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EDITORIAL

LESSONS OF THE

HE year 1937 sces a welcome revival in Brirain of

working class militancy, as expressed in the growing
strike wave.  This is an extension of the widespread
international strike wave, and reflects the economic back.
ground of sharpening class conflicrs.

The bourpevisic “solved ™ the crisis of 1930-33 by
savage attacks upon the working class. Wage and un
employment benefit auts, increase in direct taxation, ruth-
less oppression and persecution, were the methods used,
while “ national need and wonity for sacrifice ” were the
slogans.  Tn the strugples that took place the workers
were generally defeated, the ruling class being ably assist-
ed by the policies and rtactics of the Reformists and
Stalinists.  These defeats reached their culinination in
Germany, where the capitalist class bad to resort to
Fascism to overcome their crisis.  The terrible defeat of
the German proletariat had a profound effect on the
mternational struggle.  Demoralisation, apathy, and ad-
venturism (influence of the ultra left Comintern) svept
through the working class ranks. The British workers
under the influence and advice of their leaders accepted
widespread wage cuts and worsening of conditions. The
unemployed, isolated from their fellow  workers, were
utilised by the C.P.G.B. for hopeless “ stunts,”  arising
from that party’s “social fascist” theory (N.UWM,
Hunger Marches, wrecking Labour meeungs, etc,), which

INTERNATIONAL STRIKE

WAVE

ended in complete failure. It is important to bear in
mind in our future work the experience of this period.
For success, vnity in action of the enployed and unem-
ployed is essential.

As a consequence of these defears, it became apparent
that a further upward economic development wouid be
necessary in order that the working cass could regain
confidence, build up their organisations and  acquire
strength for the future class conflicts.

The first indications of a revival of militant spirit was
scen in the heroie stand of the Austrian workers in 1934
(betrayed by their Tabour leaders), and in the fight of
the Spanish workers, particularly the Asturian miners.
Although they both sullered defeat, they maintained a
magnificent struggle, and it was only with the full usc
of the military machine that the Austrian and Spanish
reaction triumphed. Tt is worthy of note that in Austria
the Social Democracy had full control and leadership of
the working class movement. Thus the Austrian workers
had “ unity,” but behind the banner of Reformism.  This
led them to disaster then, yet our “unity campaigners ”
have conveniently overlooked this historical expericnce, and
hysterically call for wnity within the Tabour Party on a
“ challenging ™ reformist programme.  Thus, by ignoring

the question of the revolutionary party, and confusing the
issuc of the United Front, the C.P.G.B., LL.P. and Soc.
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League will, in the name of unity lead the British workers
to the same or worse disaster.

The cconomic crisis overcome at the expense of the
workers, trade revived and with it the shadow of future
crises, cither unprecedented slump or war. The bourgeoisie
bepan to improve their national and imperialist  war
machines. Thus rearmament became the order of the
day and produced an accentuation of trade improvement.
Production, prices and profits rose, particularly in the lead-
ing Imperialist countries.  The increase in employment,
the rising cost of living, the harsh conditdons of labour,
created @ strong pressure on the workers to go forward
for advances and improvements. ‘The varying specific
cirenmstances of ecach country have influenced this de
velopment, either to advance or retard the struggle. Yet
the general tendency is operating internationally and the
repercussions of the successes and defeats of the workers
abroad will assist or hinder the British struggle.

The Spanish workers began the new wave of strikes
in 1935-6.  Not completely beaten in 1934 and burning
with hatred for their brutal oppressors, they conducted
great struggles, accompanicd by street {ighting  and
peasants’ revolts.  These continued right  throngh  the
Popular Yront electoral victory, and reached their cre-
scendo in the present clash with reaction. The experiences
of Spain illustrate that the bourgeoisic is unable to com-
plete its revolution in a democratic manner.  With the
existing treachery of the Stalinists, who assist to keep
the bourgeoisie in power, it is necessary to make clear
to the British workers the history of the Spanish struggles
since 1931, This is a vitul need, as it would appear that
the Spanish workers on the ** Government” side have
now been crushed and their independent orpans of struggle
liquidated.

From Spain the upsurge swept to France, where in

June 1936 the Blum Government was confronted by an
amazing mass stay-in-strike, which was the peak point
in a developing wave of militancy (Toulon, Brest 1935)
While often confused and badly organised the French
workers wrested large concessions from French capitalism.
‘The French reformists remain true 1o pattern, while mak-
ing left speeches to conciliate 1he masses, they seek to
serve their masters, ie., the bourgeoisie. "The main leader-
ship, however, was and is in the hands of the Stalinists,
who have taken up a thoroughly reactionary role. At
their bidding the workers have given up the factories,
abandoned the demand for Soviers, kept off the strects
and support the Blum Government. This Popular Front
Capitalist Government in co operation with the employers
has offser the concessions gained by raising prices, intensi-
fication of exploitation, and legal manoeuvres. Now Blum
calls for an industrial truce, a halt to all reforins, and with
“ communist " support strengthens the armed  forces.
Sporadic strugples are breaking out from rime ro time,
and we are likely to sce a revival of mass action leading
to a revolutionary strugple between  the  workers  and
Fascism.  "The fate of the French revolution lies chicfly
in the ability of P.O.L (IFrench Trosskyists) ro lead the
workers aguinst Capitalism.

The repercussions of the French strikes were quickly
seen in Belgium, where mass miners’ stay-in-strikes were
begun, but carefully stifled by the reformist leaders. Fur-
ther there are rumours of unrest in Germany.  Despite
the iron terror the Government found it necessary to
postpone the factory council elections, although they only
allow Nazi nominees.

Some comment should be made here on the widespread
use of the stay-in-strike.  Mainly for use in rthe factories
it presents an improved technique of stengpgle. Tt can
effectively prevent strike breaking, to carry out which

1. For a new Revolutionary Party.

t9

restoration of capitalism.

WHAT WE STAND FOR.

7 Points of the Marxist Group.

Opposition to all who betray the October Revolution under the slogan of * Socialism in One
Country.”  Recognition of the international, i.c. permanent character of the proletarian revolution.

4. Defence of the Soviet Union against Imperialism and against internal counter-revolution for the

4. Against Inperialist War, support for colonial and oppressed peoples, against subjecting the revo
lutionary movement to support of League of Nations.
with the capitalist class. For independent working class action behind the Revolutionary Party

Against all who advocate National Unity

-

to twrn Imperialist War into civil war, and to abolish war by the overthrow of Capitalism.

5. To participate in the working class struggle for immediate demands. For united action with other
sections of the working class movement on specific issues, maintaining organisational independence
and right of criticism.

Recognition that the Second and Third Internationals are politically bankrupt and impaossible of
being reformed.

7. For international working class solidarity under the leadership of the Fourth International.
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the employers have to resort 10 the State machine, gives
the workers useful educative experience in the under
sanding of “ workers’ control,” and provides a powerful
basis for the propaganda for fuctory soviets. Tis chict
disadvantages arc thar it may cncourage illusions as o
the efficacy of syndicalism, that ir, unless consciously
directed 1o the contrary, isolates sections of workers in
the various enterpriscs, and tends w0 overshadow the need
for political acrion. The *“ desperation ” stay-in-strikes
of the miners are not of such a progressive character. In
general they are an wbandonment of the workers® organisa.
tions as vehicles of struggles, and result in a rearguard
and defeatist “ hunger strike.” Tle correct tactic for
the miners is the seizure of the mtines, both below and
above ground. This would present a class chaflenge o
the employers instead of a test ol ** humanitarianis”

The nexr big strike wave has developed in the U.S.A.
Here, amid all the social and political corruption of a
highly developed Tmperialism, with ditferent races and
stratas umong the proletariar, the workers are noted for
their extreme cconomic militancy and political backward
ness. 'The struggle has taken the form of a fight for
industrial unionism.  With 1he present day large scale
enterprises, and the rationalisation of prodection, the old
craft unions are unable 1o represenr adequately the workers’
mterests.  There is a growing, pressure for a better form
of organisation, so that masses of workers in a particular
factory can present a unired front to rhe employers. The
enrolling of workers on the principle of their readiness
o fight for a common rate, instead of being cngaged in
& specitic class of work, meets the uced for an effective
instrument for the struggle under modern capitalism. The
change from the former type of Union o the new is taking
place gradually in the factorics and branch rooms. In
Britain it appears to be taking the form of a struggle to
convert the cxisting craft Trade Union Movemenr, by
aliered methods of recruitiment and by the extension of
the Shop Srewards Movement.

In America, however, the craft union organisation (the
American Federation of Labour, President Mr. Green)
was unable to meet the new conditions, Reactionary,
corrupt, with a record of betrayal second to none, and
used mainly to mainrain a ser of burcaucrals, it has con-
sistently failed over the past few years to {ulfil any pro-
gressive function.  The upsuepe of militancy which ac-
cmpanied the revival of American trade has therefore
been expressed in - the struggle of the Committee for
Industeial Unionism apainst the A F. of L. Ted by
Mr. Tewis, rhis body has made a vigorous attack on the
great industries (General Motors, Carnegic and Pitesburgh
steel), and is preparing for further struggles in mining,
engincering, and oil.  The issue has been in general for
recognition of the Committee and irs affiliated unions to
represent the workers. Its imiportance is that it organises
the workers in units, based on the factory.  The form of
struggle has been mass ““sit-down strikes : thousands
of workers have occupied the factories, and the usual
brutal methods of repression have failed to break their
spirit,  Faced with 1he sabotage of the A. T, of L., use
of State troops, tear gas, company thugs and all the other
methods of “ restoring industrial peace,” so expressive
of American Imperialisin, the C.1U. has won considerable
partial victorics. The strikes have spread o Canada
{General Motors) and are likely to develop into a far-
reaching clash of class forces.

Atthough the Committee for Industrial Unionism fulfils
at this juncture a progressive role, it is certain that the
existing leadership (Lewis & Co.), being typical Labour
bureancrats will, if successful, become the usual class
collaborationists.  However, the situation presents great
opportunities for the militants to play the leading role
in the struggle for Industrial Unionism. In this way
they can strengthen the workers’ fighting power now,
while preparing a basis for the future revolutionary struggles
of the factory committee, council or Soviet. The im-
portance of American Imperialism in world politics ren-
ders the raising of the struggle in that country of vital
concern fo the international proletariat. '

The reaction of the Brirish workers to these growing
struggles has been somewhat delayed.  T'he privileged
position of British Unperialism with its resultant corrupt-
ing influence on the workers, and the strong hold of the
T'rade Union bureancracy have retarded concrete express-
jons of militancy.  Mowever, under the pressire of ccono-
mic circumstances combined with instinetive reaction o
the advances made abroad, the Brivish Workers have hegun
to go forward against the employers on the industrial ficld.

ln engineering, an industry closely associated with the
Government’s  re armament  propramme,  thousands  of
workers have struck for higher wages and better conditions.
Rolls Royce, Fairey Aviation, Thornycroft’s, the Glasgow
apprentices, Parnells, De Havillands and Beardmores, are
examples of militancy among key workers.

In transport there has been the big Scottish, the Southern
Counties and London busmen strikes. Tn mining, the pro-
rracted. Harworth dispute. In addition to these major
events there are nmerous minor strikes occurring. Further
there are indications thar more widespread strugples will
take place shortly. "T'he nuiners are preparing for a nation.
al strike, while their leaders seek a compromise with the
Harworth “ Company Union ™ (Spencer), the railwaymen
demand restoration of their 1931 s and further increases,
and the general tendency among the organised workers is for
improvement in wages and conditions.  Within the Unions
themselves there is a steady ferment on hundreds of minor
issues.  These reflect the strupgle of the rank and file
apainst the leadership for democratisation, the ending of
class collaboration agreenients, and for more cffective in-
dustrial organisation. T'he basis for this is strengthening
day by day. The rapid carrying forward of the re-arma-
ment plan with it consequent rise in the cost of living, the
growing menace of “dilution,” i.c., cheap semi- and un-
skilled labour, provides the driving force.  Revolutionaries
must keep a careful watch over the progress of the in-
dustrial struggle. Tt is possible that with the development
of the international upsurpge, a repetition of the 1926 posi
tion may present itself in Britain, The uneven develop-
ment of the strugple, the political backwardness of the
British workers, place great responsibilitics upon the revo-
lutionaries and militants.  T'o take part in these fights, to
play the leading role, to act as a Communist (in the Marx-
ian sense) ic., to utilise the moments of cluss conflicts
in order to drive home anti-Capitalist and anti-War pro-
paganda is our task.

The Labour Bureaucrats stilll carry out their line of poli-
cy and tactics, which has betrayed the workers so often.  In
France the Blum Government, in Britain the respectable
“Mis Majesty’s Opposition,” refuse to aid rhe Spanish
workers in order not to embarass the National Goverament.
The ““ racketeering ” liberalism of Morrison, the attitude of
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the Citrines, Bevins, cte. indicate that if T.abour has
learned anything from past deleats ir is merely that to
save their own skins, they prove their loyalty to their mas-
ters in advance. The so-called Lefr, now well in the toils
of Stalivism, links cverything with the Unity Campaign.
Strikes against the ruling class are for “ democracy and
a happy life.”  Inprecor, May 8th, in an article dealing
with the class strmggle puts a typically reformist line and
its lead is as follows: — * The Communist Party warns
the Government that if it should attempt to operate the
Emergency Powers Act and use violence against the Lon-
don Transport Workers, it will do so at its own risk and
will bear the responsibility for what may happen.” It is
a tragic facr that the polirical result of the workers’ mili-
tancy will be to strengthen the hold of the C.P.G.B. over
the British masses, unless the Marxists can wield decisive
influence and take over the leadership of the struggles.
Both the T.I.P. and the Socialist League (now dissolved)
have lately succumbed 1o the “need for wnity ™ pro-
paganda. In all their writings and specches, despite com-
paratively “ advanced ™ articles in the New Leader and
T'ribune, the class content has to be modified to meet the
reformist requirements of the Unity Campaign.  Whatever
sincerity many of its supporters may have, this infamous

apreement iy destined to play a betraying role in the Brit-
ish Working Class Movement.  1The struggle in Britain
cannof be correctly led, and at the same time linked with
a demand for mniry inside the Reformist Labour Party
(behind the Labour Lieutenants of Capitalism), and with
the defence of * peace and democracy ” (British Imperial-
1sm).

Therefore it is the urgent duty of militants, Sodalists
and Revolutionaries to prepare for the sharpening wave ol
struggle.

By building up the factory commirtecs, linking them wirh
the appropriate Unions, by developing the Trades Coun-
¢ils as co-ordinating centres for localised action, by fighting
ruthlessly against all forms of betrayal, class collaboration,
opportunism, from the platform and inside the Labour
Movement by relating the specific problems of the workers
with the general fight against Capiralism, and by pointing
the revolutionary way out, we can play our part here in
the forthcoming conflicts.

For this historic task a new Party and International iy
required.  The success of the British and World Revolu-
ton demands that we proceed with the utmost determing
tion to the preparation of the cadres for the Britsh section
of the Fourth International.

AFTER THE LONDON BUS STRIKE

An

T I'HE moment of writing 30,000 London Busmen

have been on strike for over three weeks.  Their
demands (7} hour day and easement of working condi
tions) need no elaboration or justification in this article.
The fight reflects in pgeneral the struggle of the com-
paratively highly paid skilled workers against the in-
creasing tempo of exploitation on the part of the Monopoly
Capitalists, in this case the London Passenger Transport
Board; and of course as such demands the active support
of all militants.

What is of importance however, is that the course of
events has thrown a useful light on the methods of the
contestant forces.

At the beginning of April the T.G.W.U. handed in
notice to terminate their agreement with the LIVT.B.
The strike, based on a demand for a new agreement
incorporating the 731 hour day, took place on May rst.
To most people it came as rather a surprise.  As this
journal has stated in many issucs the I'rade Union leaders,
particularly those of the A.E.U, and T.GG.W.U.,, have been
running round the country stifling the workers’ industrial
activity, by declarations of “unofiicial,” and by heresy hunts
against the militants, When the busmen of London actu-
ally struck, the T.G.W.II. E.C. were busy breaking the
home countics bus strike.  Yet in the case of London,
despite the occasion of the Cup Final and the Coronation,
Mr. Bevin appeared quite ready to give the men full
power to act. ‘Fo-day (25th May, 1937) with the Under-
ground and Trams continuing at work, and acting as
*“ strikebreakers ** with quite surprising success, the reasons
for the lack of opposition to strike action from all quarters
appears more understandable,

Analysis

To assist in such understanding we give here a brief
review of the role played by the various parties to the
conflict.

LONDON PASSENGER TRANSPORT BOARD

This gigantic £112 million combine, set up by Mr
Morrison and Lord Ashficld, was formed to create a
great profu yielding monopoly of London Transport.
Generally, though highly successful, it has three * handi-
caps” in its cfforts to wring greater revenue from the
workers. Firstly, its employees are organised, and have
won embarassing standards of wages and conditions. Fur-
ther, the busmen in particular have a number of “irri-
tating 7’ rights.  For instance, rhe Board would like to
introduce trollcy buses on a wide scale, because of lower
wages and cheaper cost. Yet they are bound by agreement
not 1o displace buses for this purpose.  Secondly the
cnucting legislation for the L.P.T.B. set up various types
of stocks, with different rates of interest. The “ C 7 stock
for example has the power to appoint a Receiver, if their
interest does not amount ro §3% this year. Thus within
the Board itself it is likely that there are conflicting groups
of financial interests fighting for power and the most
lucrative stock, ctc.  Thirdly, the T.P.T.B. desires to
raise fares, but requires an ideological justification to get
nver public opposition.

During the dispute the Board has pleaded financial
difficulty, and states its readiness to participate in an
inquiry on the issues.  Apart from taking parc in the
Government inquiry and offering a few minor concessions,
it has taken no steps to settle the dispute.  Indeed, it

appears quite content to let the trams and underground
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carry overloads, save the businen’s wages, and break the.
strike,
THE GOVERNMENT

During the first days of the dispute an offictal Inquiry
was set up,  Alter profound deliberations this body found
that the busmen have gricvances, the 74 hour day claim
wis not proved, but there was need for a further inquiry.
With this masterly cffort the Goverument seems to have
forgotten a transport strike in “ the Empire's capital,”

THE T.GW.U. AND THE NUR.

As we have mentioned above the Iixeentive of the
T.G.W.U. was quite agreeable to the busmen's action.
During the dispute Mr.  Bevin gave typical * class-
collaborationist * evidence before the inquiry Court, has
consistently refused to call out the tram men, and now
urges the busmen to accept the L.PT.R’s terms (minor
concessions and an inquirv into the 74 hour day).  Al-
though early in the strike the Trams and ‘Tubes pressed
for some action and later the Trams delegate conference,
while not recomumending strike action, pledged loyalty o
any call from the E.C., despite grear pressure from
the busimen, Bevin & Co. scem detennined tw keep the
rams in a srrike breaking role. Similarly, the N.UR.
Exccutive holds back the Underground workers.

THE STRIKERS

The London busmen represent a revealing mixture of
militancy, fighting ability, discipline, conservativism, and
sectarianism. - Up to this dispute they have suffered from
overconfidence, in that they firmly believed in their own
independent power to win a sectional fight.  To this
failing and 1w the failure of their leadership, the Rank
and File Movement, can be ascribed much of the responsi
bility for any possible defeat. It should have been clear
that the leadership cannot be trusted, that only an all
London transport srrike is effective, and that the full
active support of the working class movement is essential
in these days of closc co-operation between  Combines,
the Government, and T.UJ. officials. Instead of cursing
the more backward tram men for not couung out, careful
prior arrangements should be made to ensure concerted
action.  Strikes, to be effecuve, must aim ar a hold up
of the employers’ business. It js a striking commentary
on the position that neither the L.P.T"B. nor the Govern
ment have made any effort to run the buses, One can
admire the spirit of the men, and welcome militant acrion.
Yet if the London transport workers are o maintain their
standards, strikes wust be won, A danger of any possible
defeat is that when the tram men are arracked in their
wrn, the busmen may refuse to assist them. Thus the
old policy of ** divide and conquer ™ will succeed, splitting
the working cluss craft against craft, and section against
section,

THE RANK AND FPILE MOVEMENT

formed in 1932 to provide a means of rallying the busmen
sgainst the Board, when their Union failed to do 50, was
successful at that juncrure.  However, like all Stalinist
creations it has departed f{rom its original intention. Al
though it was formed as a “Red ‘I'rade Union” in the
wtra lelt period, ir did fulfil a temporary but useful
function.  Since then it has wandered into the new
CP.G.B. “linc.” For instance in the Abyssinjan dispute,
Mr. Papworth wrote words of fire to the effect that
Britsh busmen must be prepared to don khaki to fight
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for Abysstnia.  With the abandonment of the class struggle
by the CP.G.B. irs line in industrial disputes becomes
“left” reformist.  Despite the presence in the Rank and
File Movement of many good militants, its line in this
strike has been a substantiation of our case.  Its slogan
was “the Busmen demand the right w live a litde longer,”
and its acrivity has been to concentrate on the instiﬁcaliqu
of the men’s grievances.  While this is necessary to win
working class sympathy, a class appeal is the more essen-
tial. The Rank and File Movement has members in the
Trams and Underground, yet litde in the direction of
co-ordinated fraction work appears to have been done. If
the London transport workers wish to develop their Move-
ment as 4 driving force to link np all sections in one indus
irigl [ront, they must break free from the present reac
vonary shackles of the C. .G, domination.

From the above brief analysis certain conclusions should
now develop:

1. That the L.P/I'B. wish to urilise the issue to ob-
taine a re arrangement of stock rights, and to get justi-
fication for raising fares. If the comemplated Inquiry
recommends such a step in order 10 give the busmen
their 7% hour day, they will take the blame in the
public eyes.

2. The Board and the T.G.W U, leadership intend
to break the busmen.  I'he latrer's independence, srrength
and “nnoflicial” actions constitute a menace 10 both their
peaceful existences.  The present ractic of leaving the
Busmen out, while utilising the Tube, P'ram, and Trolley
s workers as strikebreakers s calculated to force the
strikers back, weaken their morale, and lcave them bitter
towards the other sections. If a ‘I'rade Union leadership
15 not able 1o declare a srrike unofficial, they give it their
“blessing” and work so rthat it will smash itself. This
1s a feature of Trade Unionism under modern Capitalisin,
Particularly is it applicable ro the present period of re-
armament, when the Ruling Class s opposed to any
industrial disturbance.

3. In view of the above fact and of the reactionary
role of the Rank and File Movement, the busmen must
mmmediately take vigorous action themselves to bring out
the other London Transport workers. Deputations and
demonsrrations 1o Uram depots must bhe arranged and
visits to appropriate "I'U. branches made. Withour a
complete stoppage of transport the 74 hour day camnot
be won; at the mosr only a few more minor concessions,
if the Board is allowed 1o continue jts present leisurely
strikebreaking.

4. Whatever the outcome of the dispute tmportant les-
sons rewin hoth for the strikers and for the workers
generally.

Industrial  Unionism, one organisation for one enter-
prisc covering all workers, the need for drawing in the
services of the entire working class movement (the co-
operation of the Busmen with the local ‘I'rades Councils
is a welcome sign in this dispure), the urgent task of
democratising the Trade Unions, and the essential pre-
requisite of preparation on class lines for the growing
industrial struggles.  Thoese questions demand examination
and resultant action if the workers are to be successful.
' Thc‘ strike may be over, when this article appears and
15 main purpose will be analytical.  The Marxist Group
desires not merely that the 73 hour day may be won, but
to strengrhen the movement generally in preparation for
the conflicts ahead.
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THE SPANISH STRUGGLE

Towards The Barcelona Conference

The following statement was prepared by the M.G.
for presentation at the Barcelona Conference.  ‘T'hiy Con-
{erence, called by the POUM, aimed at co-ordinatng the
work of the parties, groups, cte.,, who suported its gen-
cral politicat programme.,

Unfortunately circumstances arose which made it nec-
essary to cancel the Conference. Whether or not it will
take place at a later date is problemarical.  The Stalinist
led counter revolutionary offensive which has developed
great force during the last few weeks is likely o claim all
the atention of our comrades in the POUM.

In the interests of politcal clarity, and in answer to the
ill-informed  critics who accuse the Marxist Group of
having denounced POUM at the beginning of the Civii
War, but now claiming POUM as our ideological allies,
we publish the following documeny.

E must more clearly than ever avoid the easy and

pleasant iliusion thar under the hammer blows of the
enemy, in a civil war, a centrist party will automatically
throw over its centrist position and move towards @ Marx -
ist-Leninist one.  ‘The POUM has foughr heroically as
have the anarcho-syndicalists; they liave nor to be ab-
solved therelore from Marxist criticism.

An analysis of POUM must 1ake into consideration thc
weakness of the international revolutionary movement,
Faced with a task which i1s without parallel in the class
struggle they were thrown back upon their own resources.
The lLondon Burcau had nothing 1o offer bur platitudes
and confusion. By its identity with the heroic struggle of
its Spanish section, it acquired a reflected lustre of revo-
lutionary purpose.  This meanr a slight increase in its
nuwnerical strength,  Tlow did the British 1.I.P. reacr to
this uncarned heritage? By entering into a united fromt
agreement with the Stalinist connter-revolutionaries. By
co-operating with the party which in Spain is prepared to
annihilate POUM because it tights for the social revolu
tion.  The terms of the Unity Agreement are such that the
LL.P. camot openly declare its support for POUM and
denounce its Stalinist slanderers. It cannot openly tell
the workers of Britain that arms are being withheld from
the Spanish comrades, that Comintern diplomacy has also
been uble o suppress La Batallu—-the POUM puaper.
Such is the meernational group to which POUM allics
iself.

We must remember that as a party POUM is young and
inexperienced and, like all such parties, the theoretical
development of its cadres 15 a very uneven one. It is
essentially lefr-centrist.  Therefore, the historic test to be
applied is the test of urs fendencies since the struggle
began, Iy it moving towards revolutionary clarity?  Is ir
making less major political errors than previously?  Are
its lefr slogans really being applied in acuon? ‘Fhe suc-
cess of the Spanish revolution and its influence upon the
world revolution depends almost entirely upon an answer

in the affirmative.  In the circumstances of civil war the
party is being forced to move cither one way or another.
It is in a state of flux.  There are opposing tendencies.
Its best cadres will quickly move to a revolutionary posi-
rion. Its incorripible centrist section, alarmed at the ever-
increasing dangers which beset the party, will move rapidly
into the camp of reformism and opportunisi.  We believe
that the revolutionaries can carry the party, but they re-
quire “ outside " help,  They require the help of the dis-
ciplined revolutionary internatonalists-—rthe historic suc-
cessors of the bankrupt Communist International — the
Fourth Internationat of Marxist-Leninists.  This js the
prime task of the Barcelena Conference—-the creation of
such an International.

Whilst we recognise the youth and inexperience of
POUM as a party, we cannor withhold criticisms of the
mistakes and vacillations of s leaders.

Comrade Nin said in 1931 (sce “ Mistakes of Maurin ™
by Nin in the Miditant, August §th and 15th, 1931)—that
Maurin's contempr for the lessons of the Russian October
was o dangerous tendency, bur right through 1936 this
inabitity 10 understand and utilise the lessons of October
led the POUM w vacillate on almost every vital issue of
the civil war, its vacillutions inevitably landing it on the
wiong path.

Confusion on such vital questions as “ Workers’ Power,”
“ Socialisation and Collectivisation of Industry and Agri-
culture ” and inability to understand their inter-reladonship
resulted in a number of false estimations,  On the 14th
November, 1036, the Party Agrarian Conference held in
Barcelona decided that: © The redistribution and collecti-
visation of 1the land must be realised through the Trade
Unions.”  "T'he enlarged C.C. confirmed this on December
2oth and called for the socialisation of the land. Yet the
pre-requisites for successful socialisation of the land, ie,
workers’ power and conrrol in industry, were not established.
The Generalité was in power, and in December POUM
had 1o publish a warning on the “ Dangers of T'rade Union
Control in Industry ” (* Spanish Revolution,” Dec. 2nd).
Here it was pointed out that, in fact, much of the workers’
control was opcrated in a producers’ co-operative and not
a social fashion,

Unfortunately, the criticisms of the Marxists, directed
against the ambiguities of the POUM position, particularly
n connection with the slogan of the “ Socialist-Democratic
Revolution ™" was met by the POUM leaders with the cry
*“ Secrarianism.” Tt was just these ambiguities, however,
which led the party right into the camp of Peoples’ Front-
ism which it only left when deummed our.

Our stand against the mistakes of POUM is not made
out of sccrarian self-satisfacton, but out of a burning de-
sire and will 1o serve the Spanish revolution; and to honour
the pallantry of the POUM ftighters by driving forward
relentlessly with them for the world proletarian revolution,

As the present standard bearer of the world revolution,
POUM has a duty, not only to the workers of Spain, but
also to the workers of the world. bt must openly submit
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itself to serious criticism.  Admitung its errors, not as a
penance, but as a first step towards re-urming of the
party. The international movement which supports
POUM must also tuke ftsetf 10 task.  The practical sup
port which POUM should have commanded has not been
forthcoming. Moncy has been collected; food and clothing
sent; resolutions passed, etc., bur do we, who call ourselves
revolutionaries, consider that this is suflicient?  While the
fighters of POUM have been giving theic hives for our
cause, while they grappled with theoretical problems that
determined success or defear, the internatonal movemenr
has made gestures of support.  Have we penetrated into the
workshops and factories with our propapanda for POUM?
Can we honestly say that we have wont mass support for the
line of social revolution?  Have we applied ourselves to the
clarification of theory and strategy so necessary in the
struggle?  Have we stood on a common platform and de-
fended POUM against the slanderers? Possibly some
comrades have had a happier experience than the Marxist
Our offers of co-operation with the 1L.L.I*. have
been rebuffed. We are told that L'rotskyism is * unpopular
and-— Trowkyistn is nothing other than Marx-Leninismn.
The LL.P. would assist this Conference if it could inform
us how it can defend adequately the Spanish revolution
without becoming “unpopular”  To the extem ro which it
conciliates the Stalinists, is afraid of prejudices, fails to
carry on an ideological offensive against the Soviet Gov-
ernment and the C.I., to this extent it betravs the Spanish
workers.

Thus, the LL.P. turns irs back on Marxistn and prefers
an unholy yer popular alliance with the Social-Chauvinist
Communist Party of Great Brieain.

This Conference has & meaning only if it thrashes our
these problems and the problem of revolutionary unity
cannot be solved with platitudes.  Ilistory has given us
onc intcrnational revolutionary party, the Bolshevik Party
led by Lenin and Trowky. ‘This party must live again in
the world; it is the only party which can save the inter-
national proletariat from defear.  POUM is moving in
this direction, but their steps are hampered by the dead-
weight of error and confusion.  'The London Bureau can
save itself from extincuon only by going forward to this
objective. Tlow far it goes is the test of this Conference.

We raise the question of “ Dual Power.”  Irs importance
cannot be over-estimated.  An cditorial in the Socialist
Appeal, Dec. 1936, gives a valuable resimé of the role of
the POUM lcadership during the period of dual power in
Catalonia.  For instance, the following from the Spanish
Revolution, Oct. 28, 1936, should be noted:—- “ It is
cvident from the short description of confused responsibility
that the period of dual power, so essential in pre-revolu -
tionary and carly revolutionary phases, had outlived irs
uscfulness, and was leading to confusion and needless du-
plication” ... 1! The exclamation marks are justified
because the conclusion drawn by the POUM leaders was to
liquidate the dual power by —- what? [Handing over the
power to the new Council of the Generalité.

Where was the slogan of ** All Power to the Soviets’'?
If POUM had understood the revolutionary significance of
dual power in October last, the proletarian dictatorship
may have been established in Spain today. POUM must
start all over again, building that dual power, 10 the point

where it challenges the “ofhcial ¥ State, must lead it
against the official Stare and upon its ashes build the work-
ers’ and peasants” State.

The relationship between POUM and the Anarchists is
another which is determined by the ability to give a poli-
rical expression 1o the inherent revolutionary instinct of
this mass orpanisadon. “ The CNT (Anarchist I'rade Uni -
ons) indisputably ecmbraces the most militant elements of
the prolewariat. Mere the selection has gone on for @ num-
ber of years. To strengthen the Confederation, to trans-
form it into a genuine organisation of the masses, is the
direct obligation of the revolutionary party. But at the
same time we must have no illusions about the fate of
Anarcho Syndicalism as a doctrine and a revolutionary
method. By the lack ol a revolutionary program and an
incomprechension of the rdle of the party, Anarcho-
Syndicalism disarms the proletariat.  ‘The  Anarchists
“deny ’ politics until it seizes them by the throat; then they
prepare the ground for the politics of the class enemy.”
Nin correctly appraises their tdle in the Spanish Bulletin,
31st March 1937, He points to their dangerous tendency
in entering the Barcelona and Valencia Governments. No
niention of POUM’s own tragic blunder in this respect is
made. Here again, confusion over the significance of dual
power and an incapacity to apply the Leninist United Front
tretic led to comparative isolation and lack of influence.
"The narural antipathy of the Anarchists to the bureaucratic
State machine should have been energetically fostered.
Unity of action on this question woutd have put POUM at
the head of the revolutionary mass movement.

Is 1t oo late 10 win the leadership now?  One very im-
portant question must be clarified belore this is possibie.
"The question of the * united ™ revolutionary army, POUM
quotes Lenin on the Red Workers’ Army: “ ... so to save
the workers for ever from the oppression of the landlords
and the capitalists and to prevent their return to power,
the great Red Army of the workers must be created.

It will be invincible 1f it has discipline in its work. The
Workers and Peasants should demonstrate and shall dem-
onstrate, that with a just sharing of work, discipline and
consecration for the common good, they can organise a
life without landlords. withour Capitalists and  apainst
Capitalists; the discipline, the passionate readiness for work,
the ability for sacrilice, the firm alliance of workers and
peasants, that is what will save the workers for ever from
the oppression of the landlords and capitalists.”

Has the POUM merely to organise an army o prevent
the “return of landlords and capitalists "?  Most de-
cidedly NOT! It must overthrow them first. There-
fore the analogy does not hold good. Again it will be
scen that such an army has its strengrh in the unity of in-
rerest between the workers and peasants.  But POUM has
severely strained this unity.  Their failurc to recognise
that the socialisation of the land was dependent upon the
socialisation of industry, which alone would have guaran-
teed a higher productivity and made possible its sociali-
sation. POUM divorced the agrarian {rom the industrial
revolution by struggling for the socialisation of the land
and leaving the control of industry to the reactionary Re-
publicans and Stalinists, who immediately proceeded to
crush the struggle of the workers and restore Capitalism.
POUM by co-operating with such Governments certainly
proved it was not * sectarian ”-—it was on both sides at
onc and the same time! The united Revolutionary Army
can be created only when this unity—tle unity of intcrest
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-is restored, when slogans reflecting the (inn alliance of
the workers and peasants are put forward, when they re-
fuse to recognise the authority of the ofhicial State and
build the independent organs of power—the Councils of
Workers, Soldiers and Peasants.  Such action must in-
evitably lead to a conflict between the revolwionary army
and the “ People’s ” army.  While the issue of “ democ-
racy 7 or Socialism is still unseuled, joint action against
the Fascists is imperative.  The analogy between the
Spanish Workers Army and the Russian Red Army would
then apply to the period before October, when they fought
with Kerensky bur not for him. POUM has the task of
applying this wcete (Lenin's) in the present situation. The
joint struggle to defeat the Fascist forces must be ac-
companicd by a preparatory struggle to lay the basis for
the gverthrow of the Central Governments and for the
setting up of a Workers and 1*casants Government.

THE INTERNATIONAL

The ambiguites and confusion of the POUM is but a
reflection of the political pauperistm of the London Burean.
They deny the necessity of lorming a Fourth Inernational
now. ““The tme is not opportune, it must be historically
created.  Only in actual struggle cin such a question be
posed, ctw.””  This nonsense 15 clothed with Marxian
phrascology and hberally spiced with the word * dialectics
to give it a philosophic wste.

Knowing that a storm is coming sometime, our seven
“left” (London Burcau) ostriches stick their heads in
the sand and await the “ historic ” moment.  Upon ity
arrival they lift up their heads only to be blinded by the
whirlwind, and * we can see nothing!™ they quack in
unison.  Precisely!  “That is what they do see, nothing,
They do not deny the necessity of building, what they call
revolutionary parties and of a national characrer prior to
the open struggle, but a revolutionary International is
another marter entirely.  This is where they go wrong.
There can be no such thing as a “national * proletarian
revolutionary party, It presupposes a Revolutionary In
ternational.  In fact a revolutionary international is noth-

ing other than a revolutionary party with national sections.

Don't they know that we live in the epoch of Impertalism?
National boundaries are no more.  Finance Capital op-
presses and exploits the toilers on @ world scale.  Every
struggle iy a struggle against the international bourgeoisie,
The Workers party must thercfore be an international
party, else its fighting power is neghgible,

Unless the POUM and irs companions in the T.ondon
Bureau participate in the work already begun by the
Tnternational Secretariat for the Fourth International and its
sympathetic contacts, the work of building the Fourth In-
ternational now, they can play no positive part in the
overthrow of the world bourgeoisie.

Bused on the theory and practice of Marx, Engels,
Lenin and ‘Trotsky, the Fourth Inrernational ditfers en-
tirely from the concept Internanonal held by the London
Burcau. It is not a federation of national parties with
thetr own programs, constitutions and rules, and looscly
grouped together because they have a * somewhat com-
mon outlook.” It is an International which is character-
sed by its centralised leadership, its high theoretical level,
its strict discipline and unwavering determimation of pur-
posc.  *The platform of the Fourth Intcrnarional” has
already been published and widely circulated.  There is
no need to reiterate its basic principles in this document.

The formation of such an International would rally the
dispirited workers all over the world. It wonld wiru
retreat into advance and rearm the heroic strugglers who
have been bownd hand and foor and handed over to the
encmy by the bankrupt Comintern.  "T'he impending world
war makes this task even more urgent.  Russia as the
first Workers’ State must be saved from irs own internal
corrupters.  ‘The influence of Stalinism must be broken
throughourt the world. "The Iniernational Court of Tnquiry
into allegations made against Comrade T'rorsky will give
us this opportunity. Sralin knows this and will not stop at
murder to silence the voice he fears. We must guard
against this and see that Comrade Trotsky resumes the
position which bis genius has earned him.  The position of
teadership in the struggle for international socialism.

This is the only road for Spain, the ouly road for the
world.

THE BARCELONA RISING

The following 15 a statement submitted by the comrade
of the Marxist Group who tntended to place the above
viewpoint before the conference if this had materialised.
He was at the Spanish frontier when the fighting took
place at Barcelona.

HE crisis in Barcelona on May 4th and sth has had

far-reaching effects on the Spanish situation, culming-
ting in the formation of a new Central Government at
Valencia withour the inclusion of the CNT (Anarchists).

It was forseen some time ago that the struggle berween
the opposing lorces in Catalonia- those of the CNT-
FAT and POUM who stood for a revolutionary Spain:
and those forces of “ democracy,” T.eft Republican, Soc-
ialist and Sralinist — would eventually develop into an
open conflict.  “T'he question of a revolutionary army and
the uniticd command-—dealt with briefly in the article
appearing in the last issue of FIGHT—was one of the
most important questions around which the controversy

raged.

The Generality of Catalonia, which included representa-
tives of the CNT was preparing to hand over the revolu-
tionary militias of Catalonia to the central Government
at Valencia to be placed under the control of a unified
command. This would have abolished the present charac-
ter of the workers army in Catalonia which is under the
direct control of the workers organisations. The role
of the Valencia Government has been one of saborage of
the fighting forces of Caralonia. Using the lack of act-
vity on the Aragon Front—caused by its holding back
of the necessary arms and supplies for the Catalan workers
—it has sought to slander the fighters of the Anarchist
and POUM Militias; stating that the cause of this passi-
vity was the refusal of these revolutionary sections to aban-
don their slogan of “a revolutivnary army of Catalonia *
and to submir 1o the discipline and central control of the
reformist Gov. at Valencia.
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The tssue was: that the POUM and CNT were pre-
pared to act in collaboration with the “ republican army
of Valencia in a unified command but opposed a unified
army of the old republican type.  They instead claimed
the riphr to mainiain an army of a revolutionary characier
under the control of their own organisations,

POUM consciously advocated this because 1o conrra
distinction 1o the Reformists and Sralinists it claimed thar
the struggle against Fascism and the struggle for the social
revolution were inseparable. The following starement made
in an interview with the recent religious deleganon by Del
Vayo shows quite clearly what the present perspectve
of the “ democratic forces ™ s,

“ Senor Del Vayo emphastsed that the anti-fascist forces
in Spain were united with an advanced progressive pro
gramme.  Alter the war the New Spain would therefore
be esentially democratic, and onc of the guarantecs that
this would be the nanre of the canstitution was, that the
Commmnist Party were firmly supporting the principle of
patliamentary democracy.”  For the POUM and other
revolutionary sections to have placed their forces under
the direct c¢ontro) of this bunch of reformists would have
meant the finish of the only force in Spain capable of
carrying {orward the struggle 1o the final conquest of power
——L.¢., the armed revolutionary proletariat.

In the carly days of April there was a further erisis in
the Gov. of the Generality cansed by the conflict between
the CNT and PSUC (Stalinists).  The CNT wishing to
push forward the demand lor soctalising of large agri-
cultural estates, cleansing of the armed forces, cte., the
Stalinists demanding thar there should be no arrempt 1o
socialise the tand, full anthority for the Generality without
outside interference,  POUM adopted the view that the
CNT should not allow any concessions.  ‘They visualised
that a new governmenr would be formed in Caralonia with
a strengthening of the position of the CNT.  They claimed
that this solution would only be of a transitory character
“because the basic problem in question is the problem
of power” T'he policy of POUM was for a government
composed  of workers' parties and organisations which
would *“call a congress of delegates of workers and peas-
ants unions and of soldiers from which would spring the
workers and peasants government so badly needed in the
present circumstances,”

‘There was therefore no agreement between the two main
forces, the CNT and the PSUC, parricipating in the
previous government of the Generality.  Yet, despite this,
representatives of these organisations were named to serve
in the new government by the Catalan President.  So far
as T have been able to discover, the CNT did not take over
its positions, The governmenr was therefore still-born,

In the meantime all the * democratic forces ™ had been
continuing their campaigh against the revolurionary sec
tions. This culminated in the attempted occupation of the
telephone exchange in Barcelona by the lorces of the
Generality.  ‘This was the beginning of an attenpt to
disarm the workers in the rear. ‘The exchanpe was con-
trolled by the Anarchists who refused to hand over their
arms, they were attacked with machine-guns and a bloody
battle ensued.  Several towns in Catalonia were scized by
the Anarchists and “ Libertarian  Communism ™ pro-
caimed.  Although POUM was not responsible for the
beginning of this struggle, sccing that the workers were
fighting a defensive batte, it called on the workers to
defend themselves against the attempt of the Generaliry

ta disarm the revolutionaries in the rear, and ceush whau
remained of the revolutonary force of the workers,

The Stalinists have reported that the action was that
of armed gangs and that the workers in general were in
opposition to the fight being waged by the Anarchists and
POUM. The facts are that workers in Barcelona had
complete control of the srreets for two days. It was only
possible for “order ” o be restored when troops arrived
from Valencia (so much for Catalan autonomy). this,
coupled with the manifesto of the CNT FAT leadership
helped to quell the protest of the rank and file.  The
manifesto contained the following, *“ We demuand that all
our members deposit their arms, range themselves under
the Republican banner, and avoid the accumulation of
incidents which might lead 10 a carastrophe.”

It was the rank and file of the CNT-FAI, who during
recent months have moved nearer to a Marxist position,
that untted during the crisis with the revolutionaries of
POUM.

A lurther answer to the lies of the Stalinists is the tact
that 1n a great number of areas the PSUC were attacked
spontaneously by the workers.  La Battda the ceniral
organ ol the POUM circulated 100,000 copies in Barce
lona during the days of the crisis.  The papers of the left
being the only ones issued during that period.

After “order”™ hud been restored in Barcelona, micer -
ings were held in Valencia, ete. by the Stalinists in which
they demanded the liguidation of the POUM and the
trial of the leadership.  The main attack during the whale
cvent has been against POUM because it is the only
party in Spain whick has consciously maintained that the
issue is one of Workers Power,  Three hundred members
of POUM were T understand, arrested during the Barce
lona event,

The Central Governmenr has restored “ order” in
Barcelona, but how long this will last, nobody can tell.
The Anarchists who are the largest organised section of
the workers in Spain, have refused to participate in the
new Central Government.

This decision in itself is significant because it confirmns
our view as to the development of the Anarchists re-
ferred to above.  The Generality of Catalonia has agreed
o subordinare the Fastern Army w the Central Govern-
ment. In view of the tuct that the Generality does not
represent the mass of the Anarchists and the POUM,
this decision is bound to precipitate further crises.

POUM has pur forward the slogan of “ Build com-
mittees for defence of the Revolution by a fighting alliance
of CNT and POUM.” “The present and future develop
ment of the struggle in Spain rests with the POUM or the
rise of a new revolutionary party,

POUM is now fuced with the possibility of being sup-
pressed by the Central Governinent, a forecast of this is
that already Bob Smillic of the LL.P. has been arrested.
An additional enemy—Stalinism-—is now prepared to sink
to any depths in order to silence any voice which calls for
the World Revolution.

However, the bankruptey of the Government is proved
by their inability to conduct an offensive against Fran
co. If they were unable 10 do this with support from rhe
CNT, whar hopes have they of conducting an effective
campaign with dissension in the rear?  The only leader

!

ship, which will be able ro defeat Franco and capiralism
in Spain is rhat of a revolutionary government, truly re
flecting the revolutionary aspirations of the workers, sold-
18¢h May, 1937,

lers and peasants in Spain,
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AN AIR RAID POLICY FOR THE WORKERS
What Should Be Done

HA'T should be the policy of socialists towards the

question of defence againet air raids?  Up to the
present a purely negarive attitude has been commonly
adopted. ‘This has been o exposc the futility of measures
proposed by the government, and to boycott the govern-
ment plans for aerial defence.  On this basis, opposition
to the government has developed.

So far so good. But unfortunately, this by no means
exhausts the question.  There sull remains the fact that
air raids can and arc likely o devastate whole populations,
spreading death, fire and discase over cities numbering
millions of workers. Qbviously, as the danger of air raids
increases, the purcly negative attitude of bare opposition
10 government defence becomes smore and more inadequate.
At the actual moment of an air raid, it becomes a mockery
of commonsense. What workers will respect an organisation
which has no aiternative to offer in place of disaster due
to the fatlure of government militarisim ?

We frequently hear the remark; ** "I'here is no protection
against aerial attack.”  This ts inaccurate. The correct
formulation of the idea is: there is no adeguate proltection
against aerial attack.  But some protective measures are
possible, and moreover highly desirable, for workers en
gaged in the preservarion of their own lives during air
raids. The crux of the martter is—who will ensure the
full application of what protective measures are possible?
Who will control the machinery of defence of the ctvilian
population against air rvaids, and for what ends?

The gavernment has announced ifs plans of air defence,
and its intention of controlling the machinery of that
defence.  Britain being an imperialist natjon, these plans
of the government are obviously designed for imperialist
ends. In war, as in peace, the banks and the great indus-
trial monopolies determine the course of governmental
policy. 'The air defence plans already put forward rep
resent preparations of the government to maintain its
position of leadership as one of the foremost capitalist
countries of the world.

In modern war, more than ever before, civilian defence
is the complement of military attack, The latter is
impossible without the former.  Hence support of the
government plans for air defence, means assistance to the
military strength of the nation—-a capitalist narion, let
it nor be forgotten. We cannot, therefore, be socialists
and ar the same time give our support to the government
in its efforts to carry our a scheme of civilian defence,
for we would thereby be aiding the maintenance of British
capitalism.  What can we do?

In the first place, we can expose the inadequacy and
read purpose ol the government plans for air defence
We can go on to show that air raids and war in general
are inseparable from capitalism. We can emphasise the
fact that peace and world socialism are indivisible,

Secondly, we can point out the urgent need for the
fullest possible measures of protection of the civil pop-
ulation apainst aerial attack.  We can mndicate the horrors
attending air raids and the necessity for knowledge on

the part of all workers of what can be done 1o lessen
destruction of life.

To the statement that no protection at all is possible,
we may reply that in the Sovier Union the civil population
is rightly preparing intensively for protection against air
raids.  We can enumerate also the various methods which
if applied, will lessen human suffering and moruality;
for example, the beneticial effect of the rapid application
of parafhn or other organic solvent ro skin which has
been exposed ro mustard gas; the bencficial effect of
decontamination measures after gencral exposure to mus-
tard gas; the use (and limitatons) of gas masks; the
proper construction of gas-proof shelters, etc.  We should
endeavour to convey to as many workers as possible what
is known on these subjccts, including information on the
presence and properties of the various gasces.

Since we can rcach only a small (raction of the working
class, we should recommend workers to study these matters
for themselves, through any special classes being conducted,
through buying pamphlets, through the public libraries.

We should also advise workers to organisc, as 1ar s
possible, their own machinery for organised protection
against air raids. ITrade Union branches and Trades
Councils especially, as well as Labour controlted Municipal
Councils, are in a position to preparc the ground work
for working class measures ol sell-protection, which would
not be devoted to the interests of capitalist government.
Whilst it will not be possible at first for independent
working class protection 1o develop far in practice, the
failure of the government to prevent wholesale destruction
from the air in war, will incvitably throw the tasks of
protection on local bodics, and in that event local Labour
organisations will be called upon 1o play a great part in
preventing a return to barbarism through the destructive
application of modern science. It will be 100 late when
war comes for labour to start to protect its own. NOW iy
the time for labour to prepare atr least its plans for pro-
tection of workers’ lives, should air raids come.

The three main concrete steps to meet air raids are:
the formation of classes to provide information of what
o expect and what to do, the provision of gas masks,
the construcrion of gas-proof shelters, as well as decon-
tamination centres, and the evacuation of cities; these in
addition to the special application of fire fighting and
public health functions of municipal councils.

a) GAS MASKS. The best gas mask thar is scienti-
fically possible should be available to every worker for
use in emergency. It can be shown that the government
will not provide this, and an agitation can be conducted
over the failure of the governmenr in this respect. At
the same time, the limitations of the protection afforded
by gas masks can be pointed out.

b) GAS AND BOMB PROOF SHELTERS. Thes
again should be available, bur the povernment does not
and will not tackle the technical and financial obstacles
involved: Therelore again agitation against the govemn-
ment for its failure in this respect (somewhat similar
arguments will apply 1o decontamination centres.)
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In both the above cases, apiration over the failure of
the government to take proper steps to preserve the lives
of workers does not imply, and must not bhe linked to,
support of the government for the purpose of additional
protection.  Just as we should criticise and arrack the
capiralist system without attempting to patch it up and
help it 10 work, so we criticise the government in these
matters for its {ailure, without attempting to help the
government to overcome its failure.  Qur aim is w0 es-
tablish a socialist government, and our agitation against
the inadequacies and crimes of capitalist povernments
15 for the purpose of bringing about their downfall. For
only with their downfall is it possible for workers w Lake
adequate measures (o protect themselves, and morcover
to create @ systemn of society giving peace instead of war.
Therefore criticism of the government must be destructive
criticism, paving the way for constructive proletarian
cffort.

The measires advised by the government {or protection
of the inmates of a house against gas, rank very low in
the scale of protective measures, and are not comparable
to the safety of special large bomb-proof shelters, immune
against pas, and (ully stocked with the cssentials of life,
Therefore we stress the inadequacy of house protection
measures, which in many cases in crowded areas are quite
impossible cven.  Ar the same time it is desirable that
wotkers should know even the very small amount of pro-
tection possible by house protection methods.  In large
scale air raids, even a tiny amount of protection may mean
a lot w0 seme men and women of the working class.
Accordingly the knowledge should be gained, for example
from air raid classes.

¢) AIR RAID CLASSES. On the principle that
all workers should know as mmuch as possible about the
protection of their own lives in the cvent of air raids,
such classes, wherever they exist, should be attended.
Morcover, workers should press for such classes, preferably
from Labour controlled Municipal Councils, or "L'rades
Councils or ‘Trade Union branches employing those qualified
to teach (doctors and St. John’s Ambulance or Red Cross
instructors).  Where the government sets up classes, these
should be atrended, and here an excellent opportunity
will occur for anti-war and anti-government propaganda
outside, but with reference 1o, these classes.

d) EVACUATION OF CITIES. ‘The government
is being driven to consider this step, for London at least.
Capitalism has reached the point where it prepares to
engage in the abolition of capirals! The greau citics are
so vulnerable to air artacks, that it is not so much a
question of protecting them, as abandoning them, in the
eyes of the authorities!  "Fwo things are certain about
this matter ; one is that in a big air raid, the population
will attempt to evacuate itself, without waiting for official
advice. The other certainty is that even with official
supervision, a thorough ind orderly evacuation of London
is impossible within a short space of time. If we imagine
the whole face and organisation of the country changed,
the removal of the population of London is at least con-
ceivable, if spread over a period of time, say weeks. But
evacitation in or just before an air raid, is a sheer im-
possibility. At most some thousands of people could
reach the country, and there are millions in Tondon. We
are forced to conclude thar rthe task of evacuating the
great cities to meet the danger of air raids is a rask beyond

the power of the authorities. Capitalism merely toys
with the idea in its condition of complete bankrupiey.
Chaos looms ahead and the government dreams of changing
it into an orderly acceptance of “uan act of God.”

It is evident that the problems of protection against air
raids are problems inseparably connecred with the over-
throw of capitalism, aud the triumph of international
socialisn, - Only socialists can bring order out of the chaos
which lies ahead. And Socialists will be able 10 bring
their order into being only by raking out of the hands of
capitalist authority, the funcion of the preservation of
society.  Socialists must prepare now for that day. At
least the idea of independent working class organisation
and protection must be spread immediately,  If possible
the scaffolding of that organisation should be erected now,
in the form of workers’ air raid classes, the taking of
surveys and inventories of the technical means and per-
sonnel that would be available for labour protection cen-
tres, when created, and so on. Socialists should plan their
own control of protection now, so that they can act when
the necessity arises. A sudden series of air raids could
bring about an unexpected collapse of capitalist anthority.
To plan now lor the replacement of that authority when
the oceasion arises may be the means of averting appalling
and almost inconceivable chaos and destruction. Indeed,
the facing of the whole problem of air raids by the Labour
movement now, may determine our whole future develop-
ment. In times of grear danger and disorganisation, such
as will almost certainly arise in the not far distant future,
those who know what should be done, and have made
some preparation for action, will be the rulers of the
country~—or what is left of ir. While we must combine
planning for protection with anti-war propaganda, and
must make every efiort to prevent the outbreak of another
world war, we cannot neglect to face the possibility of that
war, and meet the problems involved. If this is not done,
a future of abysmal degradation for decades will resulr.

Correspondence

April 3oth, 1937
‘The Ediwr,
Figur,

Dear Sir,

The worries of publishers increase month by month,
and the lack of frecdom in the press grows more and
more obvious. It was in December last thar an advertise-
ment of a book we published, John Langdon-Davies'
Behind  The Spanish  Barricades, was banned by the
Observer on the grounds “ of its extreme churacter.”

Now we are in trouble again! This time it is the
Daily Worker, which has refused an advertisement of our
hook, World Revolution by C. 1.. R, James, on the grounds
that it 1s * Trotskyist.”

In view of the emphasis laid down by the Conununist
Party during the last year or rwo on democracy and
freedom of expression, it is depressing to find that they
too must be numbered among the censors.

Yours truly,

MARTIN SECKER & WARBURG, L1D.
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WHAT HAS HAPPENED TO THE AIRCRAFT STRIKE ?

HERE have been snonp rumours in the press of
projected stnbe in the Aiverafr industry. "I'his was
siand 1o be called by the Aireratt Shop Stewards Natonal
Council and to be due to take place on May >qth. The
AEU. issued & statement, not only to the press but ro
every shop-steward in the Union, to the effect that
any such strike, or ballot taken in connection with it,
wiy ahsolutely unofheial, unrecognised, ete., and no mem-
ber of the AR.U. shoald rake any part in it They also
accused the ALS.S.N.C. of choosing May 251h becuuse it
was e day betore the conference between the Allied
Employers and the Unions 1o discuss cerinin . demands.
Actually the date of this conference was only revealed
after the date of the strike had been announced.

Fhe history of the events leading up 1o the proposed
strike, which has been brewing for nearly 1wo years, is
extremely mireresting, beth as an analysis of the role of
the CPin the industial strapple, and ol the relarions
between the leaders of the T 0s and the militant mem
bers.

The Arccradt Shop Stewards Nadonal Council which
15 mainly controlled by members of the C.PP was {ormed
abour 1wo years apo with the obyect of co ordinaring
the warkers e the wreralt industey and 10 press for
an Aircraft Apreement, cmbodying the following  main
points ——

(1) An ionnediate wage advance of 2d. an hour ou
the basic rawe, consolidation of war bonus into basic rate,
and mimimunt wage for adolts of 1/ ¢4d. an hour

(2)  Porty hour weck with no reduction in pay

(3) Restoration of onuts in overtime and  piece-work
rates made in 1931

(1) Payment lor all stautory holidays.
{(») Every airerafe worker a T'rade Uniongst.

In the carly days of ns formadon, the A.S.S.N.C.
waped o militant campaign on these lines with considerable
suceess. UL membership in the aircrafr factories in-
creased rapidly, but at the same time the workers began
to sce the need w act together as an industry rather than
wairing for the A.LLU. 1o lump in their particularly urgent
claims with the common demands of the whole engineering
industry,  Throuph the A S.S.N.C. a ballot was taken
for ar apainsi sirike action last summer 1o enforce the
Aircraft Agreettient. Fhe voting was strongly in favour
of a sutke, bur as tlhose voting only represented a small
proportion of the workers in the factories, the A.S.S.N.C.
decided that its propaganda had not yet penetrated deep
enough into the masses and the sreike was dropped.

Since then the AS.S.N.C las rurned its efforts more
to bringiug pressure to bear on the A LU, itself with a
view Lo forcing them 10 put forward similar demands.
The fact thar 1hey have been partly successtu] in this, and
that they ever tried rthis method, has been their undoing.
They succeeded in causing the AE.U. ar the Annual
Counference in June 1y36, 1o include in its future program

a demand for an Aircraft Agreement (containing lewer
points than that put forward by the A.S S.N.C.).  This
was followed by an oflicial demand f{rom the AE.U. to
the FEmployers Federation on February gth, 1937.  Bur
these points gained in the first round have been at the
expense of the {orces on which the A.S.S.N.C. relies.

This is plain from an analysis of these forces, which
can be grouped under three headings: (1) the old type
T'rade Unionist, a constitutionalist, believing in his Union
and convinced that its leaders will do for him all that can
be done, meanwhilc unwilling to assist in any action
outside the Union on account of the money he has
invested in it for superannuation benefit. (2) the younger
rank and file worker, skilled at his trade but not bound
to the same cxtent in loyalty to his ‘T U leaders; ready
to acr on his own behalf. (3) the “semi-skilled” labour,
recruited from the unemployed or a fugitive from one of
the withering industries; very glad to have a job at all
and more concerned at the moment about keeping it than
about improving it.

By playing on their seccond string. -pressure on  the
T.U’s—rhe AS.SN.C. have pandered to the constitu-
tionalists and lined up many of the more militant men
atongside them, by holding out the hope of winuing then
demands “constitutionatly” through the AE.U.--a hope
which, in view of the reactionary leadership and the
dense thickets of “procedure” with which they are able
1o surround themselves, ts doomed to wither, oh so slowly.
At the same time as the first class has gained ground,
the membership of the third class, the semi-skilled meas,
has increased enormously with the general expansion of
the atrcraft industry.

Owing w these two factors the situation is not as
favourable now for a successful Aircraft strike as it was
any time last summer. Nevertheless there remains the
second class of militant workers, who are, if anything,
more determined, because more impatient than they were
last summer.  Whereas then it was the A.S.S.N.C. urging
the workers to vote for strike action, now the position is
reversed and the more advanced factories, by the pressure
which they have brought to bear on the E.C. of the
AS.SN.C,, have forced it into advocating strike action.
Just one more illustration of the present C.P. 1urn away
from the leadership of the militant {orces to a postton tar
mn the rear.

But the cfforts of the militants to force a fight for the
Aircraft Agreement have been (rustrated by the action of
the AE.U. described above.  As soon as the A.S.S.N.C.
heard that the Employers were to meer the Unions on
May 26th, they called a delegare meeting at which it was
decided to withdraw strike notices for May 25th. No
suggestion "was made that they should only be withdrawn
conditionally on agreement being reached with the Lim
ployers.  The E.C. of the A.S.S.N.C. congratulated them-

selves that they had achieved results—rhat is, they had
forced the AEU, 1o press on with negotiations with the
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Fmployers.  But these negottations are ot on lhf‘, basiy
of the Airciaft Agreement.  All the A E U s asking for
is point (1) given above, also that piece work puce records
be accessible to the Shop Stewards, coupled with a modest
“request” for holidays with pay.  In all probability the
Employers will offer a compromise, say vd an hour for ali
skilled men, which would presumably be accepted by the

AE U What will the A S.SIN.Cdo then?  Pass anothes
resolutton congratulating  dhemselves on having won g
arcal victory [or the Afreraft workers  Tnoaony case, unless
the militants in the factones get wpciher and deade 1o
take acrion on their own, neither a strike i Aiecraft, nor
any seally improvement in Areralc worhers” conditions iy
likely 1o be seen this vear,

LABOUR LEAGUE OF YOUTH CONFERENCE

" WP accept the Memorandum (of the Labour Party)

in order to defear i1, as we accept Captalism in
order to defeat i1 This stateruent by ‘LTed Willis, Stalin-
ist organiser of the Labour League of Youth, demonstrates
more clearly than any profound analysis, the abyss of
demagogy and ignorance into which the League has falten.
‘The hypnotised supporters of * the betoved Stalin ™ swal
lowed this absurdity, the genuine young Socialists wondeved
how Willis had become a leader.

The Conference was attended by 172 delegates, 121
branches being represented. Tt was culled (alter pressure
fromi the rank and file had wade it impossible to refuse
any ltonger) by the ex-N.A.C. {disbanded by the Tabour
Party by the operation of the Memorandinm) to discuss
(1) Draft Resolution on the Future of the League; (2)
Draft Resolution on the Building of the League (if (1)
was carried).  Local Leagues were not allowed ro subinit
any Resolurions and only one amendment to cach of the
Draft Resotutions.  This procedure had antagonised many
of the Leagues and rhey refosed to send delegates.

The Draft Resolution on the Fuure of the League
(vbviously prepared by the C.P.) can be regarded as noth-
ing other than a cleverly phrased bur chacvinistic and
hypocritical document.  LFascism is the enemy, we ate
told.  The youth must rally 1o the Labour Party 10 de-
fend bourgeois democracy.  Evidenily the Labour Puarty
can save the youth from the menace of Fascism. We may
ask here whether Social Democracy has ever defeated
Fascism in any part of the world, or has not the belief in is
eflicacy racher led the workers to the execution squad?
Every Socialist knows the answer.

Further, the youth must be won o the cause of Soc
ilism and Peace. Why Socialism and Peace?  Doesn't
Socialism presuppose Peace? Tt does to a Socialist but
not to 2 Stalinist.  Peace can be puaranteed if progressive
Capitalist countries, snch as [rance and Britain, ally
themsetves with the Soviet Union, so the Stalinists arpue.
But the Soviet Union does nor waut an ally who is threat-
ened with class war and the consequent weakening of
Capitalist power.  ‘Therefore the class war must be drop
ped. e who strupples in this way for Socialisin is a
‘Fascist.”  The statement, therelore, that the youth must
be won 1o the cause of Socialism and Peace means, to the
Stalinist youth who advance it, “ The youth must give up
the struggle for Socialism, must defend rheir own bour-
geoisic, so that the Soviet Uniou, which achieved Socialism
long ago, can po on building a little more.”

The finad paragraph of the Resolution, that the youth
“reaflirms its lovalty to the Tabour Party ™ and “ the
principles for which it stands,” clinches the argnnent—
lalthough the Conference had the good sensc to delete the
atter.

There is no sugpestion that the youth demands the right
o stenggle for amilitant class policy inside the Labour
ovement. No, the Conference did not want class strug-
gle and revolutionary action The Socialism of Artlee
and Lansbury seems 1o be good enouph. Who ever ac
cused these gendenen of being Socdialists in the real
meating of the wrm?  Nobody.,  “That is nobody il
the Stalinists, who no Jonger want Socialism, came along,
with their class-cotlaboratonist ideas and found their ideal
type of Socialists in the Labour Party leaders, the Liberals,
the Church, the progiessive Conservatives and all other
hourgeols sections whu are the new © friends of the Soviet
Union.”

The bulk ol the delepares accepted this dine put for-
ward by the N.AC. Fase Ishngron, Peckham and Golders
Green opposed it with principled Marxist amendments,
sach as one which put the line of mititant and revolurion-
ary class struggle, and further called for an independens
Revolutionary Youth Movement, moved by Faat Ishng
ton. Their speakers argued and urged their case with the
earnestness and ability that only Marsist knowledpe ¢an
develop.  The Stalinists replied with interjections, faugh
ter and derision. They conld not argue (no Stalinist can)
but they put up their hands like 1he robots they are, and
defeated every amendment with any Socialist content. As
one delegare retarked in disgust, * Irois only NECessary
for any amendment w have the names of Last Islingron
or Golders Green attached 10 1, for it to be heavily
defeated.” "Those Leagues are called Trotskyist, therefore
they are * Fascists,” * Apgents of Hitler,” ete. Such puetile
babbling 1akes the place of reasoned arpument when Stalin
calls the tune.

‘Fhose in oppesition to the N.A.C. were clearty shown
thatr they are not to be allowed much longer w continmie
their work in the League. A quite open threar came from
the Platform thar ““ it was time the Yourh Militant Group
were expelled.”  There is longer room for real revolu
tonaries within the Leagne.  The NLA.CL find the strenpth
of their arguments too dangerous.

The result of the Conference was that the League
decided by a larpge majority 10 stay nside the Labous
Party, and to ask the Tabour Party Excoutive to drw
them up a programmc on the lines of “a series of parts,
covering Youth and Unemplovient, Peace, Sport, Trade
Unionism and Socialism.™  t'o have * an official recruiting
campaign ” and 1o raise “a Youth Fund under the control
of the Party Exccutive”  Such is the reactionary work
done by the Stalinists who are members of the 1.1.0.Y.

The Federation Reports at thie end of the Conference,
showed o deplotable lack of enthusiasm and a grave Joss
of membership.  One can foresee that, unless the Youth
Militant Group can prow 1o greater strength, inoa very
short time the Tabour League of Youth ax 4 political force
in the Youth Movements of this country will be negligible.
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LENIN’S TESTAMENT

Y THE stability of the Central Committee, of which

I spoke before, 1 mean measures to prevent a split,

so far as such measures can be taken. For, of course,

the White Guard in Russkaya Mys! (1 think it was

S. L. ()ldmburyv) was right when, in the first place, in

his play against Soviet Russia he banked on the hope of

a split in onr party, and whcn, in the sccond p]fuf- he

banked for thar split on serious disagreements in our
party.

Our party rests upon two classes, and for that reason
its instability {5 possible, and if there cannot exist an
agreement between such classes its fall is inevitable. In
such an cvent it would be uscless to take any measures or
in general to discuss the stability of our Central Commit.
tee.  In such an event no measures would prove capable
of preventing a split.  But T trust that is foo remote a
future, and too improbable an cvent, to talk abour.

] have in mind stability as a guarantec agaiust a split
i the near fumre, and 1 intend 1o examine here a series
of considerations of a purely personal character.

I think that the fundamental factor in the marer of
stahility—from this potnt of view—is such members of the
Central Committee as Stalin and Trotsky. The relation
between them constitutes, in my opinion, a big half of
the danger of thar split, which might be avoided, and
the avoidance of which might be promoted in my opinion
by raising the number of members of the Central Commit-
tee to fifty or one hundred.

Comrade Stalin, having become General Secretary, has
concentrated an cnormous power in his hands; and 1 am
not sure that he always knows how to use that power with
sufficient caution. On the other hand, comrade Trorsky,
as was proved by his struggle against the Central Commit-
tee in conncction with the question of the People’s Com-
missariat of Ways and Cominunications, is distinguished
not only by his exceptional ability—personally, he is, to
be sure, the most able man in the present Centesl Com-
mittee~-but also by his roo far-reaching self-confidence
and a dispositdon to be far too much attracted by the
purely administrative side of affairs.

These two qualities of the two most able teaders of the
present Central Committee might, quite innocently, lead

Doctrine & History for the Youth No.

POLITICS AND

OT least of Lenin’s penius was his understanding of

men. There never was a 100% Bolshevik, unless it
was Lenin himself.  Everyone of the men who made up the
Bolshevik Party in 1917 had his personal and political
weaknesses.  Lenin was able to direct and use the varied
capabilities of the men who made up his Central Commit
tee. The intrigues, the personal motives that enter into
all politics, the weaknesses, Lenin was able to keep all in
control.

w 3 split, and if our party does not take mecasures fo
prevent it, a split might arise unexpectedly.

1 will not further characterize the other members of
the Central Committee as to their personal qualides. 1
will only remind you that the October episode of Zinoviev
and Kamenev was not, of course, accidental, but that it
oteght as little to be used against them as the non-Bolshev-
tsmof Trotsky.

Of the younger members of the Central Committee,
[ want to say a few words about Piatokov and Bukharin.
They are, in my opinion, the most able forces (among the
youngest) and in regard to them it is necessary to bear in
mind the {ollowing: Bukharin is not only the most valu-
able and bipgest theoretician of the party, but also may
legitimately be considered the favourite of the whole
party ; bur his theoretical views can only with the very
preatest doubt be regarded as fully Marxian, for there
is something scholastic in him (he never has learned, and
I think never fully understood the dialectic),

And then Piatakov—a man undoubtedly distinguished
in will and ability, but wo much given over to the
administrative side of things to be relied on in a serious
pulitical question,

Of course, both rthese remarks are made by me wmerely
with a view of the presenr time, or supposing that these
two able and loyal workers may not find an occasion to
supplement their oncsidedness.

December 25th, 1922

PostscripT: Stalin is too rude, and this fault, entirely
supportable in relavons among us communists, becomes
unsupportable in the office of General Sccretary. There-
fore, T propose to the comrades to find a way fo remone
Stalin from thar poesition and appoint another man who
in all respects differs from Stwalin enly in superiority---
namely, more patient, more loyal, more polite, and more
attentive to comradcs, less capricious, etc. These circum-
stances may seem an insignificanr trifte, but T think that
from the poinr of view of preventing a split and from
the point of view of the relation between Stalin and
Trotsky which I discussed above, it js not a trifle, or it
is such a trifle as may acquire a decisive significance.

(Our italics.—FEditor.) T.LENIN.

PSYCHOLOGY

From 1903 to 1921 he dominated the party. But being
selfless and devoted, he used the centralised power always
for the pood of the party. Democratic Centralism is the
only possible system for the revolutionary party, yet it
has its dangers. DPlekhanov who first sided with Lenin
in 1903, then left him over the question of organisation,
wrote prophetic words:  “ The ultimate end of all this
will be that everything will revolve round a single man
who, ex providentia will concentrate all power in himself.”
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All was well so long as the single man was Lentu.

At the end of 1921 hie fell sick and did not rewrn to
wark for many months.  Then he wrote:  * There is no
evil without pood. T have been sitting qguict for hall a
year and looking on.' from the sidelines.” ”  I10m the side
lines, he had scen the dangers inherent in the system, and
with the possibility of his own death in mind, he souglit
means of lessenning them.  One of the things he did was
w write the document that has become known as his
Testament.

It should be swudied most carcfully, for although it is
short, there can be no doubt that T.enin weighed and
considered every word., It is a keen and profund product
of Lenin’s mature thought.  Reading it today, it js ama
zing to realisc that it was written in 1922, “ .. the rela
tion between Stalin and L'rotsky which 1 discussed above,
it is not a trifle, or it is such a trifle as may acquire a
decisive significance.”  The decisive significance of it
we know. As the way our of danger, Lenin advised-
“Remove Stalin.” These words quoted by ‘Trotsky in
an Open Letter in 1927, and freely printed in dozens of
countries by the Left Opposition, were in 1936 to be made
ta prove Trotsky guilty of terrorism.

The latest bateh of arrests in the Soviet Union has been
of Trade Union leaders wccused of “lack of faith in the
proletariat.”  What would be the fare of Tenin or anyone
today in the S U, rash enough to quote him on the -
stability of the party, and on the inevitability of its fall
if an agreement between the two classes upon which it
rests did nor exist?

“ Qur party rests upon two classes.”  Thar was wtitien
by Lemin late tn 1922, In less than 1§ years, Stalhin the
“leader-genius™ has by decree achieved a “classless society.”
“The instability of the party ": * the inevitability of irs
fall.” Surely this is Trotskyism? Here indeed is “ lack
of faith.”  Buot faith is a religions werm. Tenin was a
materialist and dealt with facts.

Lenin wrote the * Testament” for wransmision to the
12th Congress of the party, the first one that his illness
would not permit him to attend.  Hoping for his recovery,
l}owcvcr, Krupskaya withheld the notes until the 13th
Congress, but before this took place Lenin had died. Sialin,
with Zinoviev and Kamenev, was already engaped in a
violent struggle to discredit Trotsky. By a vote of 30 to
10, the leadership refused to have the document read to
the Congress. THaving suppressed it, it was naturally nec
essary 1o deny its authenticity when ir was widely published
by the Opposition. Nevertheless the Stalinists have allu
ded 1o it, and rhus confirmed its existence, on many oc
aisions. A speech in Moscow by Stalin was reprinted in
the Intcrnational Press Correspondence of Nov. 17th, 1927,
“It is said that in the * Testament ' in question, Lenin
suggested to the Party conpgress that it should deliberate
on the question of replucing Stalin and appointing another
comrade in his place as General Sccretary of the party
This is perfectly 1rue ... Yes, comeades, T am rude towards
Fhose who arc rudely and disloyally destroying and dis-
ntegrating the party. T have never made a secret of it
and shall not do so now.”

And there has grown up within the Commuuist Partics
not only an acceptance of Stalin’s * rudeness ™ but a glori-
ﬁc:glion of it as “sunplicity” as a “proletarian ™ virtue,
Itis, of course, hardly necessary to state that Lenin using
the term “ rude ” would do so in no bourgeois sense.  He
meant coarse, brutal.

v
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HELP US WITH MONLY AND SALLS

“ Centuries shall ¢lapse and the communist generations
of the future will deem us the happiest of all mortals, that
have inhabited this planet throughout the ages, becausc it
is we who have scen Stalin, the leader-penius, Stalin the
sage, the smiling, the kindly, the supremely simple. When
1 mer Stalin, even at a distance I throbbed with his force-
fulness, his magnetism, and his grearness. 1 wanted 10
sing, o shriek, to howl from happiness and exalration.”

Speeches such as this by Avdeyenko at the Seventh
Congress of Saviets could only be palatable 1o the vanity
of a man of the coarsest character.  Yet they are necessary
passports today to good jobs in the Soviet Union and
the various sections of the Third International.

Too rude and not knowing how to use the great power
concentrated in his hands: this was Lenin’s careful esti
mation of Stalin. R. F. Andrews in The Truth About
Trotsky, (1934), page 68 refers to the Testament:

“Lenin during his last illness wrote a confidential
letter, whicl was read at the party Congress, giving his
opinions of the leading members of the Central Committee.
He pave a personal criticism of Stalin as ‘ too rude’ o
be a pood secretary, and recommended his replacement .
but when he came to Trotsky, Tenin said that his non
Bolshevism was “ not accidenral,’ i.c., he gave a decisive
political criticism.” (ltalics by Andrews). Neotice how he
misquotes 10 make Trotsky’s “ non bolshevism ” appear
* non-accidental.”  Notice roo how Lenin particularly says
that the Octaber episode of Zinoviev and Kamenev,
though “ non accidental,” should not be used against them.

“You don’t believe Zinoviev and Kamenev could have
been guilty of terrorism?  Ah, but you don't know about
the October episode ™ the Stalinists screamed during the
trial. “Tv was a logical step from that to terrorism.”

Needing also to discredit Bukharin, the Stalinists again
rurned to the Testament, again deliberately falsifying.  In
1the International Press Correspondence, Vol. 17, No. 13-

“ just before his death Lenin again warned Bukharin
and wrote *his theoretical views can only be considered
fully Marxist with a great dcal of doubt, because they
contain something scholastic,  Tle never srudied dialectics
and T think he never fully understood them.”’

Compare this with the real estimation of Piatakov and
Bukharin by Lenin.

Pollitt can today blandly write that rthese men were
never the “ Old Guard ” (I'ruth About Trotskyism, Feb
16th, 1937) and get away with it to his spoon-fed Darly
Worker readers.

Revolutionary Socialists accept the materialistic inter-
pretation of history. They see a man himselfl in terms
of the nation, the epoch, the class and the family to which
he belongs.  Nevertbeless they recognise the réle of the
individnal.  On the October Revolution was the imprint
of Lenin.  The character of the counter-revolution is

in the rude, disloyalty of Stalin,
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BOOKS TO READ

S()VHiT RUSSIA has provided a host of people with

a nced or an excuse to write a book. They range
from serions revolutionaries, through penty  hourpeors
sysophants—"* [riends ” and enemies of the {irst workers’
state- to counter-revolutivnaries,

Of late years, books about Soviet Russia tend to divide
into two categories — for or against Stalinism —— perty
bourgeois liberalism or Marxism.  (The counter-revola-
tionary and the Yellow Press expert i Bolshevik
Horrors > no Jonper find a market for their old slanders
of the Qctober Revolution, so they have accepted Stalinism
and become the most virulent denouncers of “Trotskyism’

Ahat is, Marxism).

Of the critics of Stalinism, only those are of any value
to the working class movement who present an objective
picture of present-day Russta, base their analysis on
Marxisin, and give a political perspective for the future
of the revolution.

Two recent critics of Stalinism, Andre Gide and Max
Eastman, have written books of hittle real value 1o our
class except insofar as they both present us with facts
of life in Russia to-day from which Marxists can draw
correct conclusions.

One remembers Max Eastman o Russia at a ume when
many of the present * Friends of Soviet Russia ” were
calling, on their capitalist governments to save the world
from the horror of Bolshevism by direct military inter-
vention.  Eastman sunk  his whole  personality v the
revolution in those difficult years of famine and inter-
vention.  In order to understand the Russian masses and
the revolurion they had made, Eastman learned Russian
and could speak it like a native. Often he would go and
live among the peasants as one of them.  This intimate
and  complete association of himself with the Russian
massces probably is the explanation of his seeming bitter-
ness when dealing with the betrayal of the revolution
by Stalin and his burcaucratic caste,

His book, The End of Socialism in Russia (Sccker
and Warburg, 1/-) should be read by every Marxist. It
15 valuable for its concise presentation of the outward
results of the abandonment of Marxist theory by the
Statinists. Ity weankness, as a book and nor an article
in a Marxist journal, is its fajlure to show why Soviet
Russia has come under the domination of a counter-
revolutionary bureancracy, und its total lack of any per-
spective.

Andre Gide's book is a revelation—of Andre Gide and
of the *“ Communist ™ party that took him fo its heart
and presented him to the working class as a revolutionary.

Andre Gide is a famous French author, an honest
wdealist, who joined the Comununist Party because he
helieved that in communism he had found his Utopia.
He went o Soviet Russia last year but, unfortunately
for the Stalinists who usually succeed in keeping their
bourgeois recruits under control, Gide is that rarity- -
an honest bourgeois intellectual.  He returned from Russia
and wrote Back From The US.S.R. (Sccker and War-
burg, 2/6). He obviously intended his book to be a

record of his idealistic soul's torment when faced with
the stark reatiry of Stalin’s Russia.  (Probably, the reality
of the proletarian revolution in Lenin’s days—when Max
Fasunan was there there have wrn his soul asunder
wo!) On the surface the book js just that: a beautiful
picce of prose writing recording the spiritual agony of
an honest idealist in his disillusionment,  Below the sur
(ace, however, and occasionally shooting right up above
it, Gide has recorded a damning exposure of the condi-
tions of the musses under the rule of a corrupt burcaucracy
that has betrayed the revolution whilst lying te the world's
workers abour the “socialism” already built in a “classless”
state.  For that we have to thank not Gide’s Marxism—
it never existed in this French Communist—but his courage
m writing of whar he saw and experienced in Stalin’s
Russia.  In publishing, this translation, Martin Secker and
Warburg have rendered @ service to literature.

“World Revolution.”” C. L. R. James, (Sccker &
Warburg). 12/6.

Excitingly, yet simply written, this book presents 1o
you a bird’s eye view of the whole development of the
Comintern since Lenin’s death and the mistakes committed
by the Stalinist bureaucracy based on the theory of  So-
cialism in a single country.” ‘I'his is the first book to be
published in this country which places our programme
before the British workers.  Although the price is high,
every comrade should endeavour o obtain a copy in the
Jocal library.

CORRECTION

Owing to its being late for the press, our article on
France in the May issue contained a number of printing
errors.  Also it read that Céline attacked the Trade Union
leaders,  Céline has written a hook criticising the Soviet
Union, but the attack on the Trade Unions was by Legay.

The following bookscllers and newsagents also
stock FIGHT and other Trotskyist literature:

BibHophile, TLittle Rugsell Street, W.C.1.
Burns and Berry, Shaftesbury Avenue, W.C.
Colletts, Charing Qross Road, W.C.
Clapham Soclalist Bookshop, 79 Bedford Road,

Clapham North. '
Johns, Torrington Place, W.C.

Librairle Internationsle, 73 Russell Square,
W.C.

Librairie Internationale, Percy Street, W.C.

Lahr, Red Lion Square, W.C.

London Weekly Mall, New Bridge Street.

Parton Street Bookshop, Parton Street, W.C.

Preis, Little Russell Street, W.C.

Solosky, Charing Crosa Road, W.C.

Strauberg, Coptic Street, W.C,

Soclalist Bookshop, 35 St. Bride Street, 1.00.4.
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