
National Question." Triting in tones
of apology for Trotsky's actions,
Johnson alludes to them as "tactical
compromises." Having drawn a picture
of a naive political infant, Johnson
declares that Trotsky "was bound to
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fail." And, Johmson charges, this is
scmething the present writer ferils 4o
seei:~ "What this critic fa?ls to see
is that whatever policy Trotsky was

following, whatever tactical compro -
mises he found it necessary to make,
he himself, Teing the man he was, was

bound to fail,®

Let us examine objectively the
history of the rise of Stalinism and
determine vhether the picture Johnson
paints is a faithful reproduction of

facts or is the purest fiction. We
shall deal first with the Hational
Question,

It was upon this question that
Lenin planned to open the battle at
the XII Congress of the Party, before
the entire proletariat, to wipe out
Stalini!~ "The bureaucratic degenera -
tion of the state has rested like a
millstone upon the national policy.
It was upon the national question that
Lenin intended to give his first bat-
tle to the tureaucracy, and especially
to Stalin, at the 12th Congress of the
party in the spring of 1923." (L.Trot-
sky, THE REVOLUTION BETRAYED, p. 170 )
This was not something which Trotslky
learned many years after the event,
He lmew Lenin's definite intentions
with respect +to Stalin and Stalinls
policies, Speaking of the period of
the eve of the XII Congress at the be-
ginning of 1923, Trotsky wrotei:— La -
nin'e intentions naw were quite clear
to me; by t&ing the example ofBtalin's
policy he wanted to expose to the
party, and ruthlessly, the danger of
the bureaucratic transformation of the
dictatorship." (MY LIFE, p. 484)
Trotsky's clarity regarding Lenin's
intentions d4did not come to him merely
from observation and deductive reason-
ing, Trotsky himself reports that
Lenin actually talked to him about the
need to reorganize the apparatus in
order to stifle the rising monster of
bturocratism:- "The policies of Stalin
became for Lenin in the last period of
his 1life the incarnmation of a rising
monster of bureaucratism, The sick
man mugt more than once have shudder-
ed at the thought that he had not suc-
ceeded in carrying out that reform of
the apparatus about which he had talk-
ed with me before his second illness.
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A terrible danger, it seemed to hinm,
threatened the work of his whole liful
(L. Trotsky, THE NEV INTERWATIONAL

August 1934, p. 41, ly em@haeiSaG.ﬁ.s

There cannot be the slightest doutt
that Trotsky was fully aware of the
need to remove Stalin from leadership
and to break up the Stalin clique.
Trotsky kmew that Lenin had designated
the XII Congress of the Party sched-
uled to be held in 4dpril 1923 as the
proper battleground of the fight of
Leninism ageinst Stalinism, In fact,
Trotsly Imew that Lenin, because of
his rapidly increasing illness, felt
it necessary to start the bombardment
against Stalin even before what he
considered the proper time. Lenin's
secretary, Fotiyeva, informed Trotsky
of thisi- M"Before it is too late...Il

am obliged to came out openly Tbefore
the proper timel!" Lenin had stated.
(MY LIFE, p. 485) To this extent,

Trotsly was given to understand, was
ean immédiaté batile .against Stalin
a matter of lire-or-death for the pro-
letarian dictatorship.

A few days prior to the XII Con-
gress, there was held in Eharkov the
VII All-Ukrainian Party Conference.
The Central Committee, headed bty Sta-
1lin, Zinoviev and Kamenev, was carry-
ing out the scheme of bringing all the
Soviet Republics under the burocratic

control of the Moscow leaders. The
Merainian markare had ta hoe dupad inta

accepting tho treacherous policies of
the Stalin clique. The cvents we are
referring to occurred early in 1923

shortly after Trotsky had roceived
warnings, advice and political guid-

ance from Lenin on the problem of ex-

posing and destroying the Stalin clique.
In his discussions with Lenin,

Trotsky had given the impression of

full agreement with Lenin's line.

An influential member of the Po -
litburo was dispatched by the Stalinist
Central Committee to the Ukraine to
address the VII All-Ulrainian Party
Conference and bring to the masses the
knowledge of the tasks to be talken up
by the forthecoming XII Congress of the
Russian Commnist Party. This influ-
ential member of the Politburo was
Trotsly:~ "In a conversation with the
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ceporter of the RATAU Comrade Trotsky

zave out the information that the Cen-

tral Executive Committee of the Rus-

sian Commnist Party entrusted him to

appear at the All-Ukrainian Parby Con-
ference to deliver a report on the

activity of +the Central Committes."

(PRAVDPA, April 6, 1923) It will dbe

remembered that Trotsky's mind was not

beclounded with any illusions about the

pernicious character of the policies
of the Stalinist Central Committee.

After Trotsky delivered his report de—
fining the tasks of the fortheoming
XII Congress of the Russian Communist

Party, the Conference adopted & reso-
lution in full accord with the evalua-
tion and meaning Trotsky imparted te

the wpolicies of the Central Committes

headed by the conspiratorial trio of
Stalin-Zinoviev-Eamenev:i-

"The business of the conference he-

gan with the hearing of Comrade
Trotsky's report on the tasks of
XII Congress of the R.L.P....As &
result of Comrade Trotsky's report
.a resolution was adopted,
the conference greets tho CORRECT
line of the C.C. of the R.E.P. and
with satisfaction records THE FIRM
AD CAPABLE LEADERSEIP, The Con-
ference considers that the perty is
solidly wunified, the influence of
the masses grows everywhere," (IZ-
VESTIA, April 11, 1923. iy empha-
sis and capitals = G.lU.)

Trotslky had not uttered a word expos-—
ing the conniving Stalin clique or re-
vealing that Lenin had set the demoli~-
tion of this power-usurping centre as

the taslk of the forthcoming XII Farty
Congress! How can one describe cor-
rectly and without blas Trotslor's act
in the momentous situation obtaining
in the Soviet Republic? Tas this ac-
tion an exhibition of the characteris-
tics of 2 child, among which are sim-
plicity, limited undsrstanding, inno-
cence? TWas it a "tactical compromise®”
on his part to further the cause of
the Ukrainian and all other workers or
was 1t a cold-blooded double—cross of
Lenin and a conscious duping of the
masses? Does 1t require much pene-
tration to realize that, if Trotsky
had told the Ukrainian workers the
truth, the Ulkrainian Conference would

in which

have approved neither the policies of
the Stalinist Central Comnittee of the
R.C.P. nor its leadership? The Con-.
ference approved these policies and

this leadership as & result of Trot-
sky's report. If we view the situa-

tion objectively,Trotsky appears as no
less than a salesman of Stdinism in

the Ukraine, foisting upon the Ukrain-
ian masses the "monster of bureaucrat-
ism" ag a correct line and a capable
leadership.

We must keep the dates constantly
and wvividly befors us. Chronologyr
here is of the utmost importance. The
last stroke of Lenin's illness came on
March 9, 1923, Although handicapped
by his disease, Lenin, with an eye up—
on Trotsky, thinking him to be in come
plets agreement, was laying the foun-
dation for the political and organiza-
tional annihilation of Stalin, Trot-
sky, in his auntobiography (pp. 478-9)
and in THE STALIN SCHOOL OF FALSIFICA-
TION (p. 73), disclosed the fact that
some time before March 9, 1923 he was
especially summoned by Lenin to dis-
cuss the question of fighting burcecrat-
ism, They had a lengthy discussion
and Lenin actually proposed to Trotsky
the formation of a blec to fight the
Organizational Buro headed by Stalin.
Trotsky promptly replied that he a-
greed to the proposal:-"!With a good
man, it 1s an honor to form a good
bloe,! I replieds We agreed to meet
again some time later. Lenin suggest—
ed that I think over the orgemnization
end of the question," Writing years
later, in 1929, (MY LIFE, p, 478),
Trotsky remarked that:- "The conversa-
tion has been very clearly recorded in
my memory.," Obviously, therefore, a
fow short weelks following this conver-
sation with Lenin in 1923, one of its
essential features, that of the need
to remove the Stalinist leadership of
the party, was certainly deeply im-
preesed upon Trotslky's mind. Trotsky
was entirely clear that due to the
degenerating ©Stalinist leadership the
Party was undergoing a burocratic de-
generation in its methods and poli-

cies, Yot at the VII All-Ukrainian
Conference, obviously to dispel some
doubts, if thers were any, Trotsky
eried:- "ifo, comrades, no. We are not

degenerating, we are changing our me-—



thods and means, but the revolutionary

nreservation of the Party remains par-

cmount for wus." (Report at the VII
4]11-Ukrainian Party Conferesnce, PRAV-

DA, April 12, 1923) Trotsky had
Imowledge of the fact that the Stalin-

led Russian Communist Party was the

fountain-head of corruption in the

Communist International, that 5talin,

Zinoviev and EKamenev were btribing a

host of careerists like Foster, Love=~

stone, Brandler, to enlist in the ser-

vices of Stalinism. Yet Trotsky as-

sured the Ukrainian workers thati-

"Our party is the best party. It is

the teacher of other parties in the
Communist International.’ (Ibid.)

Trotsky had given Lenin the im-
pression that he was in harmony with
Leninfs views and was readily forming
a political bloec with him against
Stalin and his clique. The 4ll-
Ukrainian Conferende was held about
three and a half weeks later. Iut at
the All-Ukrainian Conference, Trotsky
created so utterly different an ime
pression that one of Stalin's Ukrain-
ian henchmen, Petrovsky, was able to
couple Stalin's name with Trotsky's
and sing both their praises in the
gsame breath] "Let us hope that Ilyich
will recover from his illness., low
the old guard mst rally around his
neme and also around our experienced
leaders, Comrade Trotsly, Stalin and
others," (Petrovsly, at the VII All-
Ulrainian Party Conference, IZVESTIA,
April 7, 1923)  Obviously, had Trot-
sly exposed Stalin's duplicity, i1t
would have been impossible for Petrov-
sly to mention ©Stalin as a leader to
be followed and, moreover, to couple
Stalin's name with that of Trotslgys

Without putting two and two to-
gether, one can never obtain a precise
view of Trotsly's role in the Staline
ist conspiracy. No one could have ex-
pected Trotslyy himself to admit his
participation in it, 4s a way out, he
offered the excuse that, had he fought
Stalin, that fight would have Deen re—
presented "as my personal fight for
Tenin's place in the party and the
state.," (MY LIFE, p. 482) Johnsen
readily passes on this "excuse" to his
readers. A fair-minded person will
agree, however, that there is an un-
pridgeable chasm between tactical dis—

4d -

cretion and a delibterate hoodwinking
of the workers. If Trotsky's policy
had been one of simply not fighting
the O5talin gang as a matter of tac—
tiecal discretion,then that would have

appeared as such in the objective re-
cord of history. Even such an attitude
would have been reprehensible enough,
from the standpoint of the interests
of the proletariat, for the latter de—
manded a ruothless strugszle against
Stalinism and not passive submission
to it DPut the facts of history es-
tablish that Trotsky's policy was not
one of simply avoiding a fight against
the Stalin clique, EHis policy was one
of active and positive support to and
¢cgllaboration with the Stalinist pow=
er-usurping renegades, '

The XII Congress of the Russian
Commnist Party followed <closely on
the heels of the VII All-Ukrainian
Party Conference., Lenin lay paralyzed
in the Eremlin, Stalin's flunkey ,
Ordjhonikidze, had but Jjust carried
out by means of strong-arm methods a
turocratic overturn in the Georgian
Commnist Party. The Stalin clique
crushed the Georgian Bolsheviks, Mdi-
vani, Tsinzadze, and others. These
anti-Stalinists had received a warm
support from Lenin who had written 2
note to them and had sent a copy of
this note to Trotsky, Here is what
Lenin had written to these Georgian
anti-Stalinistst~ "] am with you in
this matter with all my heart., I am
outraged at the rudeness of Ordjhoni-
kidze and the connivance of Stalin and
Dzerzhinsky. I am preparing for you
notes and a speech,” (Quoted by Trot-
gsky in THE STALIN SCEDOL OF FALSIFI-
CATION, ps69) DHeposing confidence in
Troteky and considering Trotsky's ap-
parent acceptance of a bloc against
Stalin as havinz been made in goed
faith, Lenin had prepared an article
as a political guide for Trotsky at
the XII Party Congrees. In his letter
on the National Question which he seat
to Trotsky, Lenin said that it was
necessary to hold Stalin and Dzerzhin-
sky responsible for the Great Hussian
nationalistic campaign in Georgia :-
NIt is, of course, necessary to hold
Stalin and Dzerzhinsky responsible for

al this out-and-out Great Bussian
nationalistic campaign.” (Quoted by
Trotsky, Ibid., p. 68) And Trotsky
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continues:~ "Vladimir Ilyich sent me
this letter at the moment when he felt
that he would hardly be able to appear
at the Twelfth Congress." (Ibid.,pp.
68-69) TFinally, two days before Lenin
fell ill again, hs wrote notes to
Trotsky dealing with the Georgian af-
fair, In ome of these notes, Lenin
wrotet-~ "Esteemed Comrade Trotsiy: I
earnsstly ask you to undertake the de-
fense of the Georgian affair at the
Central Committee of the party. That
affair is now under 'prosecution'! at
the hands of S5talin and Dzerzhinsky
and I cannot rely on their impartial-
ity." (Quoted by Trotsky, Ibid., p.69)
These documents £rom Lenin were in
Trotsky!s possession and constituted
Lenin's heavy btattery which he en-
trasted to Trotsky to be unleashed a-
gainst Stalin.

The (eorgian Bolshevik, Mdivani,
already removed from his post by the
Stalin gang for his opposition to
their burocratic policies, was present
at the XII Congress, He bitterly come
plained on the floor of the Congress
against Stalin, 1divanl Imew Lenin
had written a letter against Stalin on
the National Question. Referring to
Lenin's letter, he demanded:- "Why is
the letter not Tbeing published?®
(Stenographic Report of the Proceed-
ings of the XII Congress, Bussian E-
dition, p. 541) In the face of this

complaint which openly brought the
Georgian case- upon the floor of tle
Congress, Trotsky, the man %o whom

Lenin had entrusted the defense of the
Georgian DJBolsheviks, maintained a
"gtrange! silence, leaving the honest
fellows to the tiger's mercy of Stalin.
One of the delegates to the Congress,
Yalkovlev, having learned that Lenin's
letter was being suppressed, demanded
its publication. But Trotsky contin-
ued silent as the grave. At length,
Stalin's partner-in-crime, Zinoviev,
was compelled to give an "explanation®
of these unprecedented proceedings.
Said Zinoviev:- "Comrade Takoviev de-
manded that the letter in question
from Comrade Lenin should be published.
4he Presidium of the Congress of the
Paily adopted on this question a UNAH-
140US decision: not to publish for
the time being this document in view
of the character of those instructions

given by Vladimir Ilyich himself., If
the letter up to now has not been pub-
lished, it is exclusively because of
the indicated reasons," (Ibid., p.552,
H]? G&Pitﬂ-lﬂ - G-Ha}

In connection with this statement
of Zinoviev, there are two points
which must be taken up:- first, the
implication in Zinoviev's remark that
apparently Lenin himself did not want
the letter to Dbe published; and sec-
ondly, the persomnel of the presidium
of the Congress which ppanimously sur-
pressed Lenin's letter. In THE STALIN
SCEDOL OF FALSIFPICATIOL, Trotsky de-
clares that the excuse that Lenin did
not propese that the Party should lmow
about this letter on the Hational Ques-
tion is not truei-

"¥ladimir Ilyich attached enormous
importance to the 'Georgian' ques-
tion,not only because he feared the
consequences of a false national
policy 4in Georgia - a fear which
has been wholly confirmed - btut al-
so because in that guestion was re-
vealed to him the falseness of Sta-
1in's whole course on the national
question, The exhaustive and fun-
damental letter of Lenin on the nae
tional gquestion is concealed from
the party to this day. TEE PEE-
TEWSE THAT LEWI¥ DID HOT INWTEWD
THIS LETTER TO EE READ TO THE PARTY
IS FALSE TO TEE CORE." (p. 68. My
capitals - G..)

In other words, Zinoviev's implication
was & plain lie put forth to cover up
his fellow-conspirator, Stalin, a-
gainst whom Lenin's letter was pri-
marily directsd.

We shall now take a glance at the
names of those leaders of the Party
composing the presidium of the XII
Congress which, it will be remembered,
voted unanimously to suppress Lenin's
letter, Among the names of Stalin,
Zinoviev, Ealinin, Voroshilov,Ordjhon-
ikidze, Petrovsky and ZXamenev, one
reads the name: TROTSEY,

Again let us put two and two to-
gether and the sum tells us this: that
Trotsky togzether with the Stalin gang
voted to suppress Lenin's letter in
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vhich the author demanded that Stalin
be held responsible for the Georgian
affair. TYears later in exile abroad,

Trotsky naturally realized that there

was hardly & worker in the capitalist

countries who was familier wifh the
sroceedings of the XII Congress. Ho
one investigated, no one even saw the

necessity for a good many years to in-
vestigate what trenspired at that
Congress of the FParty held without
Lenin., The stenographic record wes
published by the Stalinists in Russian,
the issue was limited, and very few
copies found their way abroad. With
relative safety, therefore, Trotsky
was able to pretend that he had cham-
pioned Lenids cause against Stalin and
in the course of this pretense was
able to make a deceptive gesture of
condemning the suppression of Lenin's
letter on the National Question in
which he himself had participated. And
of course he was also able with a
great degree of safety to keep mum 8-
Bout his own role in this suppressim
of Lenin's anti-Stalinist documentse.

The protests and the reference to
Lenin's letter on the part of ldivani,
Tsinzadze, and other anti-Stalinist
Georgians, as well as Yakovlevis de-
mand for the publication of Lenin's
letter, remained & cry ia the wilder—
ness. With the aid of Trotsky, the
Stalin clique was therefore able to
secure full approval of the political
and organizational policies of S5ta -
lin's Central Committee:i-— "The Twelfth
Congress fully approves the political
and orgenizational line of the Central
Committee which assures the party seri-
ous success also for the present year,"
(IZVESTIA, April 20, 1923) ZBubbling
with enthusiasm, Stalin's fellow-con-
spirator, Zinoviev, issued tne follow=-
ing announcement which makes unmis-
takeably clear the fact that Trotsky
nad left open the conspirator's path
to line up the XII Congress unani -
mously behind them:- "All our resolu -
tions have been adopted UNAWIMOUSLY.®
{PRAHE?, April 26, 1923, Uy capitals
L G’i}-‘Ii

Was Trotslky'!s attitude with re-
gspect to Lenin and the Georgian case
that of an innocent babe? Does it e~
ven in thie remotest sense resemble &

"tactical compromise" in the interests
of the proletariat? Or is it, on the
contrary, & clear indicatlion that
Troteky had thrown in his lot with the
Stalin clique, betrayed Lenin's trust,
and consciously deceived the workers.
TWe remember that in his works written
abroad Trotsky himself testified to
the effect that Lenin, horrified by
the growth of burocratism in the party,
had proposed & bloc with Trotsky to
fight the organizational machinery of
the Central Committee and to reorgan-
ize the Party apparatus. But so far
in an anti-Leninist direction had
Trotsky travelled by the early part of
1923, that he &acquiesced in the fol-
lowing treacherous lie embbdied in the
ynanimously adopted resolution at the
XII Conaess, This Stalinist lie said @
"The Congress remarks with satisfactiam
the IMPROVEMENT of the organizational
apparatus of the Central Committee and
the entire organizational work of the
Party central in general," ( Resolu-
tion on the Report of the Central Com~
mittee, IZVESTIA, April 20, 1923. My
capitals - G.,M.) 4&s we see, the Sta-
lin gang left no loophole in its work
of 1lining up the Party Congress in
support of its burccratic machinations.
It was able to accomplish this in eve-
ry aspect only because Trotsky double—
erossed Lenin and betrayed the cause
of the Georgian and Ukrainian masses -
the cause really of the entire toiling
populatiom.

And thus, the burocratic gather-
ing known as the XII Congress of the
Bolshevik Party was in reallty the
First "Congress" of the Stalinized
Tussian "Party."  The Commnist van-
gard of the world proletariat, in-
stead of witnessing & political and
organizetional explosion against Sta-
1inism which would have extirpated this
deadly burocratic cancer right at its
origin, was attached, with the influ-
ential assistance of Trotsky, fto a
geng of power-greedy renegades Wwho
maslked themselves as Leninists. Sever-
al days after the Congress, to
strengthen the dangerous illusion that
the Stalinist policies were Leninist,
Trotsky, pointing to the imperialist
reaction buffeting the international
proletariat, declared thati- "fhat we
are witnessing now is frantic reaction,




frantic reply to the STEADFAST policy
of the XII Congress of our Party."
(IZVESTIA, May 16, 1923, My capitals-
G.ils) "The steadfagt policy of the
XII Congress of our Party'?! Thus did
Trotsky, deliberately swindling the
toilers, characterize the goings~on at
the Congress which officially set the
gtamp of Stalinism on the former Bel-
shevik Partyl! Trotsky never ceased
this chicanery. Thus, in October 1933,
ten years after the XII Congresas, we
find Trotsky still spreading the de-
coption that the XII Congress falls in-
to the category of Bolsghevik Congres-
ses and that it is only the gubgsequent
Congresses which fall into the cate-
gory of bturocratic frauds:~ "In real-
ity the last congress of the Bolshevilc
party took place at the beginning of
1923, the 12th party Congress. A4ll
subgequent congresses were bureaucrat-
ic parades.” (THE SOVIET UWIOU AND
THE TOURTE INTERNATIOIIAL, ppe 24-20.
Uy emphasis - G.{.) Is this obvious
deception the work of an honest man?
If Trotsky was really honest, as John-
son gays he.was,what was. thére to-pre-
vert him in 1933, while he was outside
of Stalin's Soviet Union, from telling
the truth about the XII Congress, that
this was the first burocratic parade
marking the gathering at which Stalin-
ism received an official stamp of ap-
proval? It is crystal clear why Trot-
sky to the very end continued to palm
off the fraudulent XII Congress as &
Bolshevik gathering. Ee had something
to hide - his own criminality,his con-
nivance with the ©5Stalin gang at the
XII Congress. Here Trotsky stands
self-exposed as & guilty man striving
to cover up his guilt.

In the 1light of the historical,
authentic documentary evidence, Trot-
gly's criminal opportunism stands out
in btold relief, Unfortunately, the
honest Communist workers were as Te~
mote from suspecting Trotslgr's oppor—
tunism in 1923 as many of them are to-
day, DBecause of that, about a2 decade
after the events,Trotdcy without fear-
ing exposure could tell the workers
some facts about Lenin's proposed
struggle against Stalinism, 41l Trot-
sky bhad to do was to keep quiet about
the fact that he had betrayed Lenin

and the masses, and he was perfectly
"safe,"

-7 -

Johnson ascriles honest motives
to Trotsky., If Trotsky had really
Peen honest during the rise of Stalin.
ism but happened to have followed a
false policy which favored Stalinism,
how would Trotsky have explained his
role? Very simply. He would merely

~have had to say approximately the fol-

lowingi- TYou sey that during the rise
of Stalinism I committed the following

deeds, and that these deeds were
false and harmful to the workers., 4ll
right, I admit these deeds, I have

nothing to conceal because I had hon-
est intentions, TYou may condemn me
for having been wrong, tut you have no
grounde for questioning my honesty.
Thus would a responaible leader have
spoken were his motives actually hon-
ast, :

But how doees Trotsky describe his
role in the rise of Stalinism? 4An ex~
amination of Trotsky's explanations of
his role in the rise of Stalinism re-
veals that Trotsky did not follow the
path which an honest man would have
taken, Trotsky followed the road of
deception not only in the beginning
tut all alonz in every aspects In
1932, Trotsky wrotet= "We have indicat-
ed above the sign-posts of the final
strugzle tetween Lenin and Stalin. AT
ALL STAGES lenin sought my support and

FOUWD IT," (THE SUPPRESSED TESTAMENT
OF LEWIN, p. 32. My capitals - G.i.)
History shows that Lenin did not find

Trotslky's support at any stage in the
strugegle against Stalin. Tius, we ob-
serve that Trotsly, instead of point-
ing to honest motives, actually lied a-
bout his role in the rise of Staliniam,
Trotely tried to cover up his deeds.
Trotsky acted not like an honest man
found in the wrong, but lilke a crimi -
nal, By lying about his part in the
development of Stalinism, Trotsky him-
gelf - indireectly, of course - ex-—
posed the dishonesty of his motives,

We have showm that to lend plausi
bility to his story that Trotsly had
honest motives, Johnson is compelled
to attribute to Trotsky "almost in-
credible” political naivete and to
make him seem & veritable babe-in-the-
political-woods, At the same time,
Jolnson pursues his aim of building up
Trotsky as the great political leader
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of the proletariat, 4s a result, John-
son entangles himself in a very curi-
ous contradiction. There he white-
washes Trotsky's collaboration with
Stalin, Johnson transforms him into
a very defective politician," (THE
NEW INTERUATIONAL, Sept. 1940, p. 157)
He speaks of "Lenints authority and
the political skill whick Trotsky so
sadly lacked...." {Ibids, pe 153)
But 1 where he seeks +to impress the
workers with the notion that Trotsky
was a great political leader of the
masses, dJohnson pictures Trotsky as
"the greatest living master of poli-
tics" (Ibid., p. 161) and as "excel-
ling in every field he touched" (I-
bids, pe 167). Obviously, Johnson is
concerned not about the facts of Trot-
sky's political ability, tut with the
particular purpeose that he, Johnson,
has at any one moment. For each pur-
pose he cuts out a suitable story a-
bout Trotsky!s political ability. Aand
when sometimes these purposes do not
conveniently coincide, he gets himself
into a glaring contradiction. Since
Johnson falsifiea Trotsky's whole role
in the rise of Stalinism by concealing
Trotsky's collaboration with the u-
surping conspirators, it is clear that
Johnson's alibi for what he calls
Trotsky's "tactical compromises" is
also & falsification, that the story
about Trotsky's political inability
was simply concocted to suit Johnsonls

purposes.

II. TROTSKYIST JUGGLING WITH THE "PER-
VANENT REVOLUTIOW

The theoretical Rock of Gibralter
upon which the Trotslkyist movement
claims it rests is Trotsky!s theory of
the permanent revolution. Johnson,
for example, maintains that if Trotsky
had done no more than devise this theo-
ry his claim to enduring fame would
have been assured:- "Trotsky's first
claim to the attention of mankind is
his theory of the permanent revolution,
and if he had fallen dead after cor -
recting the 1last proof over thirty
years ago, his place in political
thought was safe." Trotslky is said by
his followers to have defended his ege
gentially correct theory of the per-
manent revolution against all oppo-
nents. Even against Lenin:- "In the

gemiinely revolutionary wing of so-
cialism the theory met with fierce op-
poeitien. Lenin never ceased to de-

ride it.," DBut, continues Johnson,
Trotsky was adamant:- "Trotsky re-
fused to concede an inch." And John-

son points out, history proved Trot-

sky to be correct on permanent revolu-
tiont~ "The years have justified him.

The BRussian Revolution followed his

road,"

Johnson is by no means the ori-
ginator of this 1line of unqualified
statement that Trotsky was correct as
opposed to Lenin on the question of
the permanent revolution. 4s long ago
as 1936, THE HEW MILITANT, politically
guided by Cannon and Shachtman, pre-
sented the same line:i=-

UOn the differences which existed
between Lenin and Trotsky, neither
of the two men were correct, on all

the points. The peculiar part of
the matter, however, 1is that the
critics of Trotsky who attempt to

find & basis for criticism in past
differences, long since resolved by
history, are unfortunate enough to
choose THOSE QUESTIONS ON WHICE
TROTSEY WAS CORRECT. THE I'FERMA-
NENT REVOLUTION' IS ONE OF THESE."
(THE WEW MILITANT, Jan., 4, 1936 ,
. Uy capitals = G.Y,)

lo one would suspect that behind these

unqualified statements there lieg hid-

den a story which completely exposes

both Trotsky and his Cannons, Shacht-

mang and Johnsons, And it is that hid-
den story that gives a complete and

truthful picture about Trotsky's theo-
ry of the permanent revolution both
in its original, undistorted state and

as it was later mutilated by its au-

thor. We shall now dsal with that con-

cealed portion of the matter.

That Trotsky, generally speaking,
was correct in his theory of the per-
manent revolution prior to 1917, we do
not question., TWith the claim that he
defended his theory against Lenin's
pre-=1917 attacks, which were in many
Tespects unjustified, we likewise have
no quarrel, In their eulogy of Trot-
skyl!s work on the permanent revolution,
the Trotskyite leaders, however, con-—
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ceal the true story of Trotsky's ma-
nipulations with his theory during the
Stalinist period.

The theory of the permanent rev-
olution had a very unique history be-
ginning with the latter part of 1923,
Although he had been working in close
harmony with Zinoviev-Eamenev-Stalin,
these plotters for power laid plans to
tear down the influential and mowerful
Trotsky politically and organization-
ally and to centralize burocratic pow-
er completely in their own hands.
Zinoviev-Kamenev-5talin therefore let
loose a tremendous demagogic barrage
designed to blacken Trotsky in the
eyes of the masses. One aspect of
this fraudulent barrage of accusations
proceeded along "theoretical" lines.
The Stalin clique, for purely faction-
al, conspiratorial reasons, began un-
scrupulously to dig wup all the harsh
remarks Lenin had made in past years
against Trotsky's theory of the perm-
anent revolution. Lenints accusations
that Trotsky'!s theory was absurdly
Leftist, that it underestimated the
peasantry, that it was in part Men-
shevik, were exhumed by Zinoviev-Eam-
enev-Stalin and Iurled against Trotslky.

This purely factional digging up of
Lenin's old accusations would have
been criminal enough even if they had

besn correct, It was doubly criminal
since poekxm® Lenin's attacks on Trot-
sky's theory of the permanent revolut-
ion in a great measure were unjustif-
iB{l.

To Trotsky, the dishonesty of the
Stalin cligue was plain, especially
after he had formed a bloc with Stal=-
in's former partners-in-crime, Zinov-
iev and Eamenev, Trotslky himself test-
ifies that at that time all the sec-
rets of the conspiratorial Troika of
Zinoviev-Eamenev-5talin became lmowmn
to him.(THE CASE OF LEON TROTSKY,p.80)
Trotsky, of course, was well aware
that on the question of the permanent
revolution he had proved correct in
the main as against Lenin's pre-1917
position of '"Democratic Dictatorship
of the Proletariat and Peasantry."
Yet, in the face of the criminal Stal-
inist use of Lenin'!s old accusations
against the permanent revolution,
Trotsky resorted to & shabby maneuver

Platform of the Opposition

which fell right in line with the Stal-
inist "theoretical' fakery. At tle
7th Plemum of the E.C.C.I. in Tecember
1926, Trotsky declared:-

"The differences in that epoch when
I stood outside the Bolshevik Party
were quite profound. Congidering
only the basic features, these dif-
ferences were concerned with the
concrete evaluation of the class
relations within the Bussian soc-
iety and in connection with this
the perspectives of the neares
revolution and the possibility of
its passing from the democratic to
the socialist phases With this is
bound up the question of the so-~
called permanent revolution, On
the other hand, the differences
touched wupon the methods and ways
of mood of the party and its attit-
ude towards lMenshevism. In BOTH
these questions - and this I an-
nounced in writing by far not all
the comrades who are present here
were correct as against me, BUT
LENIN, HIS DOCTRINE AND EIS PARTY
WERE UNQUESTIONABLY COREECT AGAINST
UEB." (L.Trotsky, PRAVDA, Dec.l4,
19265 My capitals and emphasis -
G.M,.

We see in this statement that Trotsky
proclaimed that on the question of the
perspectives of the revolution, which
ineluded the important question of the
permanent revolution, Lenin had been
correct as sagainst Trotsky., This, as
we notice, 1is completely the opposite
of the 1line pursued by the Cannons,
Shachtmans and Johnsons.

At that same 7th Plenum of the
E.C.C.I. in December 1926, Trotsky and
his allies, Zinoviev and Eamenev, made
an announcement to the Commnist Inter-
national reiterating that on all im-
portant questions of principle and par-
ticularly on the gquestion of the perm-
anent revolutiod, Lenin had been right
against Trotsky. This statement was
once again repeated by them in the
published
in English under the title of TEE F=EAL
SITUATION IN RUSSIA, which they had

prepared for the 15th Congress of the
Party held in December 1927.

They de-
cl;red:-
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"Bat the favorite accusation af
late years 1is the accusation that
we believe in 'Trotekyism,! We an-
nounced to the whole Communist In-
ternational: It is not true that
we are defending Trotskyism, Trot-
gky has stated to the International
that in all those questions of prin-
ciple upon which he disputed with
Lenin, LENIN WAS RIGHT - AMD PART-
ICULARLY UPON THEE QUESTION OF PERN-
ANENT REVOLUTION AND THE FPEASANT-
RY.!" (THE REAL SITUATION I RUS-
SIA, p. 180. My capitals - G.M,)

It mmst be pointed owt that some time
beforg the 15th Congress one of Trot—
skyls lifelong and closest friends,
Joffe, - %0ld Trotsky something about
this question. Trotsky relates the
following in his auteobiograrhy:-

"Joffe told me of his conversation
with Lenin - it took place in 1919,
if I am not mistaken - O THE SUB-
JECT OF FERMANENT REVOLUTION. Len-
in said to him: 1YES, TROTSKY
PROVED TO BE RIGHT.' Joffe wanted
to publish that conversation btut I
tried my best to dissuvade him, I
could visualize the avalanche of
baiting that would crash down upon
him, Joffe was particularly per-
gistent, and under a soft exterior
he concealed an inalterable will,
At sach new outburst of aggressive
ignorance and political treachery,
he would come to me again, with a
drawn and indignant face, and re-
peat: !'I must make it public.! I
would argue with him again that
such 'evidence of a witness'! could
change nothingi that it was nec-
gssary to re-educate the new gener-
ation of the party, and to aim far
ahead," (MY LIFE, p. 535. Uy cap-
itals - G.M.)

We have seen above the manner in which
Trotsky was '"re-educating' the new
generation of the party, by telling
them a deliberate falsehood that Lenin,
not he, had been correct on the theory
of the permanent revolution. In his
autobiography, Trotsky indicates that
he had no reason to doubt Joffels ve=
racity. Joffe committed suicide on
Hovember 16, 1927, about a month bhe-
fore the 15th Party Congress. In his
farewell 1letter to Trotsky written

Just before killing  Thimgelf Joffe
stated regarding Lenin's aclmowledge-
ment that Trotsky had been right in
1905:= "I told you repeatedly that
with my own ears I had heard Lenin
admit that even in 1905, YOU, AID NOT
HE, were right. One does not lie be-
fore his death, and now I repeat this
again to yol...." (Quoted by Trotsky
in MY LIFE, p. 537, Emphasis in the
original) Thus, with the additional
and striking testimony obtained from
Joffe that he, Trotsky, not Lenin, had
been proved correct, Trotsky deliber-
ately falsified the facts, and allowed
this falsification of history to sink
into the minds of the Oppositionist
workers,

Just as Johnson Jjugsgles his char-
acterization of Trotsky as it suits
his specific purpose, so did Trotsky
use the question of the permanent rev-
olution to suit the given practical
requirements, For example. Without
uttering a single word of repudiation
of his "announcement ¢to the Communist
International," without even referring
to it by so much as a word, Trotsky
reversed himself and at the so-called
hearings of the Dewey Commission made
the unqualified declaration that he
had been right as against Lenin on the
permanent revolution:-

"STOLEERG: ilay I ask just one more
question? It is of & more histor-
ical and philosophical interest,
Your theory of the permanent revow-
lution, as I understand it from
your writings, was very similar te
Lenin's- own, I also gather from
your writings that there were some
differences of a very, as far as I
can see, minor nature, That, in
your opinion, were the differencesf
"THOTSKY: I btelieve in this ques-
tion I WAS RIGHT AGAINST LENIN.M
(The Ogse of Leon Trotsky, p. 49.
My capitals = G.M,)

To retwn to Trotsky's announce-
ment at ths 7th Plemum in December
1926, Naturally, by announcing that
Lenin had been right against him, he
implicitly Jjustified Lenin's attacks
upon Trotsky'!s theory of the permanent
revolution as Dbeing semi-lenshevist,
absurdly Leftist and a negation of the
peasantry, and condemned as wrong his
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own defense of his theory against Le-
nin's attacks. In other words, Trotsky
in hiz ovym manner participated with
the Stalin gang, which had so un-
scrupulously dug up Lenin's old ac-
cusations, in falsifying the theorete
ical course of the proletarian revolu-
tiomn.

The oaquestion arises, what pre-
cisely was ©behind Trotsky's act of
casting theoretical truth into the
Stalinist gutter. He answers this
question in guarded Ilangumge in his
book, THE PERMAUENT HREVOLUTIOH. It
appears that Trotsky had made a horsze-
deal with Zinoviev, It will be re=-
called that Zinoviev was one of the
first and most vicious falsifiers of
Trotsky!s role in the Russian Revolu-
tion, Zinoviev had taken the lead in
digzing up Lenin's old accusations a-
gainst Trotsky's theory of the per-
manent revolution:-~ "They began more
frequently to rake up my pest and oy
old disagreements with Leninj} 1t be-
came Zinoviev!s specialty,” writes
Trotsky (MY LIFE, pp. 489-490), When
Stalin and Zinoviev had parted come
vany and the Trotsky-Zinoviav-Kamenev
blo¢ had been established, Zinoviev
required some face-gsaving ldeologlcal
gshield to cover up his former "theo-
retical" attacks on Trotsky.Trotsky

understood this quite well and furw
nished Zinoviev with the necessary
face=zaver, Trotsky's declaration,

false to the core, 2%t the 7th Plenum
in 1926, that Lenin had been correct
on the permanent revolution, consti-
tuted this face-saver, Trotsky writes:

"In 1926, in the period of the bloc
with Zinoviev, BRadek warned me:
Zinoviev needs my d2elaration that
Lenin was right in order TO EXCUSE
a little his, Zinoviev's WROHG 4 -
GAINST E, Naturally, I understood
this well, AHD THAT IS5 WHY I said
AT THE SEVENTHE PLENUM OF THE
E.C.,C.I. that I meant the histori-
eal right of Lenin and his party,
tut in no case the right of my pre-
gent critics who strive to cover
themselves with quotations pluckesd
out of Lenin," (THEE TFERMANENT
EE?GI.J-L"TIGH, PpP.17-18, Uy capitals-
G’-:—I-

Although Trotsky is employing very

careful language here, the horse-trads
with Zinoviev is obvious. Tr-taigrls
falgification of the historical oci-
rectness of his theory of the nper-
manent revelution was made as a ser-
vice to Stalin's ex-partner, Zinoviev,
to excugse this Dblackgzuardl!s criminal
ecte and to render plausible his now
forming a blpc with Trotsky. This un-
principled bit of horge-trading, in-
volving a deliberate confusion of the
workers, sheds revealing light on the
character of the Trotsky-Zinoviev-EKam-

enev blec,

An honest worker who recognizes
that truth is indispensible in the
etruggle of the proletariat against
the Tbtourgeoisie will undoubtedly at-
tempt to get at the bottom of the
"mysterious® discrepancies in Trot-
sky's owm writings, and in Trotsky!s
writings as compared with those of his
hangerg-on, ¢+the Cannons, Shachtmans
and Johnsons. Enowing these "Marx-
ists" for what they are, we have no
doubt +that they will attempt by hook
or crook to wrigzle out of their un=
comfortable hole. It is difficult to
guess what excuses might be born in
their fertile minds, They might, for
example, attempt to explain Trotsky's
announcement at the 7th Plenum of the
Z2.C.C.I, as one baving bteen made under

duress of Stalinls G.,P.U. Leat they
do that,we suggest to the honest worke
er that he read the next ssntence in

which Trotsky actually accuses Stalin
of guppressinz the above-quoted an-
nouncement to the Comintern that Lenin
was right on the quéstion of the per=
manent revolution as opposed to Trot-—
gyt~ "That announcement, made to the
whole Communist International, the
Stalin group refuses to print." (TEE
REAL SITUATION I¥ HUSSIA, p. 180 )-
Stalin's refusal to publish Trotsky's
ammouncement shows that the initiative
for it originated on Trotsky'!s sids
and, adding to this the latter'!s cau-
tious revelation of his deel with Zin-
oviev, we see that Trotsky's dragging
his theory of the permanent revolution
in the d4dirt was simply an out-growth
of unmitigated degeneracy.

In palming off Trotsky as a great
hattlar against St-aliniam, his leading

%Hegﬁa nermanan ravo‘fut]fu%m m
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pretend that on this point Trotsky

fought 1like a 1lion against Stalin.

The Trotskyite 1leaders may even cone

ceed &at times, as for example Johnson

doasy .that perhaps Troteky did not

fizht 9talin very well from an organi-

zational and tactical standpoint, that

perhaps he did not fight him at all

from that standpoint. The real truth
that Trotsky acted in bloc with Stalin
they do not and cannot admit. But as

regards the permanent revolution, here

the Trotslyite leaders are unswerving
in their story about the "great ser-
vices® that Trotsky rendered the pro-
letariat against Stalinism, Tha utter
fraud of the entire Trotskyist uproar
about the permanent revolution in the
Stal inist period is revealed by the

fact +hat TROTSEY EIMSELF Iy THE [OST

UNPRINCIPLED FASHION BESMIRCHED RIS

THEQRY OF T2 FPERMANENT REVOLUTIOH.
And he did this in his crooked deal
w7ith Zinoviev, a deal which gmounted
to a freely-made gesture of concilia-
tion to Stalin, which gesture Stalin,

driving for personal dictatorship, re-
fused to accept.

Trotsky'!s announcement to  the
Comintern, signed also by Zinoviev and
Kamenev, (quoted above from TEE EEAL
SITUATION Iif BUSSIA), completely re~
pudiating the historical truth about
his own theory of the permanent revaoli-
tion, was part of the system of "con-
fessions" which eventually found its
full floweringz in the Moscow Trials.
Such a2 connection is clearly indicated
in the following remark made by Trot-
sky himgelf:- "But it remains an ine-
contestible historical fact that the
preparation of the bloody Jjudicial
frame—ups had its inception in the
Jmipor! historical distortions and
linnogent! falsification of citations."
(THE STALIIl SCHOOL OF FALSIFICATION,
pe Xxx. My emphasis - G.UM,) Te ob-
gerve that Trotsky, while pointing to
the "historical distortions" of others,
"diplomatically"! kept quiet about his
own,

Thus, the most precious "theoreti-
cal' coin in the hands of the Johnsons,
Shachtmans and Cannons turns out to be
a rank counterfeit.

Perhaps the reader will feel that

there is some excuse for Johnson's dis-
tortions on the grounds that he may
not be able to investigate the Russian
sources which are necessary for a full
understanding of Trotsky's real role
in the rise of Stalinism, We are will-
ing to grant this point. But Johnson
can read English., Moreover, he has
read THE REAL SITUATION IN RUSSIA in
which Trotsky guotes his 1926 declara-
tion that Lenin, not Troteky, had been
correct on the question of the per-
manent revolution, In THE NEW IITERNA-
TIONAL, Johnson refers to THE EEAL
SITUATION Iif RUSSIA on page 153 of his
article, MNevertheless, in telling his
story about Trotsky'!s superior theo-
retical vision on this guestion of the
permanent revolution, Johnson '"dis-
creetly" omits any reference to Trot-
sky's denial in this very book that he
had been correct on this question as
against Lenin, How shall we charac -
terize this omission on Johnsonk part?
It is obvious why Johnson had to omit
any reference to Trotsky's 1926 state—
ment quoted in THEE REAL SITUATION IN
RUSSIA., If Johnson told the truth
about this criminal statement, he
would have to show that it was simply
part of 2 horse-trade with that morai

uregk, Zinoviev, which amounted to a
gesture of conciliation to 5talin. In
that case, obviously, Johnson's beau-
tiful verbal castle of eulogy of Trot-
sky would have crashed %o the ground.

ook oW

A revolutionary worker who has
familiarized himself with our exposure
of the concealed story of Trotsky'!s
actual role in the degeneration of the
October BRevolution and the part that
Trotsky's hangers-on play in covering
up this story will tell them in plain
wordsi= You fellows are & gang of po-
1itical ecrooks, You are shielding a
man who deceived and betrayed the Rus-
slan masses and the international pro-
letariat. You have assisted him to
conceal his crimes, and, depicting him
as a valiant and honorable fighter
against Stalinism, you are able to use
him as a front, as a sort of political
trade-mark, The quarrels that jyou
have among yourselves are burocratic
family quarrels, basically of the same
type that the Stalinist burocrats, the
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Lovestones and Fosters, were engaged
in within the Stalinized "Comintern,"
The organizations you head are founded
on & vast historical fraud.

4 revolutionary worker who has
the cause of the masses sincerely at
heart will disentangle himgelf from
this cobweb of fraud, He will work

with might and mein to expose the John-

sons, Cannons, Shachtmans,and all the
other pseudo-Bolshevik political char-
latans, and to destroy their wvicious
influence in the proletarian vanguard.
Along these lines, he will bte able to
organize the forces of the proletarian
vanguard into a new, genuine Bolshevik
Party. The first etep in this direc=
tion is the systematic establishment
of facts bearing upon the gigantic
Stalinist degeneration of the leader-
ship of the Soviet Union and of the
Comintern, and the betrayal by this
renegade leadership of Lenin and the
toiling masses.

e B
Ik

The revolutionary worker, having
learned the facts, will realize that
Trotsky was part and parcel of the
Stalinist degeneration, that in the
Stalinist period the policy Trotsky
gave the workers was the product of
his own degeneration,and that the pre-
sent-day inheritors of this degenera-
tion and this policy are the Cannons,
Shachtmans and Johnsons., Armed with
truth and clarity; liberated from the
shackles of pseudo-Bolshevism, the
proletarian vanguard will give leader=
ship to the masses in the struggle
against all fraud, all oppression and
exploitation, for the establishment of
an international proletarian republic
and the achievement of the next goal,
the soclialist system of society.

George Marlen
Yew York City
Oct, 30, 1940
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