would be mpelled to under-k'
take thé ‘mmal sociélist mea-
strés, .1t is not surprrsink then
that the Aprll thes1s of Lenin'
were condemned as Trotsky-

TROTSKY RE ARMS THE
BOU RGEO|SIE
Thus according to; Trotsky, Le-
nin in his~ famous ‘thesis’ of'Aprxl
1917 surrendered Leninisin | and
went ‘over to Trotskylsm He oalls
‘this the “Rearming of. Bolshevlsm 4

This plffle is not the re«armmg of

Bolshev1sm, but  the re-arming of

the Bourgeo:sxe agamst the rxsmg'

tide  “of- Commumsm. : Trotsky
)1s a Har. Beceuse as.-a matter of
fact Trotsky wrote in his pamphlet
“Our Revolutiori,”' pubhshed in
1904.- ’ ‘ oo

“But how far’ can-the social-
1st pollcy ‘ot the workmg class’
g0 under the economlc condi-
txons ‘of Russla" One can say
one thmg w1th certamty
will” mncl% ‘Tt er ‘ncounter
polltlcal hmdrance : than be
supported by’ .:the’ techmcal :

backwardness of’ the ‘country.
Wrthout direct state ‘support of
the European proletarlat the
working -¢lass - of -Russia’ will
not: he able to mamtam power
,anq'transfer their temporary

is on’ thxs fallacious ba,srs _
"omplete lack of understandlng of

Leninism, . that Trotsky bullt “his |.

theory. - “His explanatlon ln his pre-
sent’ book that - Trotskyism meant
that - if .the' Russian proletariat

might win power.in advance of the |

Western proletarlat it ¢ould not

confine Jtselt w1thin the limits. of |-
democratic dlctatorshlp but would |

be compelled to undertake ‘the in-
itial Soclalist measures,” is an: at
tempt to. twist - his antl-Lemxlist
theor;es so as to glve them a more
palatable covering The quotatmns
¢ited .above show hls obvious mls-
representatlon

LENIN ADOPTED TROTSKY!SM
TOO LATE, SAYS TROTSKY

He-pgoes further. He deolares m
effect;tha!t what sa.ved ‘the R‘

demns Lexri for not, havlng auopt-

this’

s New Book Re-arms the
Bourgeoisie

-4 j ed Trotskylsm earlier. He says:

- “Lenin himself, to be sure,
did not replace the formula of
democratic dictatorship by any
othier formula, even conditional
or hypothetical, until the very
beginning of the February rev-
olutmn Was he correct in this?

A ‘We thlnk not 2

““In:the conclusron of his book he

declares m summary:

: ﬁﬂ“‘ln the first pages of tlus
work we tried to' show how

1 ‘deeply the October revolution

" ‘wasg ‘rooted in the social rela-
“tions "of Russia. Our analysis,
far from having been accom-
modated ex post facto to the
~dchiéved events, was on the
contrary made by us long be-
fore the - revolution — indeed
‘before its prologue of 1905.”

: 'You see, Lenin was always wiong.
Trotsky was right since 1905, all

{ through the succeeding years, and

Letin" became . the leader of the

‘| Rugsian revolution only because

he adopted Trotskyism even though
belatedly!

| In this whole work of lies and

misrepresentations, Trotsky -tries
to replace Lenin and show that
Lenin’s greatness was really bor-

{roweéd from Trotskyism.

-CAN TROTSKY DISCOVER
THINGS

He also tries to prove that with-
in the Bolshevik Party there was a
right wing headed by Stalin, Ka-
miner and Zinoviev, and there was
4 left wing, namely, Trotsky. And
between these two wings: Lenin
had to choose, and of course, as
we have already shown above, he
chose Trotisky!

Concerning the period following
the February revolution, Trotsky
declares:

“But in just those hours
when Lenin was trying to com-

- municate the tensity of his will
to Petrograd across smoking
Europe, Kamenev with the co-

. .operation of Stalin was turning
sharply toward somal patr10t~
ism.”

' 'WHO lS A SOCIAL. PATRIOT?
Now Trotsky thunders forth in

.| the .Tole of the defender of Lenin
| against Kamenev and Stalin, the

gocial . patriots! How perfectly
ridiculous such a role for Trotsky

“lis. can be seen by Lenin's own po-

sition on the matter. On March 7,
1917, six weeks after the February

*Revolutlon, Lenin wrote concern-
‘glng the proposals to make an alli-
ance with Trotsky:

,f‘I_n my opinion a matter of
the greatest importance at the
" present juncture is not foolish
attempts at a ‘coming to an un-
derstanding on the lines pro-
Jected by Trotsky and Co. with
the social patriots or with even
the same dangerous element of
‘the " Organization Committee
type. (Menshevik) but to con-
tinue the work of our Party in
a logical international spirit.”
Thus what did Lenin think about
the matter? Not that Kamenev and
Stalin were turning towards social
patriotism but that exactly Trotsky
was . responsible for such maneu-
vers.
- In explaining the fact that Trot-
sky was the leader of the Russian
Revolution and not Lenin or the
Party of Lenin, Trotsky does not

n | hesitate to stoop to the pettiest
*fa.lsiflcation in his book. He tries

to convince the reader that begm-

‘ning with the war up till the strug-

gle around October 1919, the Bol-
shevik Party collapsed. He used
the complaints of various work-
ers against individuals of the Cen-
tral Committee to prove that there
was no leadership, and he explains
that the victory was achieved not
under the leadership of a Leninist
Party but purely because . “ideas”
of revolutlonary action had been
inculcated in the masses. This is
Trotsky's slide-back to the/old idea
for which Lenin broke with him at
the beginning of the century,
which shows ' Trotsky’s absolute
misundérstanding of the role of a
revolutionary party. He does not
recognize that only a conscious, dis-
ciplined, Bolshevist Leninist Party
can lead the masses to victory, and
not vague “ideas” inculcated in the
masses. There is no doubt but that
every revolutionary action has a
degree of - spontaneous character,
but to speak about the victory of a
revolution based upon these spon-
taneous features is to deny the ele-
mentary Leninist theory concerning
the need. for a conscious, well-led,
proletarian party.

AS HISTORY IS FALSIFIED BY
TROTSKY

Trotsky explains this rejection
of Leninism as follows:

“Up to the last hour these
leaders thought that it was a
question of a revolutionary
manifestation,one among many,
and not at all of an armed in-
surrection.”

The principal leaders of the
underground Bolshevik organ-
ization were at that time three
men: the former workers
Shliapnikov and Zolntzky and
the former student Molotov,

“The underground organiza-
tion of the Bolsheviks at the
beginning of 1917 had not yet
recovered from its oppressed
and scattered condition, where-
as in the masses the patriotic
hysteria had been abruptly re-
placed by revolutionary indig-
nation.”

“In their aggression and self
restraint, in the absence of
leadership and in the face of
opposition from above, was re-
vealed a vitally well founded,
although not always expressed,
estimate of forces and a strate-
gic calculation of their own.”

So you see the Bolsheviki did not
participate as leaders of the work-
ers in the revolution at all. At least
according to Trotsky! But how
does Trotsky speak about his own
organization with which he was
connected for considerable time
even after the February Revolu-
tion before he joined the Bolshe-
viks? Not with such belittling
terms, but with the glowing tone
enlarging upon the role played by
this little group which, according
to Lenin, was proposing alliances
with social patriots. Trotsky says:

“The Mezhrayontzi, a social
democratic organization close
to the Bolsheviks, formulated
this sore question with revolu-
tionary audacity. ‘In order that
the aristocrats and officers
shall not deceive you,” said
their appeal to the soldiers,

‘choose your own platoons,
company and regiment’ com-
manders, accept only those

officers whom you know to be
friends of the people.”

Thus, the Bolshevik Party had
collapsed and not recovered but the
Mezhrayontzi was speaking ‘“‘with
revolutionary audacity.”

This scandalous falsification
Trotsky needs in order to enlarge
upon his own role as the leader of
the handful of Mezhrayontzi so
that he might belittle the role of
the Bolshevik Party, the Party of
Lenin as the leader of the Russian
Revolution. ’

However, hie had to explain away
how it is that the Bolshevik Party
has power and the Mezhrayontzi
disappeared. For this he declares:

“On the 3rd of April Lenin
arrived in Petrograd from
abroad. Only from that moment
does the Bolshevik Party begin
to speak out loud, and what is
more important, with its own
voice.”

The question here mnaturally
arises, how ig it that Lenin did not
immediately align himself with the
Mezhrayontzi who spoke with “rev-
olutionary audacity” but instead,
took it for granted that his place
belonged to the Bolshevik ranks?
This Trotsky fails to explain, leav-
ing the implication that Lenin was
some sort of an unprincipled char-
acter who aligned himself with an
organization even though it had a
wrong ‘“social patriotic” position
and disregarded the Mezhrayontzi,
who were speaking with “revolu-
tionary audacity.” |

TROTSKY ANTICIPATED LENIN,
SAYS TROTSKY

In Trotsky’s book there is an ap-
pendix with quotations from ar-
ticles which he wrote in the Novy
Mir, a New York paper in which
he again reaffirms what had been
previously written by the Russian
editor of his work, a certain Lenz-

ner, that Trotsky “anticipated”
Lenin. A reading of these quota-
tions is a sufficient answer to

Trotsky’s claims. They are vague,
ambiguous and can be made to fit
almost anything. And to try to use
these words as an anticipation of
Lenin is sheer nonsense.

TROTSKY QUOTES TROTSKYv

With dramatic “revolutionary”
flare, Trotsky quotes himself in
various parts of the book, in one
place where he deplores “and how
;ar the March leadership of Kame-
nev and Stalin lagged behind the
zigantic historic tasks.” Comrade
Stalin has long ago, showing Bol-
shevik integrity, acknowledged his
arror. He was amongst the first to
go over to the side of Lenin, and
Comrade Stalin never indulged in
the cheap antics of Trotsky, pre-
tending that his theories, not Le-
nin’s led the Russian Revolution
to success. But if Trotsky so de-
plores the temporary lagging be-
hind of Comrade Stalin, how about
himsell, who for 13 years prior to
1917 not only lagged behind but
openly fought the Bolshevik
attempt to utilize these events for
the revolutionary emancipation of
the magses.

(Concluded in next issue.)
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United Front Election

Conference in Nevada

RENO, Nev., July 18.—A Un
ited Front Conference to pre
pare for the Nevada and nation-
il elections will meet in Fallon
Nevada, July 23.

All farmers and workers or-
yanizations are urged to send
delegates, The Communist Party
aust collect 2,500 signatures in
srder to-be placed on the ballot.




