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EDITORIAL
UNITY, REAL AND FALSE

HE thinking worker is interesced, above ull other ques-

tions, in the united lront.  Withour unity he knows
that his class cannot resist the everyday attacks of the
capitalists, much less achieve the Socialist cevolution. But
this unity is a vexed quesrion.  Given thar all political
partics which have a working clays basis had as 1heir
aim the overthrow of capitalism and the esiablishment of
Socialism, the question would be simple.  We would all
be in that party und unity would be an established fact.
‘This, however, would imply a parly with a consciousness
of purpose, a revolutionary Marxisr programme, an inter
natonal perspective and a disciplined, determined rmass
membership of millions.  Such a party does not exist
and cannot exist.  The evolution of ideas must struggle
against historical, idealogical and economic barricrs which
are insurmountable to most minds. Hence we have a
confused mass of ideas that cannot be resolved to a strict
scientific social outlnok.

Marxism, as dm,cloped and applied by Lenin  and
Trotsky, represents the science of revolution.  All other
philosophics represent merely varying degrees of ignorance
and confusion. Bur since wage slavery implies the ex-
ploitation of the many by the few, there must be some
points on which a common agreement can be reached.
These points alone can form the basis of any united front

agreement.  Revoludonary  Marxists  always  approach
social, polirical or historical problems tram the point ol
view of the class struggle. The united front tactic is a
method whereby this conflict of classes can be progressively
intensified until Capitalism is overthrown.  The Marxists,
therefore, arc the most active and consistenr advocales
of the united [ront. Those who fete the independent
class action of the masses, who fear the proletarian dicraor-
ship, consistently oppose the united front, but knowing
the inherent passion of the masses for common class action,
iheir opposition takes the form of subtle betraval. They use
words that sound good to the workers, but they use their
encrgy on behalf of the hourgeoisic.

During the years of Hitler’s rise o power, one of the
chief cridcisms Ievelled against the Comintern by the
revolutionary Marxists was, thar by failing to adopt a
united front tactic in Germany the Comintern guaranteed
the victory ol Hitler. For this criticism ar rhat rime the
Comintern branded rhe Marxists as capitulators to social-
democracy and as social-fascists.  ‘The most claborate

defence ever made of the united front is to be found in
pamphlets written abour Germany during that time by
Trotsky. Yesterday we were social-fascists for advocating
a principled united front, to day we are social-fascists
for denving the Stalinist version of the united {ront. But
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everyone knows that Stalin was wrong on the German
question, and the Marxists correct.  Have the positions
been reversed 1o-day?  Tlas Stalin learned from his mis-
takes and have the Marxists fallen into his crror?  This
is the question.  The Marxists pursue exuactly the same
Hine of policy as they did prior to 1633, but Stalin has
changed his policv—nhis policy of betrayal-—for the most
rreacherous distortion that has yet existed.  The Marxists
advocate the united {ront of action by the broad masses
of the prople for the class struggle. The Stalinists advocate
a united front that bas as its object the realisation of
*“ peace, progress and demeocracy.”

Are these the things that the workers want?  Are they
possible of achicvement? Do they intensity the cluss
struggle and bring us nearer o the proletarian dictatorship
and Socialism? A brief analysis will exposce them for the
bourgeois potson that they are. War is inherent in capi-
talist sociery and, a» Lenin has so often pointed out; the
only guarantee of peace is the abolition of capitalism.
But surely the Stalinists are not so stupid as not to know
that, someone may say.  Quite correct.  The Stalinists
know it all right, but they don't want the workers to
know it. Progress, in a capiralist sociery that has outlived
irs usefulness us a progressive cconomic system, can only
mean progress (o poverty, unemplovment and war,  Every
worker knows what this sort of *‘ progress 7 has meant
during recent years. He does not want any more of it
Democracy is the most vile of them all.  Every worker
who has ever heard of Tenin knows that he contnually
oppoesed this hvpocritical bourgeois democracy. e showed
that democracy is simply the governmental form through
which capitalism imposes its class dictatorship upon the
masses.  Yes, this Is what Stalin offers, nothing less.
And Lirvinov celebrates the treachery of the Comintemn
with a toast 1¢ Britain’s King ; the Communists march
belind the Union Jack, and Stalin’s secret police execute
daily dozens of workers who have shown symptoms of
Marxist thought.  We can understand the best type of
young workers entering the Communisr Party, with its
hackground of the glorions October Revolution, sincerely
believing that they are following in the footsteps of the
old Bolsheviks. W sce them joining up for the world
revolution, but they are juining up in the wrong ranks.
The conquests of October are being dissipated every day.
The old Bolsheviks are imprisoned and murdered, the
works of Lenin are being mutilated or discarded. We
defy any young Commumist to study the original works
of the revolutionary writers and remain in the Party.
However, the united front is the question at issue now,
and we must outline what Lenin understood as a united
front, and what cvery class conscious worker must under-
stand.

‘The united froat consists in an agreement reached be-
tween two or more partics and organisations, which have
different programmes, for joint action on specific issues,
In this agreement there is absolutely no question of a
common political programme. Each organisation retains
intact its entire political programme ; rctains the right
to put it forward ; retains the right o criticise the other
organisation in the agreement, either in general or for
failurc to carry out the unired front agreement properly.
r hus_, in the united front each organisation guards its
full independence, while at the same time the widest

possible unity can be achieved for carrying through some
action accepted as desirable by all the constituent organi-
sations. Many different circumstances must bhe taken
into account before deciding upon the specific issnes which
should be included in the agreement, but in general the
following examples form a ready buasis on which united
fronts can be built.  Unemploymont (resistance 1o Means
Test, Task Work, compulsory training, intimidation into
taking work at less than T U. rates, e1c.).  Employment
(against dilurion of labour, for 100% Trade Unionism,
for support of strikes, right 1o picket, take street collec-
tions, hold meetings, etc.). For Workers’ Defence Corps
against Fuascist artacks (as in the East End of Y.ondon,
Leeds, etc). For Defence of Prolctarian rights (apainst
Trades Disputes Act, Sedition Act, Emergency Powers,
Public Order Bill, resistance to police imerference  at
workers' meetings, demonstrations, ctc.). Resistance to
Imperialist aggression (refusal to load munitions for Spain,
Egypt, India, ctc., demand for workers’ embuargo, aid for
colonial struggle).  Resistance to war (demanding money
to be used for social services, against gas drill, military
training in schools, for soldicrs’ committees, against rhreat
of conscription, ctc.).

At more advanced stages of the social crists, united fronts
must be formed on such issues as the building of 4 workers’
militia, formation of workers and soldiers councils, and for
broad all-in councils in the process of imperialist war to
turn it into civil war. The united front on such issues is,
in fact, nor merely possible but indispensable for successful
struggle. Through it the widest possible forces are organ-
ised, and at the same time, the masses are given a chance
%0 compare i action the warth and dependability of ideas
and methods of the various organisations and parties which
strive for their allegiance.

Independent working class action is the essence of the
united front. The methods of parliamentarism have no
place in it. Tf Parliament is forced to legislaie upon some
issue that is beneficial to the workers, it is because Par-
liament is afraid of the workers’ might.  Mass mectings
addressed by well known orators must be directed towards
winning the masses for extra-parliamentary methods of
struggle through councils of action. These councils must
clect their own leaders and not have leaders thrust upon
them by the parties who originally organised the umited
front. If these do win positions of leadership in the
councils, it must be on their merits as leaders, as organiscrs,
as the best and most eflicient workers. The Marxists never
fear such a test.  This iy their © parlizment,” this is where
thev demonstrate their right 1o lead, this is where they win
their mass siipport for the revolutionary strugeles ahead.

The reformist Tabour Party will have nothing to do with
such activities until their own rank and file, sick and dred
of their leaders’ endless talk and their steady retreat
before the bourgeoisie, force them to take some definite
action. This does not mean thar we believe in the “ united
front from below ” as the idiotic Stalinists once did. Such
a manocuvre plays into the hands of the reactionary Ieaders.
In effect it means thar the best and most militant comrades
in the reformist organisations are asked to break with their
own organisations and leave the leadership in complete
control of the parry machine. Those leaders can now attack
the militants by pointing 10 their undisciplined action,
their weakening of the party that thousands of workers
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still believe in, rheir breaking of “ unity ” within the party,
ete.  Such cfforts are doomed to failure. They are no
united fronts at all, but weak committees, in which the
policy of anly one parry is considered.  The militants must
fight inside rheir organisations for the leadership to take
action in the name of the whole party. We know how the
united fronz infensifies the class struggle, we know how
those treacherous leaders fear the class struggle, we know
that if we [orce them into such acrion they must inevitably,
in the interest of their capitalist masters, attempr to berray
the struggle,  The broad mass of the reformist workers
will lose faith in those leaders only when their betrayal
is clearly exposed, when they see them in action, when the
mighty gas-bags are pricked and their backbone js conspic-
uous by its abscnce. The Noskes and the Sheidemanns
are no historical accident.  Those social-democratic mur
derers of Rosa Luxembourg, Karl Licbknechr, and the
flower ol the German proletariar, simply had the oppor-
tunity to demonstrate their inhcrent love of bourgeois
democracy and cupitalism.  Our  British Noskes and
Scheidemanns gave us a taste of their calibre in the
General Strike of 1926, 'This was the preliminary scuffle
for the greater treachery abead.

What then of the Communist Party, with jts United
Fronts, People’s Front, National Front, ctc? Can it be
regarded as a party thart is prepared to struggle on specific
issues that are beneficial to the workers as a whole? We
say no.  The C.Ps persistent call for ‘unity’ has only
one meaning—unity with the bourgeoisic, unity for war
in the interests of hloody imperialism, unity of the ¢ peace-
loving nations * such as Britain, France, Czecho-Slovakia,
with the Soviet Union, for the alleged defence of the latter.
Of all the reformist parties, the C.P. is the most reactionary
and dangerons.  They want this military alliance, there-
fore they want their allies 1 be as strong as possible, in
the imperialist, militiry sense. Before an imperialist
nation can ernbark upon war, it must have u docile, con-
fused and idenlogically degencrare working class. ‘The
class needs of the worker must be completely sacrificed
to the class needs of the bourgeoisic, hence the class
struggle musr be thrown overboard. The C.I°. cannot
under any circumstances call for or take part in any action
that leads to the intensification of the class war and the
consequent weakening of the Sovier Union’s * allies.’

In France the C.P. called for the People’s Front, be-
cause by this means they guaranteed the Franco-Soviet
piact.  The French workers were concerned, not with
military alliances but with the struggle for increased wages,
better conditions, ete.  They thought that the People’s
Front was established on this basis so they started their
Stay-In Strikes, their fights with the Fascists, etc.

Of course the Stalinists didn't want anyrhing like this,
so they immediately sabotaged the struggle.  “ The work-
ers must know when 1o stop striking,” said Thorez, French
Sralinist number one. “ We love our country. Bolsheviks
of France who love their country, must always do their
best for the national wnity of our own France.” (Cachin,
L*Humanité, 8.10.35). They hail the tricolour us the
“emblem of French revolutionary traditions.” The red
flag of the Paris Commune is hidden away. The Commune
was drowned in blood by the bourgeoisic, marching behind
the tricolour. This is where the Stalinists march to-day.
They are prepared to crush any attempr at revolution,
at independent class action (as they are doing in Spain

at the present moment) and yet they prate of unity.
We know what this unity is. No! T'he united front and
the policy of the Comintern are cxact opposites.  Every
worker must get that inside his head, else the suns of
imperialist war will blow ir from his shoulders.

Another unprincipled and hollow attempt ar unity has
just been brought to a sorrowful end. ‘This was to be
the greatest united front of all 1iines. It wus to regenerate
the working class movement, to oppose the bureaucracy of
the Labour Party, to harness the mighty upsurge of the
musses and lead them to conquests on the econemic, social
and political field. The Labour Party would b2 democ-
ratised and a great mass party including all shades of
political thought would stride forward o Socialism. This
was the Unity Bloc of the LL.IP, C.I and Socialist
League. They gor 40,000 signatures on nicely printed
paper, a hundred local unity committees were set up,
and now it is dead, The Marxists 10ld them it was still-

MAKE A NOTE OF
THIS NOW

HE premises of the Marxist Group are now

open every diy from 2.30 pon. until 9 p.om.
in the evening. Members of the Group, sympa-
thisers, and workers who want to know more
about our aims and work, can now get into per-
sonad touch at any time with responsible comrades
of the Muarxist Group.

Marxist literature, journals, pamphlets, books,
can be consulted there, and supplies are available
for sale. We are dso estublishing o lending
lbrary for the use of Group members and non-
member workers.  Readers of FIGHT are re-
quested to look through their own books and
donate to the library any they can spare.  Also
statistical material, back files of Socialist journals
and other matevial suitable for students’ rvefevence
will be welcome.

THE PREMISES ARE THERE : THEY
ARE YOURS.  Support them by using them,
buying your books and literatire there, and by
donations in cash and kind,  Make the prenuses
a living centre of serious Marxisi activity.

And now make a note of the uddress:
97, KINGS Cruss Roan, W.C.r.

born from the start. We were called * sectarian,” ¢ dis-
rupters,” ete.  We do not swell up with pride because our
warning has proved correct, we merely hope that our
comrades, particularly in the LL.P., will have learned their
lesson, that they will now study whar a real united front
of action is, and analyse those phrasc-mongering leaders
of theirs, who pose as a revolutionary leadership, but are
just as muddle-headed and irresponsible as the other re
formists whom they denounce.  However, Centrist leaders
usually have very thick heads, so we may expect some
further unprincipled  united front’ campaigns in the near
future. If we understand the falsity of the late, but not
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lamented, * Unity Bloc,” we shall be prepared for other
deceprions on the same lines.

We did not have here an agreement on the specific
issues  that were vital to the workers, but g whole
programme of social, cconomic and political dewands. In
fact they stole the programme of the Tabour arty and
gave it the colour of the united front of action.  As far
as action was concerned, there was none,  To the 1.L.P,
C.P. and S.L. the intensification of the class struggle
consisted 1In arranging mass meetings for Maxton, Pollit,
Cripps and Co., and allowing the workers to sign pledge
cards. The C.P. was chary of participating at the start.
They wanted a united front with the Liberals, the Church,
the progressive Conservatives, the Boy Scouts and Uncle
Tom Cobley as well. The tacrie in France was to ¢s-
tablish unity first between the workers pardes, and from
that point 1o progress towards the  National front of all
good Frenchmen.' TIn this country they are doubtful of
such a tactic succeeding.  The TI.P. 1alks about class
strugele, Socialism. etc., and this no doubt upsets the
Duchess of Atholl and the Carlton Club,  They want a
National front of all rood Englishmen, se maybe jt would
be simpler to ignore the other working class partics and
concentrate entirely on these new found friends of the
Sovict Union. The T.I.P. in their moments of revolution-
ary upsurge, thourht in terms of oppasing the C.P, anitade
to the class struggle. They participated in this fraudulent
programmatic bloc and only succeeded in exposing them-
sclves.  The Socialist T.eague wanted to get back inside
the Labour Party, but when the T.P. bureaucrats dissolved

the League, they forgot about the united fromt and came
to heel behind Major Atlee and Morrison.

What is the artitude of the Marxists, of the thinking
workers to such alliances?  Is it critical support, or do we
remain outside and condemn them?  Critical support ol
a rcformist propramme is a tactic with the objective o
leading the class struggle forward, of exposing the :1]usn9n
that reformisin can solve the contradiction of capituhs{
socicty, of devefoping the revolutionary consciousness of
the masses. There conld be absolutely no question of
eritical sapport of the Unity Bloc. Tt could not Jead
the class struggle forward, but simply lead the workers
into an alliance with their own bourgeoisic for imperialist
war. However, what do we mean by condemning?  The
revolutionary condemns Parlizment, but he will enter Parl-
fament in order to expuse i, to get a bhetter platfform
for the presentation of his revolutionary programme. e
never coaperates of course, in lepislating for capitalism.
Where possible, therefore, we can enter the local com-
mittees of such “unity blocs” in order to expose them.
In order to present before the assembled workers our
proposals for a principled united front of action.  This
is the auitnde we must adopt. In many instances we
will be thrown our, be accused of ‘sectarianism,” * dis-
rupting® ctc., but that does nor dishearten vs. T'he
Bolsheviks were acensed of the very same thing, but they
won through in the end. The workers are demanding
unity for action. They will soon sweep the reformists and
Stalinists from their path. When once a fighting unity is
achieved, Capitalism will not have long to live.

THE CRISIS IN FRANCE

LUM has been deposed as leader of the Popular Front
Government. M. Chautemps, radicel-socialist (liberal),
has been set up as the new tool of the French bourgeoisic.
There is Jittle change in the chief departments of the
Admintstration. The personnel is much the same, b
the policy of the Chamber will now be more strictly con-
trolled by representatives of finance capitalism in  the
Senate,

Just over 2 vear ago the Popular Front won its election
victory,  The Stalinists hailed this as a victory of de-
mocracy, of freedom, of social advance.  Fascism was
defeated.  Peace way assuredd.  In the factories and on
the streets the workers fought their enemics. They won
small concessions, despirz the saborage of the Popular
Front and the Stalinists.  The Blum Government legalised
the concessions already won by the workers @ it issued
decrees against the Fascists which they promprly ipnored.
That was the sum total of the great “ vicrory.”

Reaction passes through various phases.  Openly fto
opposc the revolutionary upsurge at such a time would
have been to invite extermination, but after 1 few manths
Blum declured a pause in “ Social advance.” Capitalism.
chiefly by increasine prices, had aleeady nnftified the small
rains of the workers,  Industrial reconstruction and the

huge armaments propramme demanded a cessation of the
class strugple.  The propaganda machine of the radicals,
the reformists and the Sralinists broadcast these lies. The
police and mobite puards of the Blum Government shot
down its working class supporters during the Clichy riots.

“The national unity of France” was restored for the
time being.

The flight of the franc abroad, the huge budget deficir,
the enormous expenditure on war preparadons, called for
mensures to ensure f{inancial stability. Blum asked for
emergency powers to control investments, to repatriate
capital, to impose new forms of maxation. The French
finunciers had no objecting to further attacking working
class standards of living through the proposed taxation
on basic commodities, but it would not tolerate interference
in the sphere of high finance. They regarded Blum’s
proposals as an impertinence, so they dismissed him and
called for another lackey. While M. Zyromski, promincnt
reformist leader, declared that it would be fawal for the
Socialists to suppori a Chantentps cabinet, and thus “ yicld
to the Scnate, the instrumenr of the oligarchy,” the Stalin-
ists chanted in chorus that “‘the Popular Front was stronger
than wever.”

Blum had failed to build up and defend the Franco-
Soviet pact.  Tiberals, like Daladier and Herriot, are
favourably inclined to the pact, so Stalinist forcign policy
demands a shift to the right. The Popular Front will
be “strengthened ” ; tomorrow it will be the National
Front of all patriotic Frenchmen, including even the
“ propressive Fascists.”

This is the story bchind the recent crisis. It was
assisted by the military manoeuvres of the Soviet bureau-
crucy who would lead the working class of France to
destruction.  To look for logic in such a policy—unless
there be logic in treachery itself—is to look for the im-
possible.  When class contradictions can no longer be
reconciled through the “ democratic” State machine,
either the proletarian or the Fascist dictatorship must
smash that machine.
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A CLASSIC BETRAYAL

IN THE June issue of ** [Fight™ we atrempred to give

an analysis of the forces operating behind the London
Bus sirike.  Our conclusions have been amply justified
by subsequent events. The strike from jts inception,
provides an excellenr iflustrition of the rdle and methods
of the cmploying class, and the working class movemenr.
It is because of the viral need for the workers 1o under:
stand these tendencics and o draw the correct conclusions
that we again discuss this dispute. It concerns not only
London, but has an important meaning for the stmggles
throughout the country.  The developing class conflicts
in mining, enginecring, railways, cte.,, have revealed the
growing wave of siruggle and rhe efforts of 1the "l'rade
Union leaders either to sufle the militancy or to divert
it inw safe channels. It has been possible in these indus-
tries 1o keep the workers from developing their organs
of struggle, i.e., the Factory Comumittees, to crush srrikes
by declarations of * unotlicial,” and for the bureaucrats to
maimain firm control ol the Urade Unions.  Yet the whole
industrial ficld is simmering with unrest, each month sees
new indications of militancy, and there is a steady ferment
inside the Trade Union Movement against crippling class
collaborarion machinery, burcaucracy, for more adequate
methods of struggle, wage increases and better conditions.
Will this lead to success on the immediate issues and a
sirengthening of the working class forces in preparation
for the future decisive and revolutionary struggles?  Or
will it lead to defear, with the consequent incevitability
of the crushing of the Bridsh working class by capitalist
reaction at the moment of crisis, as has been the lot of
our continental comrades?  The answer o this question
rests with the ability of the revolutionaries and militants
w learn the lessons of past defeats, understand the forces
ar work in the struggles and to provide the correct leader-
ship and organisational forms as cach successive phase
The revolutionary, however, cannor limit his
acrions to giving the best lead on the immediace issues,
but must continually relate the specific problem to the
general task of the proletariat 10 emancipare themsclves
from capualisu. It is to assist this work and to build
up the cadres for the Brivish Revolutionary Party, which
atone can effectively lead the British workers 1o victory
that (his ardcie is wriven, '

The ** Sell-out ™

On the 26ih May the 30,000 striking London busmen
were informed through the medium of the broadcast that
the T.G.W.U. Exccutive had terminated the strike, The
settlement was made on the London Passenger Transport
Board’s previous offer,—a few minor concessions and a
joint enquiry with the Union on the other matters in
dispute, preparatory to drawing up a new agreement,
The E.C. effected this setdement in the teeth of over-
whelming opposition {rom the men, by using their powers
w take control of the dispute out of the hands of the
Central Bus Committee.  'I'he simuation that confronted

the men when they recetved the instruction to return ro
work left them with no option but to accept. The trams,
tubes, and trolley buses had been running throughout
the strike, carrying enormous overloads of waffic.  The

Union leaders (Bevin & Co.) consistendy retused 1o call
them our, and in effect, forced them into a strikebreaking
role. I'he strike was in irs fourth week, and the rank
and file in the garages were considering ways and means
of direct appeals w the other transport workers.  Yet
there was not the ergamsational co-ordination necessary
to make such attempts successtul, aeither was their any
real leadership given by the Central Bus Commitree. Faced
with the swift manocuyre and uluimatum by the E.C
the men accepted deteat and made an orderly retreat.
Despite the retnrn o work indignation against the E.C.
was intense ; for some days a secton of the * fleet”
carried on a “work w rule” tactic. However, it is a
good reflection on the busmen as a body of militants that
the reaction to the berrayal has been one of preparauon
for the future fight with tic L.PJUB. and Mr. Bevin,
who typifies the bureaucracy.

Since the termination of the dispute the C.B.C. has
becn suspended, its members also suspended from  their
acdvites (apart from Branch [unctions) and an enquiry
is to be made imo their actions during the strike. The
L.P.T.B. joins in this drive against the militants by cur-
tailing the leuave formally granted for union actdvity. It
would appear thar Bevin & Ca. are determuined o carry
our their original intention to smash the Rank and File
Movement and w break down the independence  and
strength of the men.  This persecution ol the militants
will become sharper, as Union leaderships are w-day fight-
ing on behalf of their masters (the cupilists) to maintain
the Unions as instruments of class colluboration.  Without
any submission to and vote by the busmen, rhe '1.GW. U,
E.C. bas signed ** their " new agreement with the Transpaort
Board. ‘This flagrant abuse of the workers’ democraric
rights should strengthen their determination to end the
rule of bureaucracy.  The agreement itself represents, as
far as can be garhered from the facts published, 4 com-
promise on minor issues with 2 useiul lever placed in-
the hands of the Board tor the future.  Cermain casements
will be made in working conditions, althougsh ol course
the 73 hour day is not mentivned.  The proposal (o
prolong the period of graduation to senior pay rank for
all fuwre cmployees, is imeresting.  We can expect a
drive to weed out the existing militanrs on the grounds
of “not A The Board’s Union and © independent
doctors will be a convenient and *“ fair ™ method of achiey-
ing this, "Fhe new employees will come under the new
graduation, and a few more coppers will be made for
the stockholders. Tt will be noted (hat the original demand
for a 7} hour day has faded into the background. The
struggle now becomes that of the busimen defending them-
selves against an alliance of the Board and their own Union
Exccurive,

This comes to the substance of our previous article,
when we took the view that the real {ssue was not merely
that of workers striking tor berter conditions (although
the men had thiy intention) but appeared to savour of a
conspiracy to trap rthe busten inro tking sectional and
precipitate action wirh the consequent incvitable defear,
in order to lay the basis for the breaking down of their
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comparatively privileged position.  ‘The L.PT.B. desires
to develap its powerful monopuly of London Transport
without hindrance from * irresponsible ” but highly or-
ganised workers.  lis need for profit on a gigantic scale
demands the sharpening of exploitation.  “This in its wm
provokes resistence from the workers, who must become
*reasonable partners in industry 7 or be crushed. The
1.G.W. U, leadership has the task of ensuring the former
or assisting in the tatrer, il this fails. Furthermore, the
1.abour leaders, for example Mr. Bevin, have the responsi-
bility of maintining * peace in indusity ” and of ensuring
working class collaboration in war preparations and Im-
perialist war. In this they serve the interests of the
ruling cluss in general.  Partdcularly in the developing
wir situatjion is it important for them to liguidare the
militant groupings in the Unions and cripple the cffective-
ness of the shop and factory committees. Thus they can
arrempt to stifle the class strugple now and guard against
any revolutionary actions in the fomre. It is necessary
to make clear that it is not because of any personal vicious-
ness thar the Bevins, Citrines, Smiths, behave in this
way. ‘They merely ypily the logical outcome of the
pulicy and methods of reformism as jts burcaucratic ex-
pression.  Reformism (the politica] expression of Trade
Unionism) is limited to gaining concessions.  Thus it
becomes bound up with the capitalist system and identifies
itself with the preservation of that system. "The reformist
leaders inevitably, being in the working class ranks, become
the sirongest props of rcaction in moments of crisis, and
oppose any development of the class struggle, the success-
ful conduct of which inevitably leads to the overthrow
of reformist ideology.

Therctore, when militant workers discuss the queston
of the Trade Union leadership, it is not enough to say
that they are a gang ol berrayers erc., but it Is essental
that we understand why they are of that rendency, and
plan on the basis of this understanding to convert the
Trade Unions with the necessary adaptions into instru-
ments of class straggle. This is the only effective way
the burcaucracy can be overthrown., The mere substitu-
tion of, say, Bevin by Papworth would achieve nothing.

The London Garages have already met in unofficial
conlerences, after the suspension of the Central Bus Com-
mitter. Iowever, we are withour information as 1o whether
any concrete plans were formulated to deal with the sima-
tion,  ‘The men appear to be very strong in their con-
demnation of Bevin and Co., and threats of extreme
action have been made.  We woutd point out here that
acrion to be decisive must aim ar a specific objecdve,
be adequately organised (avoid sporadic stunts), and under.
stood in relation to the further sieps that must follow
it.  The immediate post-strike “ go slow ™ tactics, while
expressing an excellent spirit of militancy, could be at that
juncture, of no real value. Only nine garages organiscd
this demonstration, and although it inconvenienced the
T.PT.B. &t was bound to * fade out.”

If the lessons of this “ classical berrayal 7 of a highly
organiscd and militant body of men by their leaders can
be Jearned by the working class, and our counter plans
laid, the dlass strugple can be raised (o greater heights,
and the over three weeks strike will not have been in
vain.  We therefore advance certain general conclusions
i order 1o assist the formulation of these plans:

1) The amimude and methods of the L.P.'l‘.]_%. and
the Union burcaucrats occasions no surprise. ‘Their con
duct is in line with their respective historic roles, I:U
cxpress amazement al Bevin's actions and to Llupk in
terms of excusing him, is to leave the hard reality of
1937 capiralism. Further, 1o the Marxist, }l}t failure qf
the Rank and Filc Movement is not surprising or acct-
dental. Throughour irs history its value, on occasions,
has been mercly incidental.  As a loose Jeft wing fraction
working fo save the London Transport workers from be.
trayal by the T.G.W.U. leadership, it had ali the know-
ledge, theoretical and practical, of the revolutionary move:
ment of the last decade ; yet, being chained to the then
Dual Unionism and ultra left policy (1928-1935), now
to the Peoples’ Front, social patriotic unity behind the
Labour leaders policy of the Communist International,
through the Communist Party of Great Brituin, it never
had any such jntention. Many fine milirants are members
ol this body, who work hard and fight courageously for
their class. Despite this however, the control s in the
hands of the C.IPG.B. There can he no objection 10
the organising by a revolutionary party of trade unionists
for class struggle purposes. The C.P.G.R. is, however,
now reformist, and has abandoned the class struggle. The
cvents of the strike illustrate this process. It is apparent
thar no adequate prepararory work was done by the Rank
and File Movement to develop strong conract with the
other London Transport sections. Its propaganda durning
the strike was limited to humanitarian appeals re the hard
lot of the men, etc. The Central Bus Commirtee (R, &
F) stated at the commencement that they did not want
the trams out. Later, when the position became obvious and
the rank and file busmen began to consider dircct steps 1o
comact the tram, tube, and trolley bus workers, the C.R.C,,
faced with their previous statement, coud only make half-
hearted appeals 1o the Executive 1o call them out. Yer
the Rank and File Movement has contacts among the
other sections of London Transport, and no concrete steps
were taken to organise strike movements among them.
The main line of the C.P.G.B. irself was to defend the
“right of the busmen to live a litde longer” and 1o link
the strike to the *“ Unity ™ campaign. This has as its
objective a united working class within the Labour Move-
ment behind  the reactionary Labour Pany leadership.
In order not 1o prejudice the chance of Labour Party
acceptance of C.P.G.B. affiliaton, the now Reformist
* Communists ' will take ecbery precaution to  avoid
antagonising the Labour and Trade Union burcaucrats.
Thus they are preparing to oppose unoflicial strikes as
“ disruprive " and surrender to the T.U. leaders on every
decisive class question.  Bevin’s attack on the left and
the Communists, in reality so little descerved by the latrer,
at the National Confercnce of the T.G.W.U. power
workers, recetved its reply in the surrender tactics, covered
with * left ” phrases as usnal, of rhe Communists in the
London busmen’s strike.

They will go further to the right in the future struggles.
Their policy of the Peoples Front, defence of democracy
and peace, a united Labour movement, means in reality
a surrender of the class struggle in favour of bringing
pressure to bear on the Labour leaders for a Labour
Capitalist Gavernment for “ peacc and democracy.” The
industrial field is certain to sec further sell-outs and
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betrayals carried our with the aid of these ** left ™ ailies
of our treacherous Labour leaders.

‘The London Busmen's Rank and File Movement can
be made into a driving force lor achieving a unification
of the fighting strength of London Trausport workers, but
it must break clear from the stranglehoid of the now
reactionary C.P.G.B.

2) The London Passenger ‘Transport Board has been
proudly acclaimed by Mr. Jlerberr Morrison as an example
of Labour Party Socialism. The busmen are closely
linked with this Party through their national affiliation.
The struggle with the Board should bring concretely to
the workers the capitalist nature of the so-called Socialism
of the Reformists. By ignoring the necessity for the
overthrow of the ruling class and the institution of Workers®
Power, in effcct all they achieve is to provide the share-
holders with more secure stocks in State capitalist enter-
prises.  The exploitation of the workers proceeds on an
increasing scale, all in the name of public service and
Socialism.  The busmen should raise throughour the La-
bour Movement, via their affiliations, the whole question
of the Labour Party’s fradulent Socialism.

3)  The success with which, in cerrain localities, the
strikers co-operated with the local ‘Irades Councils in
drawing in the forces of the Labour Movement to assist
in the dispute, should demonstrate the importance of
building up rhese bodics as co-ordinating centres for the
more effective mobilisation of the working class for the
class struggle.  The busmen can play a leading role in
the Jocalities in this task. Here they can also make contacr
with the local tram, wbe and trolley bus workers.

4)  Certain inunediate tasks arise our of the dispute
itself, which can be itemised as follows:

(@) The new agreement reveals the intentons of the
L.P'TB. and its office boys (the Union E.C.). They
hope 1o split the men, satisfy some with the small con-
cessions given, and proceed to the liquidation of the
militants via rhe medical and disciplinary machinery. The
most important thing about the agreement is the period
of its duration, terms of revocation, whether any negotiat-
ing machinery to prevent strikes js suggested, and finally,
the intentions of the bodies operating it. The busmen
themselves must prepare their plans for the defeat of
this agreement, and the substiturion for it of a joint agree-
ment for all London Transport workers, which oaintains
conditions, bur leaves freedom for industrial action,

(6)  Preparations should be made for the constitution
of one T.O.T.L. organisation for all 1.1 .B. employees,
Carcful plans must be made for the institution of # similar
authority 1o the Central Bus Committee representing all
sections,

(¢) 'The question of the carrying out on strategic occa-
sions ol other methods of struggle beyond that of the
normal strike, i.e. stay-in, go slow, etc., requires examina-
tion,

(d) The organising of a campaign for democratisation
of the Union, by rules revision and the election of mili-
fants to leading positions. The defcar of Bevin ar the
forthcoming Bicnnial Conference and the rejection of his
policy and methods must be carefully prepared. How-
ever, the mere -getting rid of Bevin will only signify a

defear of the burcaucrucy. By itself this slogan leads
to the illusion that the busmen's troubles are due to the
tricks of one man.  With his deparmure matters will adjust
themselves. This arricle attempts to prove the contrary,

In the struggle for democracy within the T.G.W.U.
contact must be made wirth the provincial trunsport work-
ers, particularly the Scottish and Home Counties busmen.
A strong combined stand of the militants in an organised
manner can, if conducred on class lines. defeat at least
temporarily the burcaucrats,

Strong opposition must be rajsed o any suggestion
of break-aways at this juncture.  Such acrion would merely
isolute the most advanced T.ondon [ransport workers and
would lead to their defear.  Such a policy would be of
great service to Mr. Bevin in his purge against the mili-
tants.

The London busmen have a duty 10 the whole working
class in this conflict, If they can overcome their own
weaknesses and defeat the unholy alliance of employers
and ‘I'rade Union and Labour leaders, the whole movement
will receive a strong imperus.  On the other hand, the
British workers must also learn the lessons of the London
busmen’s defeat and apply them o their own struggles.
The general rendencies are common 10 the conflicts over
the whole industrial teld. It is the task and responsibility
ol the revoiutivnarics to carry the struggle forward against
the treachery of the reformists and” Stalinisis towards
the ultimate objecrive of the eswblishment of workers’
power and Socialism,

Marx 1aught that the emancipation of the working class
must be achieved by the workers themselves, In local
and secrional struggles as well as in the general struggle,
we must bear this important principle in mind. Nor the
choice of Bevin or Papworth for the London busmen, but
the development of conscious and collective acrion, in
this instance, to make the Union the instrument of in-
dustrial struggle and the Ixccutive the servants of the
members—for democratic control and colleclive responsi-
biliry.

A DRIVE TO THE
NORTH
N August a member of the Contral Committee
of the Marxist Group will towr the Novth of
England and, if possible, Glasgoe and  Fdin-
burgh. Wil all sympathetic readers of FIGHT
who are willing to co-operate in this organisational
drive, or to meet und exchunge views, please
write at once to: The Seeretary, The Marxist
Group. 97 Kings Cross Road, London, W.C.x,

Have You Seen Page Nine ?
“FIGHT” NEEDS YOUR HELP!
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POUM, THE I|.L.P. & SPAIN

AST month we gave detailed criticism of the mistakes

of the POUM lcadership in their attitude to dual
power, the agrarian gnestion, the ** unified command,”
ete. We stated thar only i the revolutionary section of
this Centeist party won the leadership, could it become
the vanguard of the Spanish workers,  Since then the
revolt against the leadership has strengrthened.  The Cen-
tral Committee and the Editorial ot La Baralla has become
more reactionary. he rank and file membership s more
and more analysing and attacking the mistakes of the
leaders,  From the Lerida POUM, which was previously
loyal 1o the reformist Gorkin, comes a bitter depunciation
of the party pohicy which led to loss of workers’ power in
Catalomia.  “In the course of our revolution we have
made gruve mistakes. Two of them siand our abave all
for their extraordinary gravity.,  Ifirst, the representatives
of the working class brcame Miniswers in Madrid, or
Counscllors in Barcelona, bur through lack of idcological
capability were unable to create the organs of power of
the working class.  Sccondly, they did not create financial
muachinery and control of the directing  organisations.
Recause of this our revolution s reeling and seems to be
wounded to death.”  (Adelante, 3/4/37).

From Barcelonz they are even more bitter.  * Equal
confusion exists over all the burning problems of our
revolution.  Clarity is disunguished by i1s absence. One
day we were in favour of ‘A Constituent Assembly of
Conneils of Workers, Peasants and Fighters,” the nexi day
we talk abour ¢ Committecs,” and afterwards, without
consulting any militants of the runk and file, without any
explanatory article, the tormer positon with regard o
the future organs of power in Spain is completely aban-
doned in favour of convoking a * Constituent Assembly
based on Delegates from Workers and Peasauts Syndicates
(Unions)."  And this is only one example of a thing we
mention with shame, and which we are tired of poinring
ot again and again, demonstrating the complete lack
of politcal understanding and responsibility in the present
leadership of the Party, a thing that is all too evidemt to
those who watch our own press. . . . Tt is obviously a time
when we must do away with every contradiction. It is
the time indeed 10 speak with all clarity, and to demand
the responsibility for a whole series of collapses in our
party.” (District §. 28/4/37).

The hopelessness of Nin s quite clearly demeonstrated.
“The dictatorship of the proletariat incans the exercise
of authority by the working class.  We can aflirm that
in Catalonia the dictatorship of the proletariar is now in
existence.”  (Review of a speech by Nin, La Batdalla,
3/9/36). A few weeks {rom then, the same comrade
Nin, representng our Party, emtered the Council of the
Generality of Catalonia, which constituted, according to
La Batallu, 27/9:36, “ (he Governmenr of the revolu-
tion.” (ibid.)

While Brockway claims POUM us the revolutionary
party and repards as slanderers anyone who dares to offer
A constructive criticism, the rank and file of POUM have
no such illusions. * While the revolution is in dunger

there is no glimpse of a happy ourcome, It is obyious
that the party of the revolution is non-existent.  The
POUM should be this party, bur its political and organi
sational activities show a complete disorientation among
the jeadership, and has injured the herirage which Maurin
left ns.”  (Barcelona Local.)

Brockway will atiempt to deceive our comrades of the
1.1, by discovering * Trowskyism ™ in such statements.
He supports the leadership of POUM at all costs. We
believe that the rank and file of the LL.P. are with us
in thinking that the interests of the Spanish revoludon
and s repercussions on the world revolution are much
more important than the reputation of leaders.

When a party fails to take advantage of an opportunity
that history presents it seldom gets another chance 1w
rectily its error.  POUM has been fortunate in this respect,
the power that was thrown away in Catalonia in July
could have been won back in May. POUM could have
regained s prestige as a revolutionary force, but the
leaders again betrayed the struggle. Brockway tells us
that the situation was not a revolutionary one. We will
not recount the whole of the details, as they should be
{airly well known by now. However, the view of a mem-
ber of POUM who took an active part in the Barcelona
rising will give the lie to Brockway, “ Tuesday, the
armed workers dominated the greatest part of Barcelona.
Montjuich, which commands the port and the city with
its cannon, was held by the anarchists. Tiludabe, the
port and all the suburbs were in their control, and the
Government forces, except for a few jsolated barricades,
were completely outnumbered and were concentrated in
the centre of the city, where they could be closed in on
{rom all sides, as the rebel forces were in July 1936, . . .
The POUM leaders did not see that the moment was a
revolutionary one and that the workers, arms in hand,
were prepared for drastic action against the State. Had
the POUM given out the slogan “ Disarmn the police,
attack the arsenals und barracks,” and had it carmied into
practice its slogan of ** Committees for the Defence of
the Revolution,” the workers would have smashed the
State on their own inidative. Every Government building
was a little arsenal and would have been taken.  With
Defence Cominitters in cvery building, the foundations
of workers” power contd have been laid. The events of
last week can only be analysed as a defeat and a lesson
to the workers of Barcclona.  The absence of any kind of
revolutionary leadership killed a vevolutionary movement
in the bud.”

Apart from the cowardly invention that “ the simarion
was not a revolutionary one,” the POUM Icaders offer
other reasons as to why they did not seize power (why
they thought of seizing power when “ the siruation was
not revolutionary ™ suggests insane opportunism).  They
were afraid of helping Franco and afraid that Government
troops from Valencia would annihilate the Catalonian
revolutionaries. They were not afraid of foreign inter-
vention, as they had faith in the world proletariat.  Why
they should be afraid of the Spanish Government being
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Comrades! “Fight” Needs Your Help!

E\/ERY proletarian revolutionary movement has been built up by the sacrifices of
the most class-conscious section of the workers. The Marxist Gronp, like the whole
international Marxist movement known as * Trotskyvism.’ depends for its work and
publications npon the pennies and shillings of its members and working class sympu-
thisers.  That is a statement of fact and a challenge to the Stalinist slanderers,

I the present world situation, when Imperialist war threatens to destvoy millions
of our class. when Fascism threatens to erush for decades every working class strug-
‘ gle for emancipation, when the 2nd and 3rd Internationals have betrayed the Revo-

lution already in a number of countries, the task facing revolutionary Marxists is
that of building up, in the shortest possible time, the theoretically trained and or-
ganisationally prepared cadres of revolution. This is the task which Marxist Group
has set itself the task, rather, that history has set it.

FIGHT, the organ of the Marxist Group, is the means of making our voice heard
by thousands of workers. FIGHT is our most important weapon for the ideological
preparatory work which is essential in the present stage.  FIGHT is also onr best
organtser. A relatively small namber of comrades are now carrying-the burden, not
only of the prepavation and distribution of IMIGITT, but also its financial responsibi-
lities.

! We intend, at whatever ecost and sacrifice to our members, to keep it going.
But that is not enough. It cireulation must be extended tenfold this year.  Time
is short.,  The forces of reaction and the forees of betrayal are developing at an ever-

Increasing rate,

If your reading of FIGHT means anything more to you than a mere interest
i in “what is going on,’ il you are a class-conseious worker, a serious, honest sippor-
ter of the struggle of the working class for Socialism, YOU MUST AT ONCE MAKE
SOME SACRIFICE FOR FIGHT! This is a sevious demand made on you by a group
of Revolutionary Marxists who, already, are sacrificing everything, risking every-
thing, in their determination to help the workers of Britain successtully to overthrow
Capitalist Imperialism.  There are some readers who, if they are sincere in their ex-
pressed desire to see Soeialisin in Britain, could give pounds. There are a preat many
readers who could at least send us shillings.  From those who are left we want
something—sixpence —-a stamp.  If FIGHT means anything to you— that is, if the
victory of the working cluss means anything to you and your children, YOU MUST
RALLY TO FIGIIT NOW. Send your donation, as muelt as yon can afford, whether
a stamp or a cheque, 0 Ty Marxist Groure, 97 Kings Cross Road, Loudon, W.C.1.

able to send troops against 1hem, and not afraid of world
Imperialism sending troops against. them, shows a coimnplere
lack of fairh in the Spanish workers. The moral force
of the revolutionary idea would surely have had greater
response inside Spain than ourside. However, this is

just another of the comindrums that “ Centrism ” manu
factures so readily.  “ Bur the troops actually did arrive
from Valencia.” someonc may say. Yes, four days after
the rising had started, when there should have beerr no

bourgeois Siate in existence to cail them. The Govern.
ment only dared ro bring in troops when they were sure
the workers would not fight.  The POUM rank and file
played the most prominent part in the rising, only wirh
the greatest difficutly did the leaders restrain them {rom
doing what they knew was correct,

Why did they restrain them?  “The war and the
revolution are indivisable.”  “ Only workery’ power can
defeat Fascisin.”  This s the revolutionary facade of
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these miserable opportunists.  They are just words and
nothing more. They aer upon other words, which show
guite clearly their real policy.  All the following quotations
are from The Truth Abowr Barcelona by Fenner Brockway.

*“T'he POUM held thar an insurrection would be wrong
and inadvisablc unul after the Fascists were defeated,
and there was a dilference i its ranks as 1o whether ewen
ther an jnsurrection would be necessary.”  This is where
the POUM leadership really stands, 1t will nor rolerate
an insurrection ; the revolution and the war are divisable.
In fact, alter the defeat of Fascism, workers” power will
probably fall from the sky, without anv insurrection against
the bourgeois state.  How does POUM, and its mouth-
picce, Brockway, propose thar tie dictatorship ol the
proletariat be estabhished? " By creaving a demand for
the summoning of a Constituent Assembly  representing,
the workers, peasanis, and soldiers.”  In other words,
the capitatist Government of Catalonia is asked 1o liquidate
itself and call into being @ Government of the working
class thar will represent the social revolution.  This is
the party that compares itself with the Bolsheviks, the
party ol Lenin. Poor Lenin, * what sins are commitied
m thy name.”

In July 1936, the workers of Catalonia, almost un-
armed, beat back the Fascist attack within two days, and
ruled  through  their cconomic and military  Councils.
Brockway describes this as “an cpic of working class
history.”  Now, with the workers [ully armed, with the
possibility of the seizure of power almost without bload-
shed, there are to be no more “ cepics of working class
history.”  Capitalism in Cawdonia will sentence  itseld
to death by calling for a Constituent Assembly.  If this
is Brockway’s Marxism, and Brockway is the only LL.P.
leader with the slightest knowledge ot Marxism, how
do we appraise the L1.P. leadership as a whole?

The war and the revolution are indivisable. To curb
the revolution is to curb the lght against Fascism.  The
question of an offensive on the Aragon front and the
question of the scizure of power in Catalonia arc inextric-
ably bound together. The bourgeots government of the
Generality would nor supply arms ro the POUM and
Anarchist fighters on the Aragon front, because they were
afraid that thosc arms would be used for revolutionary
purposes. 1t rthe POUM leadership had not betrayed
the revolution in the July days, the workers would have
controlled  Catalonia, comrolled its armament factorics,
ctc., and thereby been able to launch an offensive agamnst
Franco many months ago.  The relief this would have
afforded o the Madrid and Basque fronts can hardly
be overestimated. 11 the opporumty had been seized
in May, the sume thing would have applied.  "The POUM
leadership betrayed the workers’ suruggle for power on
both occasion, consequently thev also betrayed the strugple
against Fascism,

POUM claims to be the vanguard of the Spanish
workers.  They sav, * The rising had an undeniable char-
acter of spontancity. . .. What our parrv did was to asso-
ciate itself with the movement when it took place.™ llow
far did they associate themselves with the movement?
To i1s logical conclusion?  We will demonstrate that
they did not.  * On Wednesday the workers were on top.
Leadership ways debnitely with the extremisis. . . . The

%)

Anarchist © Friends of Durrutti” published a leafiet. . .
In effect this leaflet conrains an appeal to the POUM
to associate 1tself with the movement in its revelwionary
phase, but Brockway caretully leaves this our.  To com-
pare the quotations given by Brockway with a translation
of the actua) leafler is quite illuminating.  Brockway’s
version runs: ** Workers, form a Revolutionary Counctl |
Shoot those responsible ; disarm the armed forces ; dissotve
all political parties who have turned against the workers ;
don’t leave the streers.”™

I'he Jull wext of the leafler was this:

“ Workers, demand with us: a Revolutionary Council ;
punishmernt of those responsible ; disarm those forces that
ook part in the aggression ; the socialisation of economy ;
dissolve all political parties who have turned against the
workers 5 don’t yield the sireets)  The revolution before
alll We salute our POUM comrades who have fraternised
with us in the streets,  Long live the social revolution!
Down with the counter-revolution!™

Note thar Brockway makes the Anarchists say “ shoot ™
those responsible, when they actually say ** punishment ”
for those responsible.  This is done 1o make the Anarchists
appear bloodthirsty and irresponsible.  The  important
points are wmitited because they are points that a revolu-
vonary pnust support.  The POUM docs not want any
more “{raternising in the streets.”  They do not want
any more association with the movement.  The movement
has become revolutionary, and this is where Gorkin, Nin,
Andrade and Co, ger off.  “Their bluff has been called
and on the next day POUM issues its call, “ Back 1o
work, but be on your guard.” And so the counter-
revolution marches on.  The revolt inside POUM had
been stifled.  Loyalty to the Party triumphed, but it is
loyalty t0 a Party which they now recognise requires
drastic overhauling. If our POUM comrades arc bold
enough and capable enough, with the aid of the Bolshevik-
Leninists, 10 make their Party what it should be, then
there is still hope for the Spanish revolution.

Emotionalism, heroism, good intentions, ctc., play a
big part in revolutionary struggles, but these qualities
atone never did, and never shall. guarantee the success
of the struggle. Tt is not enough to conrent ourselves
that POUM is vastly superior to the reformist and Stalinist
counter-revolutionary  parties. - We must be ruthless in
our criticism of those parties which approximate to the
Marxist standard, since the fnture of toiling humaniry
throughout the world is bound up with the strategy and
tactics of the political vanguard. The POUM leadership
is bankrupt and muost be liquidated.  This is not dema-
gogy, bur the statement of a necessity whick the Spanish
revolution has historically verified. It raises the whale
question of the TL.P., the London Burcau, its inter-
mational perspective and its attitude 10 all political prob-
lems. If the membership of the LL.P. is worth its salt
it will not be satistied with the diplomatic evasions of
lec{u ray.  Centrism has betrayed the struggle jn Spain,
it will betray it here. The LL.P. has a duty to its
Spanish comrades: it has a duty (o iself. We salute
the fighters of the POUM and hope that to- morrow they
will be fighting consciously for the social revolution, under
the banner of the 4th International.
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REVOLUTIONARIES PERSECUTED IN SPAIN

The following letter has been delivered at the Spanish
Embuassy (London), It has aso been sent to dll sections
of the British Press which have supported the Spanish
Government i ity struggle against Franco and his German

and talian allies,

97. Kings Cross Road,
London.
26th June, 1937,
His Excellency,
A. Ramos Oliveira,
The Spanish Embassy,
London.

Sir,

I am directed by the Central Commirree of the Marxist
Group 1o trunsmit 1o your Excellency the following
Resolution : -

* The Central Committee of the Marxist Group con
demns the action of the Spanish Government in arresting
Comrade Andre Nin of the POUM (Workers Party of
Marxist Unity) on u lalse charge of complicity in the
Fasaist counter revolution.

The Spanish Capitalist Governmenr in alliance with
the Sovier Government and its agents, the Stalinist
Comintern, is preparing yer another bloody crime against
the working class and peasants of Spain, through its
political leadership.

The Spanish Government, which poses before the masses
as a * Popular Front,” bue which in reality is a Govern-
ment for the defence of private property, has imported
the technique of the Moscow Murder ‘I'rialy in order
0 sirike a blow against those wha would liberate the
Spanish masses {rom the menace of Fascism, {rom the

The Colonial Question.

oppression of capitalism, and who would go forward to
the Socialist Revolution-~-to the proletarian dictatorship.
The Spanish Government, supported by the so-called
Commuumist Party of Spain, has deliberately concocted
a false document and will seck by such treacherous means
to implicate Comrade Nin and the workers of POUM
in a plot with which they have no connection. Only
human scum, masquerading as dispensers of justice, will
accept such an obvious fraud as evidence against our
revolutionary comrades.

The Spanish Government also accuses Nin of being
a “’Trowskyist.”  We regret that this is watrne,  Had
*“I'rotskyism ” been understood and applied by the leaders
of the POUM in the Spanish Revolution, Comrade Nin
would not to day be on trial for his life. Nin would
have been the accuser and not the accused.  The red
flag of International Socialism would have been flying
over the whole of Spain,

The victory to-day is with the capitalisy Spanish Gov-
crnment, but to-morrow the victorions Spanish working
class will mete out their justice. We demand the im-
mediate release of Comrade Nin aud all other revolu-
tionary fighters against capitalism—bourgeois-*democratic’
or fascist.  We warn the Spanish Governmenr as we
warn the Fascist murderer Franco ; the working class
will be avenged for every member of our class who suffers
injury or death ar their hands.”

For the Central Conumirtee
of the Marxist Group.

SOCIALIST POLICY IN PALESTINE

By FELIX MORROW

FTER so0 years work, and with the enormous material
support of the whole Jewish world, the Zionists have
only been able (o establish in Palestine 2490 of the Jewish
world population.  This poor result is hardly proportionite
to the really tremendous efforts which have been made.
Sl more decisive is the fact that these 375,000 Jews
actually live in Palestine under the same rigours of capi-
talism as their brothers in rhe Dispertion. The economic
crisis is felt in Palestine as everywhere else ; hunger, un-
employment, exploitation and insceurity are rife, and the
Jew remains a foreigner, hated by the Arab majority
and subjected to an epidemic of assassinations. For the
third t*me since 1920 the “ Jewish Nationa] Home ” re-
sembles a fortified parrison in epemy country, and the
Palestine Jew is always on guard, protected by British
bayoners.
There is nothing surprising in this result of the Zionist
dream.  The Socialist Jews have predicted it for the

lust 30 years, while fighting against the dissipation by

Zionism of 1he energics of the working class Jews, energies
which would have been betrer employed in the class war,
Whar was a " dogma” 30 years ago is now proved by
fact. The amempt to consrrucr a National Jewish state
under the capitalist regime has been shown to be nothing
but reactionary utopianism,

In what conditions could a Jewish national state be
created under capiralism?  That demands the following
exceptionally favourable conditions: a large internal mar-
ket to absorb its new industrial productions ; rich nawral
resources 10 enable it to compete in 1the world marker or,
alternatively, the possession of industries of such a unique
character thar no other country had anything similar ;
e.md above all, an expanding world market where the young
industries of Palestine could develop side by side with
the fully grown industries of the great imperialist powers.
. Not onc of these exceptional conditions obrains.  There
15 no large internal market, no new industrics differemnt
from those of other countries, no rich naturs) resources.
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Lastly, and mast important, the present epoch is charac-
terised by coniracung world markets—a field in which
the youthful industrics of Palesrine cannot compete.

Thus the most elanentary Marxian aznalysis shows that
in this cpoch of declining capitalism Palestine cannot
develop its agriculture and ity industry.  Its principal
export — citrus {ruits — cannot prevent in any way the
growth of the unfavourable balance of trade, lor it must
continue to import manufactured poods cheaper than it
can make isell, and its Jarge imports of necessary raw
materials shows that it is not able w provide its own
necessities of life.

The statisticians of the Zionist organisations do not
show how desperate is the situation in Palestine.  The
wage level of the workers in the Co-operatives, in farms
and industry ; the increase of unemploymenr ; — all that
is not mentioned in the voluminous periedicals and pam-
phlets.  But one knows enough to say that the srandard
of living of the masses of workers has sunk to that of
the Kastern, the Arub standard—nhardly surprising 10 a
Marxist who knows that wages tend 1o cquality as a result
of competition. The crisis expresses itself in the form of
a more and more desperate competition between Jewish
and Arab workers.  The literature of the Zionist workers
is [ull of the treachery of the Jewish farmers to the Jewish
workers for employing Arab labour.  The pressure of the
Zionists on these farmers  does nor creare, even where
successtul, adequate conditions for Jewish workers, but
at hest, wages at famine level,” admits Berl locker, o
representative of Poale Zion.  The Arab and Jew are,
unforrunately, only alike in their poverty.

The favourite argument of the Zionist that Palestine
will produce a ‘““normal” Jewish proletariat rooted in
agricutture and in heavy industry, has proved itsclf
mythical. The world marker is sufficiently supplied with
agriculture and heavy industries 10 prevent a new Siate
from developing on these bases.  Only 12% of the Jewish
population consists of paid agriculturisis (proprictors and
workers) and their dependants.  ‘Fhe agrarian community
is growing smaller and smaller in relation 1o the towns,
there is @ sharp trend from the country to the town. This
economic fendency is enhanced by rhe flight of the Jews
1o the towns to prolect themselves from the Arabs, Never-
theless, the Zionist pamphlets continue 1o present idealistic
descriptions of agricultural Jews. as though that were the
predominating mode of life there.

And of these 129 in the country, nearly half are in
the so-called mechanised agriculiure. Regardless of the
most clementary Marxisn principles the Poale Zion propa
gandists label these Co-operatives and colonies as ‘Social-
ist.”  Socialism presupposes the use of methods of socialist
production on the basis of the technical advances taken
over from capitalism, in other words it requires the over
throw of pitalism.  Only those who are unaware how
Marx fought Proudhon over this very question can term
as Socialist these Co-operatives of producers, inferior to
the capitalist furms. and competing with them only at
the expense of the standard of life of the workers in the
Co-operatives.  The position of these Co-operatives can
be judged by the fact thar the staristician of the Histadrut,
in explaining why the Co operatives did nor grow more
rapidly, was forced to allude w * the grear attraction

inevitably exerted by the higher salaries of (he towns.”
So much for the renaissance of Jewish agriculrure.

Some 32% of the population arc living on industry; nf
these over half arc cmployed in the building industry. In
other words, these workers are dependent on & conrinual
influx of foreign capital imported by middle class immi-
erams.  Another 23% live on trading awd transport—
abour three-quarters of these are middiemen. 119 are
in the liberal professions, while 224% of the total live on
owside hetp and from unproductive revenue.  From thesc
tigures we sce just how “normal™ the Jewnh tife in
Palestine really is.

If world capiralism muakes the consiruction of a Jewish
economy in Palestine impossible, then Grear Britain makes
it doubly so. T'he weak spot in Zionism is the fact that
PPalestine is a British colony ; the Zionists dislike being
realistic about this fact.  The Zionist pulicy, however, is
to sell itself ro Great Britain at 1he highest price in con-
cessions, loans, cte. The ** working class ™ Zionists are
little better.  *“"Those who do not colluborate with the
mandated government, betray the cause of the construction

-of the country and of the nation,” says Ben-Gurion, leader

of Histadrur (Jewish T Us).  But can the Zionists oppose
the cfforts of the leaders of 20 million Arabs in Syria,
Egypt, Irak and Palestine to obtain the favours of England?

Palestine is a fundumental part of the British Empire.,
The key 1o all her African colonies and the route to India
is the Sucz Canal ; and Palestine guards the Canal  The
pipe-lines {rom the rich petrolewn fields of Trak also pass
through Palestinc. The English hegemony in the Near
East has o have the collaboration of the large Arab land-
owners, merchants and priesis.  England obviously plays
a clever game, using Zionists and Arabs against each other
-—as she has done in India in {anning the Hames berween
Mahommedans and Hindus—she divides to rule.  But the
millions of Arabs are fundamentally more important to
England than the Zionists, and she certainly will not allow
Zionism to build itself up suthciently to dominare Palestine
economics. The “ arbitrary " measures of England aguinst
Jewish immigration, the recourse 1o tariffs against Jewish
products, the arresiing of Jews who deprive Arabs of their
employment, ctc., reveals the fundamenial policy of Eng-
land.

Besides, imperialist England does not allow the building
in Palestine of industrics competing with those of Greas
Britain: v is for military aims that she has encouraged
clectrification and the potassium industry, but that is all.
Why should Lngland allow in Palestine what she has
vigorousy discouraged in other colonics—the development
of indigenous indusiries?

From all points of view it is clear that a destine econ-
omy caunot develop under cupitalism.

To realise this wruth is to realise the bankruprey of
Zionism which includes “ Zionist Socialists.”  The lip
service of the * Zionist Socialisis” to Socialism is no
more than a fraud ; moreover, they collaborate with capi-
talist Jews and rake no part whatever in the class war ;
their energies are entirely devoted to the cause of Zionism,
The best of them should realise now that the best way to
work for the national liberation of the Jewish masses is
to direct all their encrgies towards the class war in what-
ever country they may be.
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The Arab-Jew fight against Brizish Imperialism is a
policy which will be resisted not only by the Zionists but
also by rhe capitalist proprictors and the bourgenis Arabs.
It would be difficult 1o find a dominant colonial class more
venial and less capable of helping the Arab people ro free
themselves from the British yoke.  The Arab Grand
Conneit set up by Great Britain, The Supreme Mahomme
dan Council (this last disposes of an enormous revenue
drawn from religious orders to which all Arabs conuribute),
the Effendis who, ltve in cosinopolilan luxary ou the backs
of the incredibly explojted agricultural workers and peas-
ants, and the iradesmen and intelligentsia who serve the
upper classes and the government—it is hardly likely that
these gentry will join in a real fight against Britsh Im-
perialism,  Up 1o now they have prevented the nationalist
movement from voicing the least anti-British slogans ;
they have canalised them in anti-Jewish struggles. Tt is
true that they help the masses as a mcans of bringing
pressure to bear an England in order to obtain concessions
for the Arab rufjng classcs. The leader of the militanr Arabs,
Tamal el Husscin, is the present dav 1ype of Arab leader.
This member of the powerful Hussein family, descended
not onlv from the Grand Mufti of Jerusalem, but also
from King Ghazi of Trak and from Emir Abdullah of
Transjordania, recently declared “ probably the Arabs
would submit with indifference to the English domination
of Palestine, which we freely admir, has becn a great
benefir to the country. But, on the other hand, we are
not going to remain passive while the Jews, protected
by British bayonets, slowly but surely push us out.” "T'here
in so many words is the reactionary program of the actual
Arab leaders.

A false appreciation of the actual leadership of the
nartonal Arab movement is ar the bottom of the reactionarv
policy of the Communists. They salute the pogroms
against the Jews as “revolutionary risings,” and see in
every Arab politician a * serious adversary to British
Imperialism.”  This rcactionary orientation of the Com-
munist partics, the actnal policy of the Popular Front,
goes back further srill.  Ir is identical with the policy
pursned in 1925 1927 in China, with the policy of support
of Chiang Kai Chek and of Wan Chin Wai.  In Palesiine.
where every Tewish worker sees for himsell the game of

The following is a short extract from Leon Trotsky's
speech to the Preliminny Commission of Enquiry which
is investipating the Moscorww Trials.

the Arab leaders, the policy of the Communisi Party has

thrown many workers into the aros of the Zionisis.  In
America and elsewliere, 1the identiftcation by the Commu
nists of pogroms with revolution, has nor persuaded the
Jewish workers to take the revolutionary path. The official
Communist line is to scek an afliance with the Arih leaders
and to use it for pressure on and bargaining with Britain,
We, who defend the cause of the liberation of rthe Arab
people from British domination, have nothing in commen
with the Stlinist diplomatic game

One cannot predicr the organisarional forms which will
characterise the unitv of the Arab and Jewish masses.
The need of & single T.U. movement is urgently felt, and
if the Histadrur (which in many ways is not a-‘U.U. organi-
sation} is not sutficiently fexible, It will be necessary 1o
creare 4 new T U, organisation.  The solution of these
gnestions, however. belongs to the future,

Bur whar is absolutely necessary is to foem immediartely
a revolutionary Socialist Party from among the Arab and
Jewish advance pguard. The so-called Socialist Zionist
party, the Poale Zion - Zeire Zion has shown by its past
history to be «quite un-Marxist, and it cannet be trans-
formed, since ir is deeply rootzd in Zionistia, Al the
militant clements wonld be readv to feave it if ouly a
truly Socialist flag were raised.  “The left Poale Zion, a
small group, has evolved to the point where it is logically
inexcusable for it to rerm itself Zionist, or to maintin
a separate Jewish organisation.  Its forces will find a
place in the Soctalist erganisation which must be built ;
they have only to break with the organisational (orms of
their past.  In additon, among the mass of Tewish workers
in Palestine are many whose class-conscionsness has been
develuped by the traditions of the Buropean revolutionary
movement, as well as the vowr.  U'hus Palestine already
possesses the necessary clements 10 achieve a colonial
revolution. "They will see a glorious prospect before them.
Given a correet political line, this lntle country of Palestine
can lead the masses of her Arabs and those of the Near
East rowards a revolt against the imperialism which men-
aces the whole world.

Lrom Socialive Monthlv, October, 1936, Retransiated from
Service d'Information er de Press, March, 1937,

A ‘ PURELY JURIDICAL’ EXAMINATION

HE agents of the Moscow Government are themselves

well aware that the Moscow verdicts cannot stand
without the support of some expert authoritics.  For this
purpose the English attorney, Pritt, was secretly invited
to the first trial, and another English atrorney, Dudley
Collard, to the second. In Paris, three attomeys—obscure,
but quite devoted 1o the G.P.U.—tried to employ for
the same objective the name of the International Turidical
Association. By arrangement with the Soviet Embassy,
the French attorney, Rosemark, personally unknown, con
tributed a very bencvolent expert opinion—if a rather
ignorant onc-—under the cover of the T.esgue of the

Rights of Man. In Mexico, the * Friends ol the Soviet
Union” have proposed, nor accidently, ro the * Socialist
Lawyers’ I'ront ” that they underrake a juridical investiga-
til{n into the Moscow Trials.  Similar steps are apparenily
being preparcd at the moment in the United States.
The People’s Commissariat of Justice in Moscow has
published in forejgn languages the * verbutim " report
of the trial of the scvenicen (Piatakov, Radek, ctc.), the
better to obumin from aunthoritative jurists certification
rhat the victims of the inquisition have been shor entirely
tn accordance with the rules established by the inquisitors.
At bottom, a certification of a purcly forma) observance
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of rules and the ritual of jurisprudence has an importance
which is close to zero. ‘The essence of the affair is in
the material conditions of the preparation and the conduct
of the rial.  Of course, even If one disregards for the
moment the decisive factors which are to be found ourside
the courtroom, one cannot help recognising thar the Mos-
cow L'rials are a pure and simple mockery of justice. The
investigation, in the twentieth year of the revoluton, is
carried on in absolute secrecy.  The entire old generation
of Bolsheviks is judged belore a military tribunal, com-
posed of three impersonal military funcrionaries.  ‘The
whole trial iy directed by a prosecutor who all his life
has been, and remains, a political enemy of the accused,
Defence is waived and the procedure is deprived of any
character of controversy.  The material proofs are not
presented to the court 5 they are talked about but they
do not exist.  The winesses mentoned by the prosccutor
or by the defendants are not guestioned. A whole series
of accused who lormy @ part of the judicial inquiry arc
ahsent from the defendants’ bench for unknown reasons.
Two of the principle accused, who happen to be abroad,
are not even apprised of the trial and, like those witnesses
who are outside Russia, are deprived of the possibility
df undertaking any steps whatever in clearing up the truth.
The judicial dialogue is entirely constructed on a game
made up of question-and-answer.  The prosecutor does
not address a single concrete question to any of the accused
which might ciause them any difficutty and expose the
material inconsistencies of their testimony.  The president
respectfully covers up the work of the prosccutor. It is
precisely the * verbutim ™ character of the record which
reveals the malevolent silence of the prosecutor and of
the tribupal. To this it is necessary o add that the
authenticity of the report inspires not the least confidence.

But, however important these conditions are in them-
selves, opening as they do generous grounds for juridical
analysis, they have, in spite of everything, a secondary
and tertiary character, since they concern the forms of
the frame-ups and not their essence.  Theoretically one
can imagine thar it Stalin, Vyshinsky and Ejov are given
the opportunity, over a period of five or ten years, of
staging, their triuls with impunity, they will attain such
a high technique that all the elements ol jurisprudence
will be found in formal accord with each other and with
the existing laws,  But such perfection in juridical tech-
nique of the falsifications will nor bring it even one inch
nearer truth.

In 2 political trial of such exceptional importance the
jurist cannot cut himself off from the political conditions
out of which the rial arises and under which the enquiry
was conducted—to speak more concretely, the totalitarian
oppresston to which, in the last analysis, all are submiued :
accused, witnesses, judges, defenders, and cven the accusa
tion itself.  Here is 1he knotty aspect of the problem!
Under an uncontrolled and despotic regime which con-
centrates in the same hands all the means of economic,
political, physical and moral coercion, a juridical trial
ceases to be a juridical trial. Tt is a juridical play with
the roles written in advance. The accused appear on the
scene only after a series of rehearsals which give 10 the
director the advance assurance that they will not overstep
the limits of their roles. In this sense, as in all others,

the judicial trials only represent a coagulation of the whole
general political regime of the U.S.S.R. In all the meet-
ings the orators say one and the same thing, they put
themselves in step with the principal orator, in absolute
disregard for what they themselves said the night before.
In the newspapers all the articles expound onc and the
same directive, with the same expressions.  Following the
movement of the orchestra leader’s baron, the historians,
the cconomists, even the statisticians rearrange the past
and the present without any regard for {acts, documents,
or the preceding cditions of their own books. In the
kindergartens and schools, all 1he children in one and
the same words, glorify Vyshinsky and curse the accused.
No one acts this way ol his own volition, everyone violates
his own will. ‘The monalithic character of the judicial
irial, in which the accused try to outde cach other in
repeating the formulas of the prosecutor, is thus not an
exception to the rule, but only the most repugnant ex-
pression of the rotalitarian inquisitional regime. It is
not a court we sce in action but a drama in which the
actors play thejr roles in front of a revolver barrel. The
play can be performed well or badly : but this is a question
of the inquisitional technique and nor of justice. The
“purely quridical ™ examination of the Moscow Trias
reduces itself at bottom to the question of whether the
frame-ups were well or badly carried out. Such a manner
of posing the question already represents in itself a form
of assistance to the falsifters.

To clarify the question more vigorously, 1w the degree
that it needs clarification, let us take a fresh example
from the domain of constitutional law. After Hitler took
power he declared, contrary o all expectations, that he
had no intention of changing the fundamental laws of
the Srate.  Maost people have evidently forgotten that
even to-day in Germany the Weimar Constitution remains
intact: into its juridical shell ¥iter has introduced only
the content of rmalitarian dictatorship.  Let us imagine
an expert who, adjusting his scholarly glasses and arming
himself with official documents, sets out 1o smdy the
structure of the German state from “a purcly juridical
point of view.” After several hours of intellectual efforr,
he will discover that Hider’s Germany is a crystal clear
democraric republic (universal suffrage, parliamenr which
gives full power 1o the Fiihrer, independent judicial
authoritics, cle., cte.).  Lvery sane man, however, will
cry out thar a judicial “appraisal 7 of this nature is, in
the best case, a manifestation of * juridical cretnism.”

Democracy is based on the unconfined struggle of classes,
of parties, of programs and idecas. If onc srifles this
struggle, there then remains only a dead shell. well suited
for clouking a Fuscist dictatorship.  Contemporary juris-
prudence 1s based on the struggle between the accusation
and the defence, a struggle which s conducted in certain
yaridical forms.  Where the competition between parties
is stifled by the aid of extra-juridical forces, the judicial
forms, whatever 1hey may be, are onty a cover for the
inquisition. A genuine investigation of the Moscow trials
caninot avoid embracing all their aspects. It will, of

course, utilise the * verbatim ™ reports ; not, however,
as things in themselves, but as a constituent part of a
grandiose historical drama, whose determining factors
remain behind the scenes of the judicial play.
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THE AU, NATIONAL COMMITTEE

EADING the press reports of the AE1L N:m'on:}l

Commiuce Conference ar Scarborough (2 full_ar}alysm
of which will be given when the verbanim report is in the
hands of the members), it would appear that Little stands
in relation 1 his Natonal Commmittee much as Hitler
does 10 the Reichstap——and he seems to have as much
regard for the needs of his “ people.” In describing the
blunt relusal of the Employers to meet the Aircrafr
Waorkers” demands, he pointed out that :'t.all the dcmzmd‘,
were 10 be granted, it would mean an increase ol 40/
10 some workers and 36,/- w0 others. Considering tht
the demands were for 2d. an hour increase, with a mini-
mum of 1/31d. for all adult workers, it seems a poor
reflecrion on the present staie in the mdust_ry. But Littie
did not draw this inference, instead he is reported as
continuing, *“"L'his gives an indication of where we are
drifting to, and shows whar is likely to happen to National
negotiations.”  Unfortunately he and Bevin have already
shown only 100 well what is likely to happen to Narional
negotiations white they, and men like them, are allowed
fo dicrate to their own members.

The decisions arrived at reflect the strong hold of the
bureaucratic leadership and its reactionary character. The
failurc of the militants (and we must remember that the
Stalinists control the left wing) is glaringly showa in these
voting results at the Conference :

Class collaborationist York Memorandum retained
2314,

Militent demunds defeated 21-14.

Aircraft Sirike Ballot defeated 28-12.

Aircrate Co-ordinating Commitree set up (23-12)
o put an end to the * unofficial ” Aircraft Shop
Srewards National Council.

This Tast step will not mean the taking over by the
Committee of « policy of militant struggle in the factorics,
but racher a drive against the “ left ” and the use of propa-
ganda to encourage loyalty to the Executive among aircraft
workers,

Apart from one decision to call a conference of those
working in Government shops (against advice from the
Exccutive), the Conference scems to have been as good
an instance of bureancratic dictatorship as any to be found
in our democratic British Empire—nor, pethaps, including
India.

PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION DESPITE STALIN

HE inlernal antagonisms within the Soviet Union have

again within the Jast few weeks been bronght sharply
w the notice of the working class. The execution of
General Staff army leaders, dozens of leading Party and
Soviet officials and hundreds of lesser executives, all point
w the terrible chans which the Stalinist burcaucracy, and
particatarly Stalin hinself, have brought into the sconomic
and political life of the first Workers’ State,

The “trials " have been held in secref, which means
thar Stalie’s imperarive need for the quick despatch of
every person who could act as a focussing point for the
discontent of the musses did not allow him to give the
GPU. time 1 extract their usual * confessiony.”

The Stalinist borraval of the Russian Revolution iy
rapidly throwing ¢, working class of other countries back

into the hands of the reformists, and is strengrhening the
demagogic appeal of the Fascisis. It is the duty of all
Marxists 10 combar with all their force the * disillusion-
ment,” despair and cvenrual apathy of the working class
ergendered by a beirival which i rapidly necoming oh-
vious to the most uncriteal worker.

We have to prove w the working class that the betrayal
of the Stalinists in Russiu, and the allinnce of the Stalinists
abroad with the most reactionary clements ‘n the Labour
movement, the likerals. the parsons, and the ™ prrogressive
capitalists, does not mean the failure of Socialism, Despite
all betrayals, the international proletarian movement |i ves.
Undcer capitalistn there is ne hope for the working clasy
and the only wav out is the incernational proletarian
revolution, and the esmblishimenr of Soctalist economy
on a world scale.

Leon Trowsky's book, The Revolution Betrayed, must
he read by every politically conscious worker. [t gives
a clear analysis of the mechanics of Statinist betrayal
and points the wav forward,  Newt moneh's oy will
carty a detailed review of this invalugble work.  Mean-
while, and all the tiine, every revalutionary, every Marxist,
must now more than ever before. «iand boldly before
the working class in defence of the full revolutionary
programme of the TFourth Lmernacional.  To suy what
is, to realise that the ruth s revolutionary, to wage a
relentless fight against the ani working class triniry—
the buurgeoisice, the Fascists and the Stalinists—~thar is
the immediate rask which, despite all the fics and defama-
dons of the enemy, cvery class conscious worker muse
face and carry out.

Read regularly the Journals of aur
international scetions:

LA LUTTE OUVRIERY (Freneh Section)
LA LUTIE OUVRILCRT (Belgian Section)
THE VANGUARD (Canadian Scetion)
Read also
THE SOCIALIST APPrRAL (America)

The Collowing booksellers and newsdagents also
stock FIGHTY and other Trotskyist. literature:

Bibliophile, Lit{le Russell Street, W01, I

Burns and Berry, Shaftesbury Avenue, W, |

Colletts, Charing Cross Road, W.(C.

Clapham Socialis; Bookshop, 79 Bedford Road,
Clapham North.

Johns, Torrington Place, W.C,

Librairie Internationate, 73 Russell Square,
w.C.

Librairio Internntionale, Porcy Street, W.(L.

Labr, Red lLion Strect, W.C

London Weekly Muil, New Bridge Street.

Parton Street Bookshop, Parton Street, W.C.

Preis, Little Russell Street, W.C,

Solosky, Charing Cross Road, W.C.

Stranberg, Coptic Stroet, W.o,

Socialist Bookshop, 35 St. Bride Street, E.C4,

LS.E, Bookshap, Aldwyeh, W.C.
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THE LABOUR PARTY’S “IMMEDIATE BETRAYAL”

EFORMIST leaders are noted not only for their

treachery bur for rheir stupidity.. The Labour Party’s
immediate programme, alleging, as it does, to revitalise
the faith of the Labour Movement ““ 1o the power of the
Socialist idea,” is a combination of both crimes. Tt is
treachere, because there is not a breath of Secialism in
tt, it ignores all the burning guestions that confront the
workers, all those questions that follow from the conditions
ol wape slavery and poverty, in cffecr ir ignores the class
struggle, and the struggle for emuncipation of the colonial
slaves. [t separates imperialist war from Capitalisin itself
and demands an armed force capable of defending the
Empire.

The term *“ immediate programme ' is a lic in itsell,
[t suggests thar the Labour Party would go much further
on the road 1o Socialism, given a longer term of office.
We can sav quire definitely that the Labour Party would
ot even iniroduce the few soctal relorms contdined in
the leafler if it sat in office till Doomsday. T is not an
immediate programme, but 2 long term programme, so
fong, in fact, that no one will ever live to see it.

+

The Labour Party leaders iure the lunkeys of Capttalism,
their agents within the workers’ ranks. Their job is to
deceive the workers, nothing more. If the workers believed
that the Labour Party intended only 1o nationalise the
banks, keep off the Gold Srtandard, amend the Companies
Act, preserve the beauty of the countryside and speak
vaguely abont jmproving the distressed areas, they would
abandon this mockery of a Socialist Party. The Labour
Puarty, therelore, tries to convinee the workers that these
are only immediare issues, the Socialist propramme will
come at a later dare.

The people who really control these traitors are the
capitalists, who allow them 1o dress up like puppets in
Court dress, who throw them “ttles” for services ren-
dered.  They know what the Labour Party means. They
have no fear of the Labour Party’s  Socialism,” in fact
they sometimes encourage if ar clection dmes, just to see
how well trained their © defenders ” are. We have alrcady
had this Labour Party in office and a sample of its
“immediate proaramme.”  In 1930, when the Iondian
masses revolred against British Imperialism, the Tabour
Party shot down the militants and jailed 6o.000 of our
Indian comrades. On top of this we had the Meerur
I'rial, when Indian and British workers, after four years
without trial, were sentenced to terms of imprisonment
ranging from 10 to 12 years. Some were sentenced to
transportation, for life.  The crime rthese workers had
committed was that of supporting strikes, attempting to
build ‘Trade Unions, advocating * depriving the King
Emperor of his sovereignty in India.”

At home we had the May Commirttce, whese report
was responsible for the Means Test, the Anomalies Act,
wherehy thousands of workers are refused Uncmployment
Benefir, the refusal to give extra children’s allowance 1o
unemployed children, and the sabotage of the miners’
struggle for 4 seven hour day. This was the Labour
Party’s “ immediate programme” in those days. We
know that thev did not have * power.” But power to

do whar?  To give us a bigger dose of this sort of
“programne 7 This is the weacherous aspect of the
Labour Party’s lmmediare Programme.

The present demand for “unity ™ (usually’ false) has
dismurbed the eaders of the Labour Party. The Commu-
nist Party is growing in strengeh and influence, and the
Labour Party, not knowing rhar Sralinism has long ceased
to be a revolutionaty force, imagine that they may be
driven by it t take some action that would be beneficial
to the workers.  The October Revolution haunts them,
and although Pollitr and Co. swear on their bended knees
that never meore will they advacate such terrible methods
—only the “vile Trotskyists ™ believe in social revolution
—-nevertheless the ““original sin ™ of October puts them
beyond 1he pale.

Again and again the *“ unity advocates ™ are rold that
only inside the Labour Party, by accepting its programme
and discipline, will the unity of the British workers be
established. To strengthen this argument they have launch-
ed their latest campaign to increase the Party by half a
million members, to popularise a Capitalist “ Popular
Front " type of programme, and so steal the thunder of
Maxton, Cripps and Pollitt,

As was 0 he expecred, the Liberal press has given
the campaign its blessing, and wherever we find the
Liberals, there we find the Sralinists.  In the International
Presy Correspondence  (Stalinist  counter-revolitionary
journal), we read, ¢ No-one assoctated with the movement,
least of al! those connected with the Unity Campaign, will
wish this campaign anything short of complete success.
The militnts of the Labour Movement can be relied
on 1o do their ntmost to ensure that success. It is obvious
that the Labour Movement has the power, if it utilises
to the full all the resources ar its command, to carry the
campaign through to its triumphant conclusion.”

This terrific blow aimed at the Stalinists by the Labour
Party has had no effect.  They cannot stea] their thunder
since they have none. The Tabour Party’s idea of an
immediate programme and the Sralinist idea are exactly
the same. Both are convinced rhat the workers must be
led to war 1o defend the * democracy ” of the Empire.
When will Artlee learn that Paollitt i just a good a patriol
as he?

Maybe the Labour Party will ger (ts million members,
maybe win *“ power ™ ar the General Electon, but there
is no “maybe” about it introducing Soctalist measures.
It will not. The one thing the workers will get in abun-
dance iy disillusionment.

The quicker this happens the better.  To be dis-
illusioned wifth T.abour Party reformism is the first step
10 revolutionary clarity.  However, the revolutionary party
must be ready to lead the workers when the Tabhour Party
has exposed itsell before the masses. We must win over
the most advanced workers before then.

In a later issuc we will analyse in detail the points in
the “immediate programme.” We hope to convince
some of our Labour Puarty comrades in this way and inter-
est them in revolutionary socialism. The more we can
win the more certain is the success of the proletarian
revolution,
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