wrong address, with the result that I has just lately received some atten- I work on a Western scale, Com- l penahst war,

Trotzky’s New 'Boo - Rearms the
Bourgeoisie

e

Red Army and guerrilla bands over
the counter-revolutionaries and
Lunacharsky declares that “there is

By SAM DARCY to open cbunter»irevolnl,inn.
THE HISTORY OF THE RUSSIAN

REVOLUTION. Volume 1. By

diocrity..He was on the re-
viewing stand all the time dur-

ing the May Day parade of last Trotskyism Against Leninism

Leon Trotsky. Published by Si- year, but he never said a in -undertaking to review Trots-|not a man on earth who could re-
mon & Schuster. $4.00. word.” ) ky's book, one is determined to| place Trotsky* as the leader of this
S . Is it not significant tlhat this’ overlook everything one knows | struggle. The inevitable conclu-

+: L L k> e L4l L I} &

sion 1o this must be thal withont
Troisky there would have been no

about his overhearing ‘personal ar-
rogance and to judge his work on

In i{his epoch, the capitalist class
must find new methods of struggle

spokesman of Trotsky finds tihe
columns of the “San Francisco

O v Mo 3 Tipa ¥ ' r Pueai 3 )

against Communism. The tactic | Chronicle” open to him? The “San its merits. But hardly have the 1‘nst victorious Russian Ruvoluh}un. We
2 » 3 1 " oy i8] v n v i . Fa

of the frontal attack and open | Francisco Chroniclé” which headed | P28%% f’ee‘? read shem it ]S‘ ulear | il shgw later hm'\ .m‘u(.'n ?Imi
slander of the Communist Party is that his personal arrogance is only | gerated and romanticized is Trot-

the struggle against the attempt to
release Mooney. and Bxllmgs from
the penitentiary. i

The capitalist class . cannot any.
longer fight the- Communists by
denouncing ' Communism ' and so
they try more slimy methods, for
example: “Communism is all right”
but “Stalin is a great mediocrity.”

the outward cover for the Dbas.c
thmgs namely Trotsky's essential
Menshevist makeup and his oppo-
sition to  Bolshevik theory. - For
ekample, in the introduction by
one of Trotsky’s great admirers,
Max Eastman, there is a studied
attempt to build up Trotsky as the

sky's role in connection with the
formation of the Red Army. We
must say here that of all the in-
dividual . leaders connected with
the Russian Revolution, the only
one concerning whom it could be
said was really décisive for the
outcome was Lenin, not because

no longer as effective as it used
to be, chiefly because of the
fact that the working class by its
day to day experiences is learning
to distrust the capitalist class, its
agents and its system and believe
in the leadership of the Communist
Party. The bosses therefore need

a more insidious, insinuating me-| The conclusion is obvious that the | S'eater lender: thes Lenit. This) of “ma,gn.lt'icent BPREEhes’ o fal,l,-
thod of combating Communism | workers should not follow the Par- must not be regarded as a purely | fares of instantaneous commands

and in this, Trotsky’s book has|ty which Stalin heads, the Com.|Pe'Sonal matter. 1t is only a super-| but because Lenin was the best
linportance, Tb%ill undoubtediy Hro: i ’ ” ' ficial manitestation of the attempt|exponent of Marxism in the im-

munist Party. : ‘
because he, better

understood the

to build Trotskyism as against Le-
ninism and Conmmunism. Lunachar-

perialist epoch,
than anyone else,

vide a most effective weapon for

every enemy of the Communist In- Trotskyism Sees No War

ternational and of the Soviet Union. Danger sky who worked closely with Trot-| class forces and the tactics which
What! You Never Heard of the Malamuth further says about the sky before Troisky entered the| must be followed: That Lunachar-
Revolutionary Malamuth? First Workers Republic: ranks of the Communist Party, s}\y should have written so is not
The scene presented by this si- o . when both were members of the «mtnelv surprising since more than
tuation in the United States has The people‘ are Pkel)tv on their Mezhrayontsi declares: once Lenin had to put Lunacharsky
of course some very comical ef- toes by a series of war scares. “You must not think, howey. | 1" the pillory for his confused

They are told that the capital-’

fects; for.example, what could be @ N P | er, that the second great leader x‘hm.kmg', s melty hmu‘g.eOlS e

) . , . st countries are ready to at- . ) : viations away from Marxism and
more laughable than the antics tack Soviet Russiz. As far as .of. the Russian Revolution i -‘d " 1 - N
of a Professor Charles Malamuth | - oo . ) yields in all respects to his towards milddleciats. ifeclogy @yen

I have been able to discover,
capitalist ‘countries cannot get
together on a less momentous

including “God” ideas. Kastman’s
jquoting Lunacharsky in the intro-
duction is only the curtain raiser

of the University of California in
Berkeley who rants against Stalin

colleague; there are points in
which Trotsky indubitably ex-

and the Communist International . cels him: he is more brilliant

o ir s —— enterprise than a concerted at- els o : . !for the entire role. of the book,
because it is mot revolutionary tack on the Soviet Union.” 18, 1F FOUR ClEF, -he 18 Hois hich is t _ 1 inism b
enough according to Trotsky’s cri- B ‘motile. Lenin is perfectly fit- ,W ‘n( 1] iy IBIDAQCL.] 791“:11‘?t “y
terion. From the barricades of This is less skillful, more open ted for sitting in the Pres- Trotskyism and explain that the

Russian Revolution was successful
10t because of Leninism or the
Le)ninist Party but because Trot-

counter-revolution. In-effect Mala-
' muth says “Go to sleep workers;

bitter class struggle on the campus
in Berkeley, Mr. Malamuth - who

ident’s Chair of the Soviet of
Peoples Commissars, and guid-

poses as a spokesman for Trotsky, | the capitalists couldn’t possibly get| ing with genius the World Re- ) s .

(and heundoubtedly is) writes on |together against the U. S. S. R.| vyolution, but obviously he |>LYism and Trotsky lead it to suc-
May 15th to the San Francisco |the war scare is. only an excuse| qould not handle the titanic Cess.

Chronicle: invented by Stalin to keep himself i ' 5ok )
Chronicle: y keep task which Trotsky took upon Bolghevism is Anti-Revolutionary,

“Stalin and his obsequious in power.”
aids have put the idea of world

revolution in camphor and

lis shoulders, those. lightning
trips from place to place, those
mavnificent speeches, fanfares

Is there anyone on the West ASays Trotsky.

Coast who witnessed the fleet mob- The struggle between -Leninism

moth balls. Soviet politicians ilization, Akron maneuvers, war of mstantaneohs commands, wmd  Trotskyism did not begin in
talk about it on state holidays, games in Hawaii, and increased that role of continual electy ifier 1923 or 1924 when the Polburo of

but ‘whenever any earnest
young Communist urges that it

fortifications who can doubt. the
imminence of war? And is Mala-

. now at one point now at an-
- other of the weakening army.

the Russian Party found it neces-
sary to open an exposure of Trot-

be put into practice he is muth a feol or a capitalist agent There is not a man on earth sky., It *began almost 20 years
promptly bundled off to prison that he tries to cover up‘the mob- who - could replace Trotsky back. Trotsky always.tried .to help
or -exile. - There are more ad- ilization of all imperialist war for- there the Mensheviks' by maintaining a

~ vocates of world revolution in -
Soviet jails than in American
jails. .So far, Russia looks like.
a malicious caricature of Soc-

ces in the HEast by U. S, I‘rance, :
Great Britain and Japan agamst
+|-the these revelution-and
8. S.R. -1t is the ine; yite

We must say thls is wutten in | middle-of- the ‘way , pasition, .a sort
very petty bouzgeoxs spirit.  It| of br 1dge over, which he _hoped. the

he: 'ctmy of. the -Russian ¢
uld not have taken

tion of Leninism and the Lenmlqt

theory of the democratie . dic-
tatorship of the pr oletax_gat in
alliance with the peasantry., In

1909 in an article which is quoted
in the appendix to this book, Trot-
sky declares: ‘

“If -the Mensheviks, starting
from the abstraction ‘our.revo-
Iution is a bhourgeois revolu-
tion’ arrive at the idea of adopt-
ing the whole tactic of the
proletanal to the conduct of
the liberal hourgeoisie, even. to
the point of a conquest by it
of state power, then the. Bol-
sheviks starting from an equal-
ly bhare abstraction, ‘a demo-
cratic and not a Socialist die-
tatorship' - will arrive at the
idea of a hourgeois democratic
self-limitation of the proleta-
riat in whose lhands the gov-
ernmental power will be found.
To be sure the difference bet-
ween them on this question is
very considerable: while the
anti-revolutionary sides of Men-
shevism are expressed in their
full strength even now, the
anti-revolutionary tra.iyts of Bol-
shevism threaten a great- dan-
ger only in the case of a:re-
volutionary victory.”

In 1913, in a letter written to
Cheidse, a prominent Mensflevxk
leader, Trotsky wrote “th k
construction of Leninism is ;
sent built up on lies and i ntains
the poim‘mous germs of ii‘,‘s disin-
tegration.”, '

Bolshevism a Danger,
Trotsky

Says

Thus Trotsky even now tries to
establish (1) that DBolshevism is
anti - revolutionary, (2) that the
anti-revolutionary character of Bol-
shevism threatens a dangel‘ ‘when
the proletariat is victorious. Pre-
cisely this. explains Trotsky’s ate
tack upon the Bolshevik Party fol-
lowing Lenin’s death. - He did not
dare to raise his old theories a-
gainst Bolshevism while Lenin liv.
ed but he hoped upon Lenin’s death
to succeed. He, Trotsky, did not
count with the powexful Lemmst
Party. :

One of the pillars of - Lenimsm
was exactly the theory of the dlli-
ance of the proletariat and pea-
santry in -a democratic dictator-
ship, as a step tmmrds the dicta-
torship of the proletanat From
the slogan “Democratic f,chtator-
ship of the pxoletarlat .and. pea-
santry” which Lenin mainta;
m /1905, he led the prolet

iélisﬁl..Stqlin s a great me- ' of the Tmtskyltes from reneg

‘phrase ‘“the permanent revolu

ned‘ :

“Dictatorshlp of the Pro
in alliance with the: peastmt
is this: Trotskys failure to unc
stand this road pomted ouy
Lemn that ‘caused- hlm ‘to
his counter -revolutxonary m
concerning the attitude: ‘tow:
the peasantry and counterpos

against the Leninist teaching
Just as Trotsky today iti
becloud the issue hy .chargi
rade Stalin with. “Thermidor”::
“Personal dictatorship” 8o
tHately foliowing the period of 1905
Trotsky in  alliance. with MartOV‘,‘
and Axelrod, two enemies of - Bol—
shevism, wrote ;a -scurrilous p:
phlet against Lenin in which:
covered . up his own counter-rev
lutionary theéories by accusing
nin of being a candldate for:
post of -dictator.” Lenm himse
more than once exposed and sho
ed up Trotsky’s fallacieq In; ,
collected works he, characterizes
Trotsky as follows: g 8
“These people explaxn" !
they are above. the fract)ons,
but the sole basis for thls as-
sertion is that they take: th,
ideas from .one fraction today;
from another. tomorrow
“’l‘mlsky was an-open ad:
rent of the Iskra fmm‘19
tiil 1903, and Rjasanov nam
_the role played by Trotsk;
the Par ty Congress in 1903 tha
of a ‘Lenin’s cudgel.’ : By th
end - of - 1903 Tmtsky was
open menqhewst he. had dé
serted from the -Iskra
economists,. He' proc‘
that- ‘a deep: chasm ‘yawne
hetween the old and: the
[skxa’ In the years 1‘),

Maltinov (an econo‘m st),
another time he dlshed up

left ‘permanent 1'evolutinn
gain,. In 19067 he a.ppro‘
the Bolsheviki, and in-“thi

spr mg of 1907 he declale\

sa Lnxembiu‘g; e
“During the epoch- of -

after lengthy ‘anti
vaci: latmns, and.
71913, he joined the bloc ot‘ lg
idators,  Now ‘hé leaves
again, but in all” essenu
repeats their 1deas






