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EDITOR’S NOTE: The following article was written by
Leon Trotsky at the end of 1933. It was published in
France in the “ Nouvelle Revue Francais” and in the
United States in the quarterly, “ Yale Review ” In 1884.

Naive minds think that the office of kingship lodges in
the king himself, in his ermine cloak and his crown, in
his bones and veins. As a matter of fact, the office of
kinﬁt_;hnp is an interrelation between people. The king
is king only because the interests and prejudices of
millions of people are refracted through his person. When
the flood of development sweeps away these inter-
relations, then the king appears to be only a washed-out
male with a flabby underlip. He who was once called
Alfonso XIII could discourse upon this from fresh im-
pressions. . o '

The leader by will of the people differs from the leader
b}sl'emll of God in that the former is compelled to clear
the road for himself or, at any rate, to assist the con-
juncture of events in discovering him.  Nevertheless, the
leader is always a relation between people, the. individual-
istic supply to meet the collective demand. The con-
troversy over Hitler's personality becomes the sharper
~the more the secret of his success is sought in hirhself.

TROTSKY

In the meantime, another political fizure would be diffi-
cult to find that is in the same meéasure the focus of
anonymous historic forces. Not every exasperated petty
bourgeois could have become Hitler, but a particle of-
Hitler is Jodged in every exasperawti petty bourgeois.
The rapid growth of German capitalism prior to the
First World \%ar by no means signified a simple.destruc-
tion of the intermediate classes.. Although it ruined
some layers of the petty bourgeoisie it created others
anew: around the factories, artisans and shopkeepers;
within the factories, technmiciaus and executives. But
while preserving themselves and even growing numer-
ically—the old and the new petty bourgdoisie compose
a little less than one-half of the German nation—the
intermediate classes have lost the last shadow of inde-
pendence. “They live on the periphery of large-scale
industry and the banking system, and they live off the °
crumbs from the table of monopolies and cartels, and off'
the ideological sops of their traditional theorists and
politicians, ' '
The defeat

. The defeat in 1918 raised a wall in the path of German
rialism. External - dynamics chan

1 to internal.
ial democracy,

'The war passed over into revolation. So
which aided the Hohenzollerns in br,mﬁ;ﬁg the war to:
its tragic conoclusion, did not permit b

proletariet ‘hl,
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bring the revolution to its conclusion. 1t spent fourteen
years in finding interminable excuses in its” ewn ‘exist-
ence for the ‘Weimar democracy. The Communist Party
called the workers to a new.revolution but proved in-
capable of leading it. The German proletariat passed
through the. rise and. collapse of war, revolution, parlia-
mentarism, and pseudo-Bolshevism. At the time when

the old parties of the bourgeoisie had drained themselves

4o the dregs, the dynamic power
turned out to be impaired. '

The post-war chaos hit the artisans; the pedlars, and
the civil employees no less cruelly than the workers.
The economic crisis in agriculture was ruining the
peasantry. The decay of the middle strata did not mean
that they were made into proletarians inasmuch as the
proletariat itself was casting out a gigantic army of
chronically unemployed. The pauperisation of the petty
bourgeoisie, barely covered by ties and socks of artificial

of the working class

silk, eroded all official ¢reeds and, first of all, the doctrine -

of democratic parliamentarism.

The multiplicity of parties, the icy fever of elections,
the interminable changes of ministries aggravated the.

social crisis by creating a kaleidoscape of barren political
combinations. In the atmosphere brought to white heat
by war, defeat, reparations, inflation, occupation of the
Ruhr, crisis, need, and despair, the petty bourgeoisie
rose up against all the old -parties that had bamhoozled
it. The sharp grievances of small proprietors, never ont
of bankruptcy, “of their university sons without posts
and clients, of their daughters without dowries and
suitors, demanded order and an-iron hand. - )
The banner of National Socialism was raised by up-
starts from the lower and middle commanding ranks of
the old army. Decorated with medals for distinguished
service,
could not believe that their heroism and sufferings had

not only come to nothing for the fatherland but also’

gave them no special claims to grafitude. Hence their
hatred of the revolution and the proletariat. At the
same time, they did not want to reconcile themselves to
being sent by the. bankers, industrialists, and mimisters
back to the modest posts of bookkeepers, engineers,
postal clerks, and 'school teachers. Hence their “‘social-
igm.” At the Iser and under Verdun they had ‘learned

to risk themselves and others, and to speak the language

of command which powerfully overawed the petty bouk-
geois behind the lines. Thus these people became leaders.

WHERE HITLER GOT HIS PROGRAMME

At the start of his political céréer, Hitler stood ont
perhaps only because of his big tempérament, a voice

- much louder than others, and a circumscribed mentality

much more self-assured. He did not bring into the
movement any ready-made prograinme, if one disregards
the insulted soldier’s thirst for vengeance. Hitler began
with grievances and complaints about. the Versailles
terms. the high cost of living, the lack of respect for a
meritofions non-commissioned officer, and the plots’ of
hankers and journalists of the Mosnic persudsion, There
were in the country plenfy of ruined and drownin

people with scars and fresh bruises. They all wanted
to thump with their fists on the table. This Hitler
could do better than others. True, he knew not how to
cure the evil. But his harangues sounded now like com-
mands and again like pravers addressed to inexorable
fate. Doomed classes. like those fatally ill, never tire
of making variations on their plaints or of listening to
consolations. Hitler's speeches were all attuned to this
pitch. Sentimental formlessness. absence of disciplined
thought. ignorance along with gaudy erudition—all these
minuses turned into pluses.
possibility of uniting all types of dissatisfaction around

2 A A

commisgioned ‘and non-commissioned officers.

. langnage of German mysticism.

They supplied him with the
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. .
- the beggar’s sack of National Socialism, and of leading
the’ mass in the direction in which it pushed him. In
the mind of the agitator was prererved from among his
early personal improvisations whatever had met with
approbation. ' His . political thonghts were the fruits of

- oratorical acoustics.: That is how the selection of slogans

went on. - That is héw the programme was conseolidated.
That is how the ‘leader’ toock shape out of the raw
material. S :
Mussolini, from the very beginning, reacted. more con-
sciously to social materials than Hitler, to whom the
police mysticism of a Metternich is much - closer than
the political algebra of Machiavelli. Mussolini is mental-
ly bolder and more cynical. It may be said that the
Romish atheist only utilises. religion as he does the
police .and the courts while- his Berlin colleague really
believes. in. the infallibility of the Chuch of Rome.
During the time when the future Ttalian dictator con-
sidered Marx as ‘“‘our common immortal. teacher,”’ he
defended not unskilfully the theory which sees in the
life of contemporary society first of all the reciprocal
action of two classes, the hourgeoisie and the proletariat.
True, wrote Mussolini in 1914, there lie between  them

X
3

very numerous intermediate layers which-seemingly form' -

“g joining weh of the human collective’’; but ‘‘during
. periods of crisis, the intermediate classes gravitate, de-
pending upon their intereSts and ideas, to one or the
other of the basic classes,”’ A very important geneéral-

* isation! - Just as scientific medicine equips one with
" “the possibility not only of curing the sick but of sending

the healthy to meet their forefathers by the shortest
route, so the scientific analysis of class relations, pre-

destined by its creator for the mobilisation of the

proletariat, enabled Mussolini; .after he had jumped into
the opposing camp, to mobilize the intermediate classes
against the proletariat. Hitler accomplished the same
feat, translating the methodology’ of fascism into the

The bonfires which burn the impious literature of
‘Marxism light up brilliandly the class nature of National
Socialism.
1s a state power, they did not quite find an approach to

the working, class. On the other side, the big bourgeoisie, -

even' those who supported Hitler with.money, did not
consider his party theirs. The national ‘‘regeneration’”
leaned wholly upon-the intermediate classes, the niost
. backward part of the nation, the heavy ballast of history.
Political ‘art consisted in fusing the petty bourgeoisie
into oneness through its solid hostility to the proletariat.
What must be done in order to improve things?
of all, throttle those who are underneath.
before large capital, the .petty bourgeoisie hopes n the
futli;'e, to regain its social dignity by .overwhelming the
workers. . :

/

While the Nazis acted as a party and not -

First-
Impotent-

The Nazis call theif overturn by the usurped title of '

revolution. As a matter of fact, in Germany as well as
in Italy, fascism leaves the social system -unteuched.
«Taken by itself, Hitler’s overturn has mo right even to
the name counter-revolution. But it cannot be viewed

as an isolated event; it is the conclusion of 4 cycle of -

shocks which began in. Germany in 1918. The November
revolution, which gave the power to the workers’ and
peasauts’ soviets, was proletarian in its fundamental
tendencies. But the party that stood at the head of the
proletariat returned the power back to the bourgeoisie.
In this sense the social democracy opened the era of
counter-revolution, before the revolution could bring its
work to completion. However, during the time when
the bourgeoisie depended upon the social democracy. and
consequently upon the. workers, the regime retained

elements of compromise. Concurrently, the intérnational
and the internal situation of German capitalism left no
The social democracy saved

more room for concessions.




7 link in the chain of ¢ounter~revolutionary shifts.
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the -bourgeoisié from the. prolotarian revolution; then
J¢came the turn of fascisin to liberate the bourgeoisie from
“thé social democracy. Hitler's overturn 1s only the final

s

- A {)etty bourgeois is hostilé to the idea of development,

_for development goes immutably against him; progress

has brought kim mnothing except irredecemable debts.

7. National Socialismi rejects not only. Marxisin but Dar-

- bécause they-themselves possess. second and third rate

winism: - The Nazis- curse matorialisin. because the: vic-
tories” of .techmology over nature have signified. the
trjwmnph of large capital over small. - The leaders of the
movelnent are liquidating ‘‘ntellectualism’ not so mmch

“intellects but primarily because their historic role does

‘not permit thém to draw a single thought to its con-

clusion.  The petty bourgeois takes refuge in -thé last

resort, which stupds ahove matter and above history, -° 10¢le na b
* ties and anonymous in its methods, the prinéiple of race .

. and which- is safegnsrded from competition, inflation,

-eristy and. the duction block. 1 ) :
thought, and rationalism—of the twentieth; nineteenth, .
aud eighte¢nth centuries—is counterposed -in his mind |

To evolution, economic

national idéalismy, as the source of the hercic begmning.

‘Hitler's nation is'the mythological shadow of the petty
boargeoisic itself, its pathetic delirium of & millennium -
"on earth.”’ - :

_ the-support of the race. History is viewed as the ewnan-

ation of the race. , The qualities of .the race are construed

. without relajion to changing social conditions. Rejecting
“econeuiic. thought’’ as base, National: Socialism de- -

scends a stage lower—(rgm economic materialism it ap-

peals to .zoelogic maferialism, -~ .

> «In order to raise it above history; the nation is given -

The theory of race, specially credted, it seems, for a -

pretentious self-educated imdividual who seeks for a
universal: kéy, to all the secrets of life, appears parti-

cularly melancholy in the light of the- history of 1deas.

lu. order to credte the religion of the genuine ‘German
blood, Mitler was obliged to borrow at second hand the
ideas of racialism-from a ¥renchman; Count Gobineau,
a diplomat and a literary dilettante. . Hitler found the
political methodology " ready-inade. in Italy. Mussolini
utilized widely the Mgrxist theory of the class struggle.

© Marxism itsell” is the fruit of union between German

philosuphy, French history and English' economics.” To
investigate retrospectively the genealogy of ideas, even

thosepuost reactionary and middlcheaded,” is to. leave not -

a trace of raciaglisw-standing. . . 7 s
. The imnieasurable thinness of National Socialist philo-
sophy did not, of course, - hinder the academic sciences
from entéring  Hitler’s. fairway, with all sails unfuried,
once his victory was sufficiently established: For the
majority. of the professional rabble' the "years of the
Weimar regime, were- periods of riot and alarm,
-Historians, economists, jurists and philosophers were lost

-in guesswork. as to” which of the contending criteria . of

" out in the ¢nd the master of the situation.

truth was real, that .is, which of the camps. would turn
G Lt 1 1 _The fascist
dictatorship eliminates-the doubts of the ¥austs and the

vacillations of the Hamlets of the university rostrums.. -

Coming out. of the twilight of parliamentary relativity,
knowledge- .once again enters into the kingdom of #bso-
lutes.
side the boundaries of Germany. )

. On the'plane of palitics; racialism is a vapid and bom-

- bastic variety of chauvinism in- alliance with phrenology.

As the .ruined .nobility sought solace in the gentility of
its blood, su the pauperised petty bourgeoisie befuddles

Einstein .has bheen obliged 'to pitch his' tent out-

itselt with. fairy tales concernmg the special snpériorities -

of its' race. Worthy of attention is the fact that the

.leaders- of National Socialism are not nutive Germans

but interlopers from Austria, like Hitler himself,: from

the former Baltic provinces of the Czai’s: empire, like

Rosenberg, and from colonisl countries, tike Hess, who

“him from the worker and the process-server,
~ tunately, the Third Reich ‘will-bestow

‘partwent-store in an obscure province.
“ find here—cheap inh price and, in quality still lower]

‘physivlogy of Nuationa

is" Hitler's- preseﬁt:‘alftéfﬁafe:f’or the p—arty leadership.

- A school of barbaric national pothering along the cultural

frontiers ‘was required in order to iustil into the “lead-
ers’’ those ideas which later found response im the bearts
of the most barbarous ‘classes in ‘Germany. )
Personality ‘and class—liberalism - and Marxism—are
evil,. The nation—is good, But at:the threshold of
private property this philisophy is turned inside out.
Salvation lies only.in personal private property. The
idea of national property is the spawn of Bolshevism.
Deifying the nation, the petty bourgecis does not want
to give it.anything. On the contrary, he expects the
nation to. endow him with property and to sufeguard

petty bourgeois except nmew taxes.
In the sphere of modern economy,

-nothing upon the
international, in its
appears as an interloper from a mediceval - graveyard.

The Nazis set out with concessions beforeband; .the
purity of race, which:must be certified in the kingdom

" of the spirit by a passport, must be .demounstrated in the
sphere of economy chiefly by efficiency. -Under vontem- .
‘porary . conditions

‘this means competitive capacity.
Through the back door’ racialism returns to economic

liberalism, freed fromi political liberties,

Natiopalism in economy practically coines down to im-

" potent, though savage outbursts of anti-Semitism, - The

Nazis abstract the usurious or banking capital frém the
modern econonic system because it is -of the spirit of

‘evil; and, ay is well known, it is precisely in ‘this sphere

that ~the Jewish bourgeoisie oceupies an -important

position. Bowing down before capitalism as a whole, the -

petty bourgeois declares war dgainst the evil- spirit. of

gain in ‘the guise of the Polish Jew in a long-skirted .

caftan and usually without & cént in his pocket’. 'The.

ority. . .

pogrom becomes the supreme evidence of racial super~. -

The programme with which National Mocialism came to.

power ‘reminds oue very mmich—alas--of a Jewish de-
What won't you

Recollections of the “happy'’ days of free competition,

arid hazy traditions of the stability® of class society;
hopes for the regenerativu of. the coloniul empire, and .

dreams of a shut-in cconeiny; phrases about a.reversion

from Roman- law back to the Germanic, and pleas for

an’ American moratoriwm; an envious  hostility to in- -

" equality in the person of a proprietor in an automobile,

and animal fear of equality i the. person of a worker
in'a.cap and without a collar; the frenzy of nationalisny.
and the fear of world creditors.” \All the refuse of ihiter- -
national political thought has gone to fill np the spiritual
treasury of the neo-Germanic Messinnism, K
Fascism hax opened ‘up the depths of “society for .
politics; Today, not only il peasant homies but-also in
the city skyscrapers-there lives alongside of the twenti-. .
eth -century the tenth or the thirteentl:. [

_ y f darkness, ignorance and
savagery! Despair has raised them to their feet, fasc-
ism has given them-the banner. Everything.that should
have heén eliminated from the national organism in the

course of the nunhindered development of society ¢omes =

out’ today gushing from the throat;. capitalist society is
puking up the ‘uudligested barbarism. Such is ‘the
Socialism, T s

FASCISM, SERVANT OF MONOPOLY GAPITALISM

German £ascis1n; like the Ttalian, raised itself to power
- on the backs of the petty bourgeoisie which it turped

Unfor- "~

h - _ - hundred |

--million - people use "electricity and ‘still beliove in the -
magic power of sigus and exorcisins.  What inexhaust- -~

. 1ible. reserves they possess U] ’
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institutions of democracy.
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into a bhattering ram against the working class and the
But fascism in power is least
of all the rule of the petty bourgeoisie. On the contrary,
it is a most ruthless dictatorship of monopolist capital.
Mussoliii is right: the intermediate classes are incapable
of independent policies. uring periods of great crisis
they are called upon to reduce to absurdity, the polcies
of one of the two basic classes. Fascism succeeded in
placing theni in the service of capital.
state control of trusts and the elimination of unearne
income were thrown overboard immediately upon. the
sssumption of .power. On the contrary, the particularism
of German “lands’’ leaning upon the peculiarities of the

petty bourgeoisie cleared the place for the capitalist-

pofice centralism. . Every success of the internal and

-

Such slogans as _ P ,OF T
d | time to take on a clear and distinctive character.

toreign’ policies of National Socialispt will inevitably mean -

the further crushing of small capital by the large.
'The programme of petty-bourgeois illusions is not
discarded; it is simply  torn away from reality, and it
dissolves 1 ritualistic acts. The unification of all classes
reduces itself to semi-symbolic compulsory labour and
to the confiscation of the labour holiday of May first fox
the ‘‘benefit of the people.”

: révenge for.the yoke of the world market . The depend-

“ gnee- wpon the international bankers, Jews among their

© amber, is mot -eased an iota, wherefore it-is forbidden
.0 ‘glalighter animals according to the Talmudic ritual.

- If'the road to hell is paved with good intentions, then

‘the -avenues of the Third Reich are paved with symbols.

" Hitler's government wille fall tomorrow, if not teday,.

_programme,

" Reducing the program-of petty-bourgeois illusions.to
a naked bureaucratic’ masquerade, National Socialism
raises itself over the nation as the purest form of imper-
jalism. Absolutely false are hopes to the effect that

a victim of its internal insolvency. The Nazis required
the programme in order.to assume the power; but power
serves Hitler not at- all for the purpose of fulfilling the.
His tasks are assigned him by monopolist
capital.- [The compulsory concentration of all forces and

" . regources’ of the people in the interests of imperialism—

The preservation of the
Gothi¢ script in counterpoise to the Latin is a symbolic

“April, 1943,

the true historic mission of the fascist dictatorship—
means the preparation for war, and this task, in its
turn, brocks no internal resistance and leads to further
mechanical concentration of .power. Fascism cannot be
reformed or retiréd from service. [t can only be over-
thrown. The political orbit of the regime leans upon the
alternative, war or revolution. o -
The_first anniversary of the Nazi dictatorship is ap- -
proaching. All the tendencies of the regime: have %%d
e
“‘socialist’’ revolution. pictured by the petty-bourgeois
magsses as a necessary supplement to the national revolu-

" tion is officially liquidated and condemned. The brothér-
‘hood of classes found its culmination in the fact that
on a day especially appointed by the government :the .-~

haves renounced the hors d’eeuvre and dessert in favour
of the have-nots.
is reduced to the cutting of semi-starvation doles in two.
The rest is the task of uniformed statistics. Planned
autarchy is simply a new stage of economic disinte-
gration. . oo :
The more impotent the police’ regime of the Nazis is
in the field of national econemy, the more it is forced

" to transfer its cfforts to the field of foreign politics. "This

. vorresponds fully to the inner dynamiecs of

explosive force of nationalism?

German
capitalism, aggressivg through and through. The sudden
turn of the Nazi leaders to peaceful declarations could
deceive only utter simpletons. What other method re- .
mains at Hitler's disposal but to transfer the respon-’

sibility for interpal distresses to external enemies and to

accumulate under the press of the dictatorship the -
This part of the pro-
gramme, outlined openly even prior to the Nazis’ as-
snmption of power, 1s now being fulfilled with iron.logic *
before the eyes of the world. The date of ‘the new
Europegn catastrophe will be determined by the time
necessary for the arming of Germany. It is not a ques-

- tiofi of months, but neither is it a question of decades.

It will be but a few years hefore Europe is again plunged
into a war, unless Hitler is forestalled ih time by the
inner forces of Germany. ’

- . . -

.The Post-War Strategy of -i

 Food e ams

The appointment of Herbert Lehman as Director of

Forcign Relief and Rehabilitation is an important indi-

_eation that the capitalist class of America is Prepa.ring

for the *‘peace”” that will follow the warf . .
The more far-seeing capitalists know what is coming.

. They know that the peoples of the world will present to

“the ‘post-war period.

them a demand for an accounting for the dead, the
crippled, blinded and shell-shocked, for the widowed and
fatherless, for the dwarfed children and blighted indiv-

iduals, for the discase, hiinger and cold, for the national -

oppression and degradation and anti-Semitism, for the
political autocracy, for the cultnral decline, for the dis-
appointed hopes and broken promises which result from

the war.

This demand will take the form of a series of social
revolutions 'in the last period of the war as well as in
The very existence of the capital-
ists as a class will be at stake. The ‘“‘peace” will be an
intense war of the classes. :

1

A basic weapon of the capitalists in their struggle for
life as a social class will be the control of food. Amer-
ican—and- to a degrée British-—capitalists will brandish
this_weapon. over Europe, Asia and Africa. The fam-
ished and starved revolutionary’ masses, the capitalists
hope, are to be brought to tReir knees by the weapon
of food. o : -

They will also attempt to use food to secure from the
governing regime of she U.S.8.R. ever greater ecounomic

‘and political concessions aiming at the eventual restor-

ation of capitalism in the Soviet; Union. The U.8.8.13.
is considered by thc imperialists to be in the category

of ‘““unfinished business.”’

That*is the essential meani(lg of the naming of Lehman
to his new post: Following the appointment; the -““New

York Times’’ declared on Nov. 28, 1942: o
“Food will be a tnighty weapon and a powerful per-
suader in that crucial period between war and peace
- wheén the future of the world will be decided. :

The struggle against unemployment
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e food will decide many questions in the arm-
istice pertod; it will be & potent adjunct to- the dip-
lomacy of peace. “We are highting with arms to make

" the world iree, bat when the arms are laid down, for a-

time at least, we shall have to fight with food to
make it safe.”” =

THE FOOD CRISIS IN EUROPE TBbAY

‘Both the scope and depth of the food problem in
Karope 1s uch greater than during the Jast period of
the First World War and the post-war period. Coun-
tyies which thén did not reguire foreign food and were
able to help .in the feeding ol the war-ravaged regions—
the Netherlands, Norway, Spain, Italy, northern Afriga,
- France—are now in extrene need of tood.  The vountries
which knew huuger during the last war are this time
suttering evén greater famine. :

The gonsul General of the Netherlands stated on
December 10 that insufficient nourishment was expressed
in’ the mounting death rate in that country. Much of
the increase in fatalitles from contagious disease is the
result of. the ramipant hunger, deriving from deficiencies
of vitamins A and C. - - : :

On the same day, the Norwegian Consul General
declared -that the situation. in Norway was becoming
“worse and worse from month to month, and that this
winter will certainly he critical.”! ) . .

According “to the Belgian Consul General the diet
deficiency of the adult population in Belgium is esti-
mated at not, less than 60 per cent—in other words the
adults are getting only about 40 per cent of the food
they. require for healthy life. The average American
consumes about 20 pounds of meat and combined fats
menthly. The average adult in Belgium gets two pounds.
The prevalence vi tuberculosis has increased among
children by 30 per cent, as has rickets, and the cases of

swelling of feet and limbs from starvation are clogging

up the hospitals, Child mortality in the .industrial

- centres-has dgubled. ) :
-7 If this is the situation in these relatively favoured

coutttries; the condition of the masses.in eastern Europe
must be many times more horrible. The state of starv-
ation in Greece Ix Wwell known. By 1941, indusbriai

France had suffered a cut of between one-third and one-

hall its-cousuliption of bread, and two-thirds in sugars,
- meats and lat. Now the conditions have worsened.
ltaly, Germany’s ally, is only in a slightly, if at all,
better condition than ‘Hitler’s -fallen foes. - Germany
itselt, the best fed of continental European lands, hovers
close- to.the hunger level, and will undoubtedly-sink into
conditions like those in the rest of Europe before the
end of the war. ! -
And to the list of countries in FEurope which will

- require food from abroad must be added northern Africa,

Asia Minor, Japan, Indi and China. o }
As manpower is further drained from agriculture and

" as the remaining draft animals are harnessed to cannon
- instead of ploughs, as the farm implements become out-
~‘worn and caunot be replaced; as all the chemicals are

diverted from enriching the soil to the manufacture of
explosives, as planting and harvesting become less effec-
tive, as the cattle, hogs and sheep dependent on im-
ported grasscs and grains are slaughtered, as the fishing
cralt are driven from the sca and the fishermen forced

into the arwies and navies, as the railroads collapse -

-and the roads are demolished, as the monetary systems
break down-"as the war continues-—the hunger will be-

come. ever more intense and far reaching. . )
The last days of the war will be days net only of
hunger but of revolution. As Herbert Hoover wrote in
the November 28 -““Colliers’”: : S
“A starving. world: must be fed after this war ends

"newly founded Soviet Ropublic.

W. 1 # - | s

. . . Eyen if it had not been promised, we would have
to do it if we want to make a lastitig peace instead of

fasting anarchy . . . o .

“There are more Horsemen that: follow modern war
than at the time the Apocalypse wus . written. In
modern total war, Famine and Pestilence are accom-

‘panted by four new recruits whose nanles are Revolu-

tion, “Unemployment, Suspicion and Hate.”

On July 23, 1942, Cordell Hull warned that “In some
coutitties confusion and chaos will follow the cessation
of hostilities.”’ - - :

“I' found worry and doubt. in the hearts and minds
of the peoples behind those fronts. They were search-

© img {or a comunon purpose . . . -

“Europe in- 1917 was probably in wnuch the same:
mood. It is an inevitable corollary of blood and war-
weariness. Then, in 1917, Lenin gave the world ‘one
set of answers.” : -

In proceeding to use food as a weaponr of counter-
revolubion, the American capitalists have a rich experi-
ence to draw upon. They did it once hefore on a grand
scale when, following the last war, and as 'a matter of

fact bringing the war to an end, a series of revolutions . -

swept through Kurope. : :

" Hoover was then head of the American Relief Admin-
istration and ‘the: Kuropean Children’s Relief Find, a
post similar to that which has just been filled by Lehman,

FOOD AND COUNTER-REVOLUTION, 1919-1922
A few weeks after the signing of the armistice, Wood-
row Wilson requested of Congress $100,000,00¢ for
European reliéf purposes’ He said in this message of
February 24, 1919: ' c .
" “Food reliel is now the key to the whole Ruaropean
-situation and to the solution of peace. Bolshevism is °
~ steadily advancing westward. is poisoning Germany.
It cannot be stopped by force, but it can be stopped
by food, and all the (Allied) leaders with whom I am
in conference agree that concerted action in this matter -
- is of immediate and vital importance. C .
“The money will uot be spent for food ®r Germany -
itself, because Germany can buy its foad, but it will
be spent for financing the movement of our real frionds -
in Poland and to the people of the liberated units of
Austro-TTongarian Empire and to our associtites in the
Balkans. ' : .
“I-do not see how we can find definite’ powers ‘with |
- whow to conclude peace unless this means of stemining
the tide of anarchism be employved.' . -
While Wilson was claiming that Bolshevism. could not
be stopped by foree, he was using force .against the .
At the moment of his
message, -there were on Russian soil, in active struggle
against the revolution, -American and British troops in
Murmansk; American and Japanese soldiers at Viadi-
vostok; Czechoslovaks in easter Siberia; French naval
forces at Odessa, all ‘in ‘active co-operation with White
Guard Russian forces: The Allies were nlso sabsidising
the Russian White Guards and the countries bhordering

" Soviet Russia in tbeir wars nguinst the Soviet regime.

These White Guards were to Wilson “our real friends

m Poland” and ‘‘our associates in the Balkuns.” '
Vernon Kellogg, close colluborator of Hoover in the

relief work in Europe, says i his “‘Herbert Hoover, The -

Min and’His Work’ (1920), which he describes in the - .

preface as the bhook of an admiring “friond”’: ~ . | . .
“It is from my persoual knowledge of his achieve-
ments in this extraordinary. position during the first

cight months after the Armistice that I have declared-- .~

ty belief earlier in this account that. it is. owing more
to Hoover and his work thun to any other single in-
fluence ‘that utter. anarchy and chaos and eomplete -




" Bolskievik domination in Basterh Furope (west of -

- *Russia) was averted.” - (Page 267.)
" “Somebody had.to do something that counted. So
‘Hoover did it. }t was not only lives that had to be
. saved; it was nations. It was not.only starvation that
had to be fought . . . it was Bolshevism.” (Page 276.)
And Hoover himself, in his recent article in “Colliers”

* .7 of Nov. 28, 1942, summarises his work following the last

war thus:

““Qur major purposé was to save hundreds of millions

of lives. - But food and restored employment were thé
foundations upon which order could be preserved and
‘the complétion of peace made possible. Moreover, we
sought to sustain- the feeble plants of democracy which
--had sprung up in all these countries.””’

- Democracy for Hoover meant the regime of “Butcher” - -

Mannerheim in~ Finland, Padérewski and Pilsudski .in
Poland, Wrangel, Denikin and other White Guards in
Russia, and Horthy in ‘Hungary. . )
A clear example of the role of the relief administration
is the counter-revolution in Hungary. Following the
collapsé of -Austria-Hungary and the signing of the
armistice a left liberal governmént under Count Karolyi
eams to power in-Hungary. Howevér, the economic and
political conditions in Hungary had reached a state of
extreme tension. Hungary was hlockaded by the Allies.
ood' was scarce as-were raw. materials and fuel. - The
Jugoslav, " Rumanian and Czechoslovak governments,
puppets of the Allies, were chopping pieces off Hungary,
encouraged by the Allied Council in Paris. Within the
country the Republican army was' going over to the
Communists. The workers were becoming steadily more
radical. On March 24-the Karolyi government péacefully
" stepped aside and a Soviet government was established
uncfer the control.of the Socialist Party of Hungary,

which ' represented a newl%eformod- united organisation -

of Communists and Social Democrats,! :

This Soviet Republic lived:four and a half months. '

a7 . C. C. Gregory was one of the key figures in the events
which -led to the crushing of the Hungarian soviets.
. Let us allgw Herbert Hoover’s friend, Vernon Kelogg,
to introduce this person: ' _ .
“One of Hoover's rules was that foed could only go
into regions where it. could he safeguarded and: con-
+ trolled. That counted against Bolshevism.
. Bela Eun (head of the Soviet fegime in Hungary) was
able to play a winning game in Hungary against the
“Peace Conferénce and Supreme Council (of the Allies)
at Parig, but_he.swas outplayed by softspoken, square-
jawed Captain® ‘Tommy’ Gregory,” Hooger’s. general
. director for Seuth East Europe.” = (Page.277.)

 In “World’s Work’* of June 1921, Gregory wrote an
article entitled “‘Overthrowing a Red TRegime.” He

* described the eventis frankly emough: ST
- “Tt was.apparent to all in touch with the situation,
whether .in Paris -and London, ‘or in the eapitals-of

south-eastern Furope, thdat the salvation of -central:

Europe depended, in the early summer of 1919, on the
immediate ousting of Bela Kun from his .position as
" Bolshevist dictator in Hungary.”! - . ‘ :
. “The obvious method was to cmploy force . .
Marshal -Foeh was summoned for conference, he

" army of 250,000 men, completely eguipped and pre-
pared for a vigorous campaign. This ‘programme
, gtaggered Paris .. . " - ‘ _

e bt -

-1 Far the sake: of agoiding any misunderstinding’ it muyst be

atated*that in spite of the unity and their assumption ‘of posi-
- tions of leadership in the Soviet Republic—to which they were
' forced by - the. upsurge of the masses—the Socisl Democrats
remajned Social Democrats while the Comiunists were led by a
‘group of careerists headed by Bela Kun and J. Pogany who
. arov‘ed completely incompetent and whe later became part of the

talinist bureaucracy. i RN T

N

WL N

Shrewd :

: said -
-that this. could be done, but that it would take an

Apeti, d84d.

The “use of direct force was raled out. ~ Other methods
had to be devised. Gregory, in Vieuna, came, into contact
with a General Boehm, representative in. Austria of the
‘Hungarian Soviet Government. Boehm, Gregory thought,:
‘“‘was the key to.the situation.”’ He thereupon went
work on Boehm's ‘“‘egotism, ambition and nerve.'” .

- Boehm proved amenable to Gregory’s proposal that he

" should take steps to lead a counter-revolutionary. move-

ment. In answer to a mumber of guestions he"put he - -
was told that:’ : : S e
““Paris would undoubtedly recognise and support any -
government, representative of all classes, on which the -
whole péople of Hungary eould agree; on the sécond
(guesfion he was told) that he¢ undoubtedly knew of
men who wielded really powerful influences in Hungary
and who would undeubtedly:fall in with any plan for
the: unhorsing of Bela Kun,  were it sufficiently well
" conceived and organised to have a reasonable .chance -
of success. He instantly named Agoston and Haub-
richt, two of the most powerful of the labour repre-
sentatives in the' Kun government . . . They were sent
for and came secretly tp Vienna.”’ - : S

Gregory, together with Sir Thomas Cunningham: of-
the British miktary commission and the Italian diplo-
matic Social Democratic leaders and they all
* vagreed' at once that the next step must be.the fram-

ing of a pronouncement of principle o which the Allied

governments could stand in giving their. meral support’
.. to the anti-Kun movement e
““‘The declaration, almost- immediately suggested to
Paris, through Mr. Hoover, contained” the - following
-points: ) b - :
1. "The assumption of dictatorship in which complete
pawers of government were to be vested. Names to-be’

discussed: Haubricht, Agoston, Glarami, and-Boehm.
<2 . Dismissal of the communistic Kun government,

with a repudiation of Bolshevism and a complete ces-

sation of Bolshevist propaganda. - LT

‘3, Dictatorship to bridge over period until form-
atiop ‘of a government represeuntdtive of all classes: '’

“4,.Immediate -cessation of all terroristic acts, con-

- fiscation and seizures. ' o -

5. Raising of blockade and immeédiate steps to be
taker' by Entente to supply Hungary with food and
-coalf and to assist in opening up the Danube. .~ :

“g. Tinmediate calling of an Entente advisory. body.

“7..No politi¢al persecutions.- . : :

“8, Ultimate determination respecting socialisation-
of permanent government.

“Tt must be kept clearly in rﬁin&, that aside from -

Boehm, who was a mere tool, the real conspiracy we
had set afoot. was one dominated by the labour-demo-
cratic interests in Hungary . . - Without this strong
and. -active body of men, and without the leadership
of the thrce named, Boehm, or any other military. or’
monarchist: conspirator would have been -helpless as
a schoolboy. . The plot hinged on the labour element . .

“J wired the eight points to Hoover the moment they - B

were drawn up and now Cunningham -and- Borghési
communicated them to thei® respective governments.”
The French goverment was also notified. Grégory goes
on: - : i
There is no doubt that Mr. Hoover was the prin-
cipal -agency responsible for the prompt return we
received’’ (at the hands of the supreme Allied
~Council). ‘“The Supreme Council, emphatic in the
statement that the programme for Hungary was. a
-general rather than a specific one, signed and issued
it. Boehm and his associates . . .. began to crystailise
their, plans.”’ : ' )

Among the. programmatic points was one promising the-

 lifting of ‘the blockade and the supplying of food to'
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" but the first stage on the downslope of reaction.

ungary..
k ound, himself in a difficulty:

“The work for which our (Relief) Mission 'wéq
created wae almost finished and by irrevocable stipu-

However, Gregory, just at ‘this key point

Wj,}l‘.‘-!‘;

lation. we were to wind up our activities, close our ’

offices, discharge our staffs, and leave central Europe
on- August' 1. It was mow July, 28th. Hoover.had
wired me that our funds were used up and that no
- more was forthcoming. There was fpod in Trieste
helonging 'to private packers, as well as supplies of
/wheat -and maize in the Banat that were available, but
-1 had. no money with which to purchase these com-
modities and there was no source from which T ceuld
obtain any. . Save one. :

. *"Pwo or three times the assistant Bolshevik food
- administtjtor of Hungary, a shrewd and clever man,
had-come to me:secretly in Vienna, representing Bela

. Kun, and begzed e to sell him supplies.. T had re-

fused him ahsolutely for there was a blockade on Red

Hungary. ‘I had told him from the first that we would
. have no dealings of any nature with Bolshevism, and
that he was wasting time- asking me. Through- this

source 1 saw the possihility of effecting a coup that -
would help terminate our mission in central Europe’

- with . complete- success. . ,
“The food minister had no. more knowledge than had

Bela Kun that a mine was being-laid wnder Bolshevism: ~
. w.s . Within forty-eight hours of the time that the

" finale (the overthrow of Kun) was to be attempted
in Budapest I sent for him and told him that it was
possible: that T might reconsider my former decision as
to selling him féod for the Hungarian people.
 {He almost criéd with joy. But I checked him. .’

‘ “There is pne difficulty in the way,” I said. ‘I

., cannot,send ¥

money.” . . .

“ “You can have. your choice,” he said. ‘The Bol-
sheviki have taken,charge of the banks in Hungary,
and I*have millions of cronin, francs, marks, pounds—

3 o

I have even American dollars.! . . .

4 : a _grain of wheat nor an ounce of fat_
until it is, paid for in cold caslt. Have you any real

“About three o'clock the next afternoon two rhen -

accompanied by the perspiring Hungarian minister

- cloth.
‘British ,and Turkish, French francs, Italian hire, to

‘- entered . carrying a- clothes basket, 'covered with a .
For two hours my assistant checked -pounds

say nothing of marks and crowns, and with the whole -

. topped with $90,000 in crisp one-thousand -dollar bills
. of the.vintage of Uncle Sam. That night they rested
in.our name 1n the Vienna Bank Verein. A trade had

. been closed with the packers’ agents and three train

loads of fats ordered toc he made ready for immediate

shipment to Budapest on receipt of a wire from -me.” -

That afternoon the Bela Kun régime was overthrown.

At 10 o’clock next. morning -

“supply. trains, loaded to the guards, and coming from
every direction began to roll into Hungary.”
Howsver, the overthrow of the Bela Kun regime %‘vgs
e
government of yellow Socialists lasted a few days and was
overthrown by the Rumanian soldiers—armed and sup-
plied by the Allies—who placed a Hapsbur
throne.
_which ‘didn’t want 'a Hapsburg in power, preferring
another variety of reactionary.
" At this point_Gregory’s marrative ends.. We know
what followed. Hapsburg was followed in a short period
by the Hungarian White Guards and reactionaries headed
by Horthy who camg into power and have remained there
through pitiless terror and extermination of every in-

* dividual who raises a voice against the brutal dictator-

ship.  Horthy ‘and the White Guards were encouraged

on the .
He ' was removed by the Allied Council of Paris .

%

and aided by the Allies while workers’ and peasants’ -
Hungary-was starved into submission. = .. .
Everything falls into_a logical place-in: this. account:
the use-of a food and médicine blockade against a: revolu-
ion while helping the counter-revolutionary preparations; -
the use by the capitalists of the only force w ich could
_dislodge the workers, the yellow Social Democratic kad- -
_ers; tﬁen ‘the curt dismissal of the Jatter by the reaction-
aries after having served their purpose. The timing is -
varied, but basically the sequence is much the samd In. ~
the entire post-World War I history of Europe.

HOOVER'S COUNTER-REVOLUTION IN FINLAND
Following - the Russian revolution of November 1917,

 a similar revolution took place in ¥inland. The Fingish = =

workers and pepsants. found arrayed against. themselves-

both the Finnish bourgeoisie under Genersl Mannerheim - '

and. German regiments under. General von &er- Goltz
The combination was ‘able to defeat the Finnish Soviet
regime and a period of white terror began’duting which
Mannerheim, supported by German imperislist bayofiets
slaughtered 15,000 workers. and sants. while 15,000
more died in prisons where a total of 150,000 were held:

As 2 resilt of these exploits Mannerheim earned -the
soubriguet of ‘‘Butcher.”” But he could not have muc-
ceeded without the aid of Hoover's “relief orgamisation: -
The division of labour is interesting. The Germans aid
Mannerheim against the masses. Then .this obviously
‘German agent is helped, following the -armistice
_ American Relief Administration. . In the ‘Saturday
- Evening Post’’ of April 30; 1921, Hoover relates: - . .
“The case of Finland as related to me not long ago

by the Finnish minister will llustrate the final import-
ance of all these (relief) measures—not- child  relief
alone.  He declared that the ‘American Relief Admtin- -
istration in the. winter of 1918-19, and to. & lesner

extent in the winter of 1919-20, not only enabled- the

Finnish goverument to survive but laid - the - found<
ations for national stability. Its results.so upheld the
arms of the forces of order that the country has-heen

able to overcome the mengoe of Bolshevism at its own . .-

door !’ .
-The “New York Times” on Dec. 22, 1918,  carried the
" following " dispatch:. T e e
" “Washin Dec. 22.—Official annouricement - was
_made tonight tﬁrough the War Trade Board that Fin-..
‘Iand had apparently been able ‘to overthrow German
ritle (1) 'since the signing of the armistice; dnd set
a popular government and that large shipments:of foo
had been authorised-to help the suﬂ‘eri:}"g pulation.
This aetion,: which had been recommende ’Ey? Herbert
Hoover, Food Administrator, has been approved by the
Allied nations.” =~ e LS . )
“The statement alio is made that this government

is prepared to extend material hélp to -all parts- of '

Russia, which succeeded in driving out the Belsheviki -
and the German agents. It is understood: that one
problem .which President Wilson. and Herbert Hoover -
took up with the Allied nations was the importance
of such action at the earliest date possible and the

tonnage needed - for Russitin: aid will ‘be supplie® as .

rapidly as required, despite other claims. here,
“The announcement concerning Finland is taken here -
as an indication that this government in concert with
the Allies is hopeful soon of extending the Russian
relief programme which includes the ‘shipment -of
200,000 tons of food, clothing; agricultural 'supplies and
railroad equipment in.the next three months to follow
the armies of ocecupation. . . . . BT
“This plan: of extending aid gradually to.many parts
of Russia will be- carried out as rapidly as possible
;pending a decision on the question of jncreasing the ° -

‘armies of ‘occupation.’’

by the - R



Pilsudski.
armies were. fod By the A.R.A. and the other,relief

Toward Séviet Russia, thus, the policy of the Allies
was one of armed intervention, and stringemt - blockade
of the Bolsheviks the = ‘‘cordon sanitaire’’—through
which the Bolsheviks could not buy, much less receive
as velief either food, medicine or machinery while A.R.A.
relief was supplementing Allied. nrms and funds furn-
ished to.the White Guards and the vakious border states.
This policy lasted for four years until it -became clear
that the Soviets of Russia were firmly established in

wer. ' )

ImThe first Allied efforts to crush Soviet Russia took the
form of the direct employment of armies”of intervention:
American, British, Canadian, Czechoslovak and Japanese.

_ This method, however, . had to be abandoned. American

troops mutinied; the Canadian government, acting under
popular pressure, demanded tkat Canadian troops be
withdrawn;
the French Black Sea fleet. sailors mutinied, and revelt

‘swept - thgough ‘the British Army of Occupation and

aroused the English civilian population. English regi-
ments destined to Russia refused to embark. Tlovd
(George, Prime Minister of ~Great Britain, informed
Clemenceéau that if the efforts to send Allied troops
against Russia were continued, “soviets would be set
up in London and Paris.” = )

Following the first fiasco the Allied entered upon a
slightly different cotrse: instead of direct intervention
ists in their war against Soviet Russia and deliberately
Sy osareged  imperialist adventures by the. mew states
hordering on Soviet Russia, especially Poland.

Prominent among the armies of attempted restoration
of . eapitalism’ were those led by the mercenaries and
Czarists, Mannerheim, Semenoff, von der Goliz,? Kol-
chak, Denikin,. Yudenitch, Wrangel, Rodzianko and
The population in ‘the territories of these

organisations, thus relieving these White Guards of that
expense. . ; o

To No. 8, Series 2 of the “American Relief Adminis-
tration Bulletin'’ we find: g .

“The American Relief Administration’s work in the
liberated ‘regions of Russia has followed -closely the
fortunes and mishaps of the forces arraved against
Bolshevisim. From the beginning of the relief in April

1919, its field of operation has enlarged or contracted
as Rodzianko’s and Yudenitch’s men advanced or
retreated. . . . : i o

“The work of feeding Pskoff came to an end on the
26th of August with the capture of that city by Soviet
troops. Part of the district remained in the possession
of the Whites and there the work was carried on as
before. ’ . '

“There was little change during September until the
offensive against - Petrograd (by Yudenitch) began,

" September the 28th saw the White troops under way
in the direction of Tmga and the A.R.A. European

the Czechoslovaks fought half-heartedly;.

thev armed, financed and fed White Guard restoration-.

wWELN o

Children’s Fund following the army and feeding the

children of the districts newly liherated. .
“On the 15th of QOctober, General Yudenitch an-
nounced that Petrograd wonld fall within three days.

on the 16th. Krasnoe Selo was captured and the

A R.A. minlediately organised kitchens therc.”’
Petrograd was not taken, and Yudenitch fled in a rout,

"A.R.A. kitchens and all.

Hooever’'s continued snpport of the Whites and tho

political motivation behind it was indicated in the April

30, 1921 “Saturday Evening Post”’. In the course of the
interview he declared: .

“The Russian refugees present a dilemma for which
there is no solution as far as [ can see until the Bol-
shevik government falls. In addition to more than two
bondred thousand Russian children there are eight

“hundred thousand adults-—the Intelligentsia-—seattered
all the way from Helsingfors to Constantinople,  If
these men and women are not kept alive there- will be
no nucleus out of which to build the future Russia.”

FEEDING CHILDREN IN. WHITE TERRITORY

‘TFeeding children has an appealing humanitarian ring
to it. It is indeed a callonsed person that will resist
such a plea. Approximately $90,000,000 was-raised. in
thie United States for tho starving children of Europe.

While 86 per cent of the Hoover Children’s Relief Fund

was being spent in DPoland to feed the  children, the

Polish “Repnblic”’ found ample funds to carry on a war
. against the Soviets on a 1,600-mile front, which was able
" to slash 200 miles into Russian territory with 700,000 men

wnder Polish arms. Pilsudski received hurdreds of ‘mil-
Lions of dollars from the Allies in this war, besides the
relief funds. Soviet Russia, to repeat, far from receiving
arms, was denied .the right to even buy either food to
feed the starving or medicine for the sick.

Yollowing the collapse of the Polish forces in August

1920 and the driving of Wrangel out of the Crimea; it

was apparent that the Soviets” were firmly entrenched.
However, the blockade and the armed attacks were hav-
ing a terrible effect on Soviet Russia, bled white by
three and a half vears' ‘previons participation in the im-.
perialist war. Amnother and even worse famine was in
prospeet for the coming year. With the lifting of the

blockade and the recognition of the Soviets by various -
countries, the mord sincere relief organisations started
to come to the aid of the famine-stricken regions of

Soviet’ Russia. Among these organisations were the
f'riends Committee, the Nansen organisation, the Jewish

- Joint Distribution organisation, the Friends of Soviet

Russia. Popular outery agnainst Hoover’s policy was
strong. It was only at this point—July 23, 1921, after
four vears of effort to starve the Soviet masses into
submission—that Hoover's organisations grudgingly
agreed to aid in the feeding of Soviet. children in the
famine zones.® - o v

The use of ‘‘philanthropy’’ now will not be substan-
tiatly different than it was in 1918-22. ILehman will
duplicate the. role of Hogver. The. only difference be-
tween World War T and World War II is that the latter
conflict takes place when the social system is 25 years
older and therefore more degenerated. This degeneration
expresses itself in all fitlds: economically, in the stag-
nation of world eapitalism as exemplified in the post-war
depressions; politically, in the rise of fascism. Food was
used in the last war ostensibly to insure the ‘‘safety of
the new-born democracies.”

capitalist demorracy would be foo risky a political system
for Europe for the- Allied iniperialists. This time they

.2 Von der Goltz was a German genera] stationed by the Kaiser
in the small Baltic states between Polund and Soviet Rusaia.
His role in Finland has been noted. Bo great was the Allied fear
of Bolshevism that the armistice terms stipulated that the Ger--
man forces nnder his command remain in this region as a safe-
guard against w socialist revolutian. The Soviet regime set up
by the Letfish masses was orushed by this Cerman imperialist.
Tater he attempted various expeditions into Soviet. Russin.
- e .

3 Tn- the light of his feeding of Poland while she was con-
ducting a wat against Soviet Russia, Hoever's recent explana-
tion for his refusal to_aid the masses of Boviei Russiz 38 oh-
viously contradictory..In his “Colliers”” article of November 28,
1942, Hoover says: ‘“In the last wur, defeated Russia, with
roughly 140,000,000 people was famine stricken in certain areas,

‘e made an effort to furnish food but Russia refused relief
%e%n,use the Alliees stipulated she mmust stop fighting her neigh-

ONTa. i
were able to assist her on n large scale.”” - '

Evidently no such co!}dlt-wmywaa put on Poland—nor Finland,
Rumania, - Czechoslovakia or Yugoslavia or the White Guards
as 2 preregnisite to -receive relief, Q uite the" contrary,. if they

were fighting a Soviet regime!

Apri, 1843, . -

c Long before the present .
. war ends this pretence is not seriously maintained. Even

Tt was. not until the renewed fumine in 1922 thiat we - '



April 1048,

are banking on out-and-out r'eactionaﬁes as instmmentﬁ’

" ‘of political centrol over the socislist masses. Thig is: the
meaning of the relations with Hapsburg, Darlan, Franco.

Tf World War T was fought under the slogan of ‘“‘Hang .

" the Kaiser,”’ the Second World War has alk the appear-
ances of being fought with the purpese of placing Kaisers
back on their thrones, as witness the American State

and - Military Departments’ close relations with Otto of .

Hapsburg, pretender to the Austrian -throne. .
,An editorial in the New Yark “‘Times’ of December 1
entitled ‘‘An Offer to Italy’’ says: . E
., .. we mugt tell the Italians, at least in broad
terms, ‘what, our conditions of peace must be. . . .
The Italians must depose Mussolini and his Fascist
organisation. . .. We must make it élear that as an
immediate consequence of peace, trgde between them
~and the United Nations will be restored, so that they
may receive the food and other supplies necessary for
the prompt rehabilitation of their country. . . . Clearly
the United Nations cannot make peace with the exist-
ing Fascist regime. Here again, however, a problem
would arise regarding the extent to which it is wise to
atiempt 1o impose from the outside a democratic
regime or a particular form of government on Italy.”’
The Allies are perfectly willing to make peace with
an anti-Axis non-democratic government, feed ‘it and
“support 1t. What the Allies are sceking is an Italian
prototype of Hapshurg or-Darlan: Maybe the Ttalian
King? or Crown Prince? or Qeneral Bagdolio? The
future will single out the candidate, but his political
phvsiognomy is clearly .delineated: reaction, the ahility
-to deal firmly with the aroused masses.

There are many more months of agony before the war
terminates. But as the end of the beginning becomes
the heginning of the end, the capitalists are preparing
politically and. organisationally to suppress the workers
and peasants.  Likewise must the workers begin to pre-
pare so that food will nunt be used to support counter-

- the war.

revolution and starve the revolutionars masses. Te
‘allow the capitalist governments to conirol the dispems
‘ation of relief can have terrible consequences.

Even the pro-war International Transport Workers
Tederation,.in the leading article of its bulletin of Jure-

. July 1942, warns that food will be used for reactionars

political .purposes. It concludes its article by declaring

‘that *“Only the Labour Movement could offer such a
. guarantee’’ against the use of food for reactionary

political aims, “In view of what happened from the end
of 1918 on there are ‘well-founded reasons for fearing
that when . the fichting ceases the generally prevalent
distress will onee again be exploited for political ends,””
the organ of the Transport Workers points out.
Considering the power of the transport workers, with

-affiliated- transport nnions in 35 countries..the article of
‘their bulletin is a welcome sign. :

Such a2 guarantee on the part of the labour movement
can be-made gaod in only twa ways. One, through the
establishment of workers’ and farmers’ governments in
Great Britain, “Canada, the Umnited States and other
countries with supplies of food. These socialist govern-
ments - would extend to revolutionary countries under
blockade the hand of class solidarity. However, in those
countries in which the workers have not succeeded in
establishing - governments of their class. the slogan of |
trade’ union . control of pnst-war relief can be a rallying
cry and a method of defeating reactionary purposes in
the distribfition of food and relief. »

The American capitalists are preparing to use food as
a means of making the ‘world safe. for capitalism after
They plan to.use it to “persuade” Europe,
Africaand Asia’s masses. They make their. calenlations
with the hope that the American masses will prove im-
mune to socialism. Ts this idea well founded? Not in
the least. The power of the awakened American workers.
may prove the fatal flaw in all the plans of American
and Allied capitalism. C

-

~ The National Quc‘stion—é f"
"Three Theses

. By A GROUP OF EUROPEAN COMRADES

EDITOR'S NOTE: Continuing the discussion on the .

national question in Europe, we publish in this issue the

theses submitted by a group of European comrades and -

- an answer by Felix Morrow.
3 . . -
: I

Tt i3 as ‘clear in the third year of the new World
War as it .was at its beginning that this is a war of
long duration, a war that has no prospect of being
decided- by means of miilitary power and thus reach its
“natural’ end. In ever increasing tempo it has changed
_the economic, political and soeial. face of the earth; it
has destroyed «dynasties and. nations, . enslaved peoples
and half-exterminated them, Poland, Norway, Denmark,
Holland, Belgium, France, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia,
Greece and a large part of Russia have one after another
- been conquered and occupied - by the: German armies.
Austrin, formerly incorporated, Italy, Hungary, Bul-
garia and Rumania are under German domination and

N

-a migration of peoples of colossal - extent.

control, while the rest of Europe (Sweden, Switzerland,
Finland and Turkey) is to a great extent under German
influence. In all these countries the regimentation of
buman life is’ making gigantic progress and changes
them to German prisons. The prisons, the new ghettos,
the forced .labour, the concentration and ‘even war-
prisoners camps are not only transitional political-
military establishments, they are just as much forms of
new economio exploitation which accompanies the devel- .

opment toward a modern slave state and is intended as .-

the permanent fate of a considerable percentage of man-
kind. * As always, the first victime of a system that has
become impossible are the “politically untrustwerthy’’,
Jews, foreipnérs, refugees, of whom the “published’’
number in France alone was admitted to be over 120,000
on August 20, 1941. This economic ruin is accompanted
by a callous destrucfion of human lives -and values and
“Resettle-
meénts,”” transfer of workers, etc., which- amount to
huridreds of thousands, follow the movemernt of armies -
of millions, The German fadio made known in the middlé




war,
" cess . follows Jaws of - compulsion and seeks to ‘break
- -thirough by force, where. i cannot shake off, the com-
‘. petition on the international scale,

o of Auéua_t 1941 that a country, such. as Belgium, had
‘already- supplied 200,000 workers to Germany.

All this 18 the result of a progess which began a fong
time ago and only increases in intensity in.the present
FKar from. being ‘“planned organisation,”’ this pre-

Before. as after, the
accumulation - of capital and unheard of riches on the

- one side ‘entails the accumulation of misery, suffering, :

Tnin, ‘destruction and-barbarism on the -ather sidé. The
world-wide economie erisis of 1929 cost already as much
‘as the First World War, but the technical rationalis-

“atior which followed it flowed into the greater erisis. of
' the new war ten years later;

: Confronted with the choiee
of lagging behind and seeing cannons, tanks and -air-

ships of tho deminant powers turned against them, -

German capitalism- erganised its own war machine and
beat down.the world competition with its cannons,. air-
ships. and * tanks. So mechanisation with progressing
capitalist: application lexds itself ad absurdum.
means’ of destruction. which are supposed - to- solge the

-erisis and lead to-a.solution, force production of further

means .of destruction and cause nnprecedented. economic

‘disproportions which subject the whole world. England
-and America answer German expansion with a rearming

which is to surpdss any previously known and again set

"'- ’hack the production of consumer ‘goads.

The English dominions, Latin America. and the re-.
.sources of India are drawn in-increasing measuré inte

the conduct of the war and thus, together with the

© deep-going changes in Asia and Africa, strengthen the”
. tendency which leads to ihe universal reduction in the

standard: of living of the niasses, to destruction, to. the

- preparation of greater disproportions. and greater crises.
~ Not only have the productive powers of mankind ceased
. growing, ‘not-omly have technical discoveries and-improve-- -
ments bronght about no- further -ircrease in- materiil

wealth, -bnt economy 'is retrogressing. Tn contrast to

- the use of complicated machinery, and in contrast to'the
concentration and over-development of an industry fit.

only for war purposes, there is compulsory labour, that

is, the mass use of manual labour which is cheaper than .
machine labour, the founding ‘and -extension -of small.

and middle-sized firms because of the shortage of con-

sumer goods; the restoration of handwork, the dissipation

and ruin ofi the monetary system. Uneven development

is recapitulated in the whole world and .along with it

agricultural production decreases.constantly.  Wherever
one looks, there are destruction, gangrene and anarchy

.in alarming degree which seal the catastrophe of culture.

which the war imposes.upon the nations, hate, rage and
despair are accumulated and unleashed at first -in the
countries conquered by Germany. The political situation

in these systematically exploited countries is characten-

ised above all by the destruction of workers® sand,non-
Step by step unions, political -
. and cultural societies of all kinds, religious organisations,
" etc. are wiped out according ‘to the: German pattern,
changed or in some way put upder direct fascist control.:’
With certain exceptions, where this process has not yet,

fascist bourgeois parties.

been fully completed, there is no longer an independent
traditional bourgois or proletarian political or workers’

movement, and in these countries (especially in Poland -
_and Czechoslovakia) even the ‘‘national”
.being riore and more crushed by such means as “arvan-

isation,” compulsory sales and diredt expulsion. All that

is left' of the old organised ‘‘movements’ are today |

.

WL M.

The

- . ations copmletoly unprepared dnd’

! : . L ] - national liberation.’’
As a result of the brutal suffering and terrific pressure

bourgeois is

Y )

A

* nothing but illegal eircles, which have little contiection

zwith each other and can in ne way act as.an entity.

. DUnder such circamstances protest against growing suffer-. ..
ing must find another outlet. In the face of unbearable = -

; Ap!'ﬂ.m

conditions, it - directs itself against the one visible and -

cofigistently .present enmemy..n the form of.the German
Congueror. As it is pushed to that limit which.is daily

" drawa_closer and closer hy- this eneny, it levels all and.. '
eveérything and takes a direction which. can be diescn}f)ed K
n a few .

- eountries (Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, in- part Poland,
ete.) 'this” drive "has crodsed thé .limit and has turned.

#s nothing but’'a ‘‘drive for national freedom.”

“into a real people’s movement, which also passes the

limit .of the ‘‘old’’ movements. In it participate all,

" classes and strata, froin workers; farm labourers, farm-
- @rs, .urban petty_ bourgeoisi¢ (tradesmen and artisans, -

that is, together “with the farmers, those classes, which
-in spite of their large numbers are remmants of pre-
capitalistic modes of. production) to officials, priests,
intellectuals and generals.. In other countries, .where
it has not reached the paint of mass resistance, - the

./ movement goes underground and finds respectiye expres-

_sion in individual acts of sabotage, arson, train wrecks,
accidents, assassinations, etc. But everywhere involved
- in protest movements; at the side of workers and peas-
- ants, -otc., -there are students, journalists, professors,
officers, priests, merchants.
distinction amongst the vietims of the German ‘repression.

. The longer the war lasts,- the more will German fascism

-appear as the main enemy to:the enslaved and exploited
peoples. Everything will be levelled to a desire for the
. overthrow of this enemy and, in fact,. it rust be recog-

i

nised that without it there can be no question of change - |

_in existing - conditions.

‘If in tho Furope dominated by Germany there is no
“longer an organised and active workers’' movement and
even the bourgeois organisations are out of the picture,

"~ there can also be no talk of the existence of real revolu-
tionary -organisations, insofar as théy are. understood as

And they -range without -

united structures; which, even if illegal, wounld be willing”

and capable. of influencing the development by means at
least of correct agitation and propaganda. ~What is left

of the revglutionary tendeney are individials and weak -

and uneven groups, which are more or.less correctly
oriented on the general evaluation of the.situation and

and failing to understand how.to formulate their con-
crete tasks.
for which every revolutionist, as every revolutionary
party, should have a fine sensitivity, met these organis-
~the order of the day which- can be called “struggle. for
It is no exaggeration to state that
revolutionary socialism .may- once
.and compromise itself, if 1t ‘continnes to face this strug-
gle any longer without taking part. The responsibility

lies with international socialism, to take up the demands -

-of .all oppressed—in no matter what form they APPear-—
to raise its voice loudly and clearly, mohilize its forces,
to enlighten the world on.the meaning . of .ovents, o
assist the national sections in word and deed, and to

lead them to the right path. There is no more burning -
problem in Fywope than the natienal liberation of nations

ain -miss -a chance .

. the-abstract principles; but living at the brink of events ’

The mood and initiativé .of the masses, -

passed ever them to -

enslaved by Germany, and its solution with the help.and-

- .through international soeialism 'is iinportant and indis-
- “pensable for threc reasons. o

. First, , these are- democratic - demands,

always and everywhere be supported and without tho
rezlisation of which socialisin .cannet win S
. Second,. ‘socialism cannot find the necessary allies-in .-
city and country-fol the accomplishment of the revoly-

“which must
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- itself. . .

“tion, cannot mobilise the ~masses for the final batile -
.and cannot. win .their ‘- sympathy if it hasn’t stepped
) the determined defender of. their demands -
-dnriTg— an entire period and thus won the leadership in
- battle. ° - : LT

.+ Third, enly revolutionary soecialism is in- the position
* to realise. the democratic programme and to give a goal .
‘and direction to the movement at land, without which

forward as

it-must sooner or later relapse and bury socialism under

Along with these general reasons which are applicaﬁ]e

_under-alt conditibns, there are sgpecific ones which arise .
_from’ the present situation. )
.. In Europe in order to be able to restore the tie

between _socialism, isolated because- of retrograde -devel-
opment, and the workers’ and mass njovement, 1t 1s

necessary %o build revolutionary parties and restore the -
" lahour movement.
and. cadre elements into- revolntionary. parties, it 18

But to change the existing cadres

necessary to hauve a more sympathetic niilieu whidh
allows them under illegality to test their forcés, to

B school themselves, to educate new forces, to gather the

- Socialist United States of Kurope.

most progressive elements -around it, to overcomé the

leveling, to introdnce the absolutely: essential differeri-
tiation and- to step forward as the vanguard of freedom.
The gulf, which up to the moment of reyelution exists
bétween on the one -hand the programme of. socialist
revolntion and the ripenoss of the abjective conditions,

and on the other hand the conscicusness of -the masses .
* and the immaturity of the proletariat and its vangnard,
- 15 today esperially wide.

This gunlif, the most. important
element of which js at present the inexperience of the

younger gencration, can be bridged only by a system of”

“‘transitional demands’’, but the world situation and the
peculiar conditions in Furope make such a system a
matter of life and death in the near future.

.However one views it, the transition from fascism to

\ sccialism remains a ufopia without an’ intermediate -
. gtage, which is  basically eguivalent to  a. democratic

revolution. . The advantage of tlie Kuropean sitnation

‘consists in- the fact that the masses arc heing forced
.on the path of national freedom and ‘that the struggle .

There is no difference between ‘us and the comrades af

- the ““Three Theses” as to the reality of the existence

. of national oppression in the occupied countries. There
is no difference between'us as to the fact that national:

© oppréssion now -exists in Burope on an unprecedented

scale, Tequiring of us an attentive and sensitive under-

standing of what -is new in the Furopean situation as.

well as what is. similar to the First World War.

‘Vur. differences centre around the relation between the
sloghn  of national- liberation and the slogan
We insist that these
two slogana’must go together, for otherwise the slogan

_of national liberation - degenerates into mere . bourgeois

nationalism in the service of one of the imperialist camps.

“On the, other hand the ‘‘Three Theses,” it is all. too
clear,” raise the slogan of national liberation independ-
. ently of the slogan of the Socialist United States of

Europe. - In discussions the authors of the ‘Three

. Theses’’ ‘have indicated that they consider national 1ib-

of the’
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- organisation and religion and the right to strike to the

right of self-determination of nations. It would be

~f6r{thié becanse of the’ geném‘l'situation ‘offers & ‘com-
plete transitional - programme’ which encompasses.-all
‘democratic demands from freedom  of .assembly, press,-

absolutely. false to conceive it possible to take part: in -

politics and ignore the democratic demands; it -would be

very dangerous to take the attitude that national free- T

dom conld not further socialistic interests.

one that takes part in the restoration of democracy and
hecomes its daring standard-bearer but the .one who

‘stands passively by,.does mot participate and allows the

movement o pass him by and thereby permits the.

simperialists, “democrats’ and reformists to.give it a

-

“bourgeois instead of a socialist character, . The passiye

bearer of the soeialist revolution is’comparable to those.

Ttalian Maximalists who upen receivirig word of an.

uprising in Turin decided, after the collapse of .the

uprising on the fifth day, to deny their aid because it
was not a guestion of 4 “trme communist”: uprising. .-

The -resylt was the victory of faseism, the discrediting

of ‘socialism, the crisis of proletarian leadership, the

Second World War. With the continuation of -the

World War the “Enropean’’ problem becomes dcute evéen -

for American socidlism and makes a clear, active con- -

nection with it essential.. Tt is enough: for every revolu-
tionary to render an account of the forces Jed into

_battle in_this war in order to come to the same.con-
“clusien. which was our starting peint: Tt is a way of

long duration, which- must completely destroy all- human
culture, if the .rebellion of the masses does not end- it.

stirring up- this rebellion, preparing for it and acknow-
ledging all"means of struggle, which correspond to the
forces at hand. and which permit the formation of a
revolutionary party and that has prospects of assuring

results most favourable in a given situation. -An abstract
attitude toward revolution;- however; which fails in the: -’

“secondary as well as the most important tactical gues-

- QOur Differences wit
- Three Theses s rx worrow

 tion,
would undoubtedly be agents of the ‘‘democracies’” in-'-

tions, ean lead to nothing but another defeat. ’
October 19,° 1941, : ) SRR

.

eration as an immediate agitation slogan and the Social-
ist. United States_of Europe as a propaganda slogan, ie.;
not #t present suitable for immediate agitation.

on - this question except the “Three Theses.’!) Their

separation of the two slogans must be characterised as a .-

nationalist deviation., = N ) :
This difference between us on slogans expresses a

perialist camp were to win the war, national oppression
in Hurope would continue; Anglo:American occupation
of Europe would likewise comstitute national oppression. .
An Anglo-American victory would not only -bring national
oppression’ to Germany and - its ‘allies but we believe
wonld continue national oppression of France and other
sccupied-countries in order to crush_the -socialisé revolu- .
The “bourgeois groups in the ccenpied countries.

this task. The authors of the theses, on the other hand,

. Nothing can free World Socialism frem the duty of -

Y (Despite .-
repeated requests they have not as vet written anything -

‘We say that, whichever im- -

v The -danger. - -
. of standing with “tied hdnds” does not confront the




.

spenk of taking part in the restoration. of democracy”’

and of a “democratic revolution” (Thesis IIT) -which,

if words mean anything, can only thean a ‘revolution”
other tham a proletarian and the- participation of the

bourgeoisie and their labour agents-in the “restoration.

of “democracy.”’ The “Three‘.Theses,” then, have 2
perspective of a new democratic epoch in Europe. “Of
course’’ they think it will be merely a stage on the
road to international socialism. But they base them-
selves on working for that stage of (in essence) 2 revival
of the . Third Republic in France, the Weimar Republic
in Germany, etc. For them it is a necessary stage
preceding the direct gtruggle for. socialism. ’ -

" 'WHO RESISTS THE NAZIS?

Pursuing .this false theoﬁv of stages ‘the authors of

the theses are driven by their logic to a completely false.

description. of the actual composition of the fighters for
national liberation in the oceupigd countries. ‘Who

yosists the Nazis? Comrade Loris and the French com-.

rades have provided irrefutable proofs that the movement
of ' resistance is. predominantly proletarian. The big
hourgeoisie - collaborates with the Nagzis; the rest of the
hourgroisie in part also collaborates or plays mo role;
even the Gaullist, Andre Philip, apologetically says %
the anti-Nazi bourgeois olements “‘do. what they can’’.
but that the proletariat is the core of the resistanee.

The ‘Three .Theses,’' however, more consistent than

* Philip in their search for the elements of a f‘democratic

revolution,' states: Tn the -resistance movement “parti-

cipate-all classes and. strata from workers, farm labgur-
. ers, -farmers, urban petty bourgeoisie . . . t0 officials,
priests, intellectuals and generals . . . Everywhere there
ave involved. in protest movements workers, peasants,
besides students, journalists, professors, officers, priests,
merchants, ote.”’ (Thesis JI).  Thus they place on an
equat plane the resisting masses of workers and’ thé
handfuls of ‘resisting bourgeois elements! - Their false
theory. Jeads them to 2 false description of the actually
existing situation. e o )
While they thus evoke a mythical scene of a great
movement of the bourgeois elements—they de not even

- mention the hourgeois collaborators of the Nazisl—the’

“Three Theses’ insist that the “workers’ movement is
practically non-existent. : There ‘‘is no:longer an organ-
ised and active workers’ movement’ snd ‘‘there can
also be no talk of the existence of  real ‘revolutionary.
organisations’’ (Thesis ITI). Hence, “«UInder such ‘cir-
.cumstances protest against growing suffering must find
another oujet”’ {Thesis I1). That is, while the workers’
movement does not and cannot exist at this' stage,
siapother oulet,”’ namely an all-national movement, can
and does exist.. Thus the ¢Three Theses’’. counterpgse
the ational movement to the workers’ movement. It
¢an now - he seen clearly why they will. not link to ether
the slogans of national Jiberation and the Bolialist
TUnited States of Furope. They consider nationat liber-
ation-as ‘‘another outlet” than the workers’ movement.
" This theory is false in fact, since the liberation struggle
has actually unfolded under “the. leadership of workers’
organisations and - workers’ groups,
there did exist in: France a powerful nationalist: organis-
ation led by the hourgeoisie, which had drawn: info it
large sections of the workers.  What “would be our task
then? Ohviously, to draw the class line between the
bourgeois nationalists and the workers aspiring for
national freedom, to teach the workers that there is not
tanather outlet’’ for the workers. - but that, whatever
the tasks facing the workers—including national liber-
_ation—they must fight only under the leadership of their
own- workers’ organisations. .* -

. The workers nnder. the Nazi boet want national free-
dom. Good. The task is to explain to them that national

-
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. them.

Suppose, however, -
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freedom in this epoch is. the task of the working cldss

wunder the leadership of the Fourth International. The
task' is to expose and condemn - bourgeois nationalist -
organisations as agents of the imperialists who can lehd

only to further national oppression and repression . of

the workers. The workers must be shown, as. proved
by the spectacle of bourgeois collahoration with the
Nazis, that only the working class can free the country
by proletarian revolution. .

Theso are the ABC’s of Marxism, It is embarrassing.
to have to repeat them, hnt the “Three Theses”” make
it necessary. : ) o

There are new problems, opportunities and tasks; but
not in the :direction where the «Three Theses’ seek

It is astomishing to me that its authors -can
write that the struggle ‘levels all and. everything. and

takes a direction which can be described as nothing

but a ‘desire for national freedom’.”” As if, while the

* Wecond World War is still going on. the Nazis .had

cuceeeded . in  ohliterating the difference between the
hourgeoisie and. the proletariat in the occupied countries!
What is reatly new in the occupied countries is that the
national sentiment of the workers .and- peasants -is
gharpening . their class pitterness against the coliabor- -
ating bourgenisie. Nationa! oppression has given a new

edge to the olass struggle. National sentiment, hitherto . ‘

. serving -only the bonrgeoisie, today can be nsed against

the hourgeoisic of the occupied countries. That 1s what
i new. :
' While national sentiment can now help the revolution-
ary movement. it is also still susceptible of perversion
o the nses of imperialism, That is why we reject most:
of the methods of -combat. advocated. by the bourgeois
nationalists and their labour agents. What is the main
contnt - of the Gaullist-Stalinist taetics, for example?

" Rspionage -for the British. individual terrorism, individ-

wal sabotage. We condemn all these as serving. one -
of the iplpe_ri‘alist camps and as incompatible with. the
proletarian methods.’ Individual -terrorism against -Ger-

man officers and soldiers creates a situation in -which

.4 is impossible to fraternlse with the German soldiers—

the absolutely indispensablé prerequisite for unity of the
German and French workers and soldiers. against all the
imperialists. _Terrorism and individual sabotage, aiding
the Soviet Union very little if at all, place. terrible

ohstacles in the way of the fraternisation and revolution
which alone can really aid the Soviet Union. The Gaul-

lists and their Stalinist allies are hy these methods. use- .

lessly sacrificing heroic fighters whe gould be.invaluable
to 'the revolutionary struggle. It should be plain, then,
how impoftant it is to comhat the false ideology and
methods of the bourgeeis nationalists and their labour
agents. Ideological victory ever them is the prerequisite
for the efficacions struggle by the working class for
national liberation. But there is not a word about this
in the theses. In their search for a national novement
as distinet from the workers’ movement, they falsely
subordinate the workers” methods of struggle to the
“unity” of mational struggle. - T :

We welcome a reply from the aunthors of the ‘‘Three
Theses.”” We shall be:onlv too happy to find that any
of our cviticisms are but the result of misunderstanding
of ‘their vague, confused and contradictory theses. But
T. must confess that I also recall the false importance
which -the same comrades gave to the resistance of the
German churches to Nazi co-ordination; these comrades
then thought that the workers could make significant
advances through support of ‘the churches’ resistarce.

I cannot help feeling that the authors of the “‘Three

Theses'’ have throughout exhibited a tendency to dis-
solve the workers’ movement ‘into <‘hroader’’ bourgeois
movements. In all comradeliness, we must ask them tc
think—and’ write—their. position out to its yltimat
jmplications, : A

¥
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Radek and’ Rakovs'

T W LN

- Reported Dead

; Aprﬂ 1948
The current issue of “Soclalist
Courier”’—the organ of the Abram-

avich wing of the Russian Mensheviks
~—contains the following " information

- & concerning  the Russian. Communists

who were purged in the period of the
Moscow ¥rameups, that is, since 1936:
““The information relates to the
summer of 1941 the eve of the Gor-
wan-Soviet war. The number of Com-
munists _in . prisons, concentration
camps and exile at the time ran into
hundreds of thousands. ~ A special
prison . has  been bm]t_qomewhere in
the wilds. of Yakuytsk oblast: incarcer-
ated . here are the most, prominent
figures. No news has come about this
Jail since no one has' as yet heen freed
there No oorle:pondenoe is permitted
with those held in this jail. The only
thmg known is that several hundred
of the “‘Old Guard”, including all the
former members of the Central Com.-
mittee who had not been executed,
were ‘sent there. Among those men-
tioned are Bubnov,

- and others,

20,000 PRISONERS

that K. G. Rakovsk\

Rudzutak, Eikhe |

initial period of the Moscow Trials
were rearrested in 1939-1940 and
placed in a special concentration camp,
especially built for the purpose, 40
versts outside of Moscow.

In 19840 this camp contained about
30,000 prisoners including the children
who were permitted to stay !llﬂ'l the

mothers.”” .(Socialist Courier, ]an 5,
19430
The same source goes on to repmt

dled jail
“from natural ecanses.”” Rakovsky
was ona of the outstanding figures or
the Russian revolution.
the first chairman
Soviet Repuhh( -Later he served the

Soviet U'nion in the field of diplomacy.

in

He was a member of the Trotskyist .

Opposition from its inception in 1923,
He capitulated to Stalin in 1934, - He
was scntenced to imprisonment in the
Mosirow Frameup of March 2-13, 1937.

RAKOVSKY AND RADEK
REPORTED DEAD

Another death reported is that of
; Karl Radek, one of the outstanding

"The wwes of prominent Commun- ' Soviet 10urnallsts, formerly a member

* ists who were left at liberty during the "of the Central COmmlttee of the F_Ius-

He served as.
of "the Ukrainian’

snan—cummumst _Party and memher of
the Executive Committee of the Com-

munist Interndtional ‘from 1919-1924.

Radek was given a jail sentence in the

Moscow Frameup of Jan. 22-30, 1037. .

“Radek died under m\'ﬂtemmi% cir-

eumstances shortly atter he was ‘sen-
tenced.. (Acc ording to our informant,
all rumours of Radek’s receiving spec-
ial assignments from Stalin are com-
pletely false). - He was killed during
a walk by one of the G.P.U. guards
who . shot him- with a revolver. The
rumour is that the assassin was wreak-
ing vengeance on Radek because the
later’s: ‘revelations’ had involyed one
of the relatives or friends of the assas-
sin. Accarding 10 anotho.r rumour,-the
assassin was nvolved -in-a conspiracy

whose aim was to prévent any further -

‘revelations’ hy Radek.
‘4t is also reported that after ‘Hit-

ler’'s attack on. Russia many of the

arrested Communists. were . exeouted.

|'We have" no dgtalls conoermng thesa

executions.”’ -
Accordmg to the ‘‘Socialist Conrier”

which has in tlie past published “gov-

eral authentic reports concerning the

Soviet Unijon, the above information -

comes from a ‘‘eredible source.” - .

Three Conceptions of
~ the Revolution

By LEON TROTSKY

EDITOB‘S NOTE: Th.m document was written by Leon
Trotsky appmxamately a year before he was assassinated
by Stalin’s ‘agent. in August 1940, - Trotsky’s original
intention was to include it as a mhapter in his biography
of Lenin on which he worked during his exile in Norway
but which he never completed;, Of particular importance
is. that in this summary Trotsky definitely explaing the
essential points of his agreements and disagreements
with Lenin on the theory of thé permanent revolution

-~ in its direct application to the deve]opment of the Rus-
slan Revolution.

'[‘he rexolutmn of ]()0) hecame }lot onh “the dress
rehearsal for 191777 bnt also the laboratmv from which
emerged all the basic groupings -of Russian political
thouéht and where all tcndenmes an(l shadings w1th1n

-without the

Russian Marxism took shape or wore outlined. The
centre of the disputes and differences were naturally
occupied by the question of the historical ‘character of
the Itussian revolution aund its tpture paths of develop-
ment, In and of itself this war of conceptions anil.
mrognoses does nov relate directly to the biography of
Stalin who took no independent part in it. :Those few
propaganda articles which he wrote on the subject are
slightest theoretical interest. = Scores  of
Bolsheviks, with ‘pens i hand, popularised the very
samée ideas and did it mnch more ably. A dritical ex-
position of the revolutionary conception of Bolshevism -
should, in the very nature of. things, have entered into
a hiography of Lemn However, theories have a fate
of their own. If in the period of the first revolution

and thereafter up to 1923, when revolutionary doctrines

were elaborated and realised, Stalin held no independent
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. -position then, from 19 :
: abruptly. . There -opens wp. .the' epoch of bureauerafic

‘reaction. ‘and. of drastic roviews of the: past. .. The flm -

of the revolution .is.run -off in revérse, - Old doctrines
are ‘submittéd. to new -appraisals ‘or few interpretations.
(uite unexpectedly, at first sight, the centre of attention
is held by the conception of ¢‘tle permanent cevolution’”
as the fountainhead of all,the blunderings of “Trotsky- -
For 2 nuimber of years thereafter the .criticism
of “this. conception constitutes: the main contént of the
theoretical-—sit’ venio -verbo’'—work- of Stalin and his
 collaborators, It may be said that the whole of Stalinism,
taken on the theoretical plane, grew ont of -the criticism
of - the theory of: the permanent revolution as it was
- formulated in 1905. -To this extent. the -oxposition . of
this theory, .as. distinct from. the theories of the Men- -
sheviks and ‘Bolsheviks, cannot: fail to enter into this-
book, . even if in the form of an appendix. o

IR ] * #*

The-development-of Russia is characterised first of all
by backwardness:
however, signify a’ simple reproduction. of - the develop-
ment of advanced countries, with- merely a delay of one
of two centuries. Tt engenders an entively mew ‘“‘com-
bhined” soecial formation in which the latest conquests
of capitalist ‘technigue and "structure root. emselves
into relations of fendal and pre-fendal barbarism, trans-
forming and subjecting - them and -creating a  peculiar .
interrelationship of cldsses. -The same thing applies in
the sphere of ideas.  Precisely hecause of her historical
{ardiness  Russia turned out to be the only Furopean:
country where Marxidm as a doctrine and the Social
Democracy as-a party attained powerful -development
even before the bourgeois revolution. - 1t is only natural
that -the problem of the correlation betwetn -the struggle
for demperacy and -the stiuggle for socialism was sub-
Titted to the most profound theoretical ‘analysis precisely:
in Russia. -~ o . o .

Tdealist-deémocrats, -chiefly the Nurodniks, gpefused’
bourgeois. They labetled it “democratie)’ seeking- by
means of a neutrdl . political formula to mask. its social
- content_-not ealy from ofhers but also from themselves.
But in the struggle :against Nirodnikism, Plekhanov,
the founder of Russian. Marxism,'esta-blished as long

ago as the-early ‘eighties of the last century that Russia-

had no reason whatever to expect a privileged. path of

development, that™ like " other <profane’’ nations, .she -
would have to pass through the purgatery of capitalism .

and that precisely along- this path:she weuld acquire
‘political freedom “indispensable’ for the further struggle
of the proletariat for socialism. - Plekhanov not only,
separated the bourgeois revolution as-a task froni . the
socialist revolution—which he postponed to the indefinite:
future—but he depicted for each of these entirely differ-
ent combinations of forces. Political freedom was to be

"~ achieved by the proletariat in' alliance with the liberal

bourgeoisie; after many decades and on a higher level’
of capitalist development, the proletariat weunld then
_carry out  the socialist revolution in direct struggle .
_against the bourgeoisie. L - .
- Lénin, on bis part; wrote at the end of 1904:
“To the Russian intellectual it always seems that o
recognise onr revolntion”as bourgeois. is to discolour. ib,

degrade it, debase it . ... For'the proletariat the struggle -

for political freedom and for the. demoeratic republic in

" .bourgeois society is simply a4 necessary . stage in the "
- struggle for the socialist revolution.’’ . )

- ““Marxists are _a.bsolutel_v convinced,”” he wrote in 1905, .
“‘of the bourgeois character of the Russian revolution. -

What does. this mean? This means that those demoeratic
tzansformations , . . which bave become indispensable -

V-
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1924 on, the ‘sitnation _changes. -

Historical backwardness does not,

-

>

for Russia- do not; in and of themseis‘jes; signify “the -

undermining of capitalism, ‘the undermining of the bour-

geois rule, .but on the contrary . they eclear ¥the “goil,. L

for the first time.and-in. a Teal way, for a broad and
swift, for a Eunropean and not an ‘Asiatic development
of capitalism,
time the rule of the bourgeoisie as a elass . ... ;
- ““We cannot leap over the bourgeois democratic frame:
work of the’ Russian revolufion,” he insisted, ‘‘but. we
can extend this framewark to a colossal degree.””  That
is.to .say, we can create within bourgeois society -much
more favourable conditions for the future struggle of the

12}

- proletariat. ~Within_these limits Lenin follewed Plek-.

hanov. The bourgeois character of the revolution served

_both factions of. the Russian Social Democtacy &8 their

starting point.

It is quite‘natﬁrhl that under these condiﬁions,_ Koba, *;
in. his propa%l:mda bevond - those -

(Stalin) did not go
popular formulas which constitute the common. property
of Bolsheviks .as woll as Mensheviks. : .

\“The Constituent Assembly,”

universal suffrage—this is what we must now 1
Only this Assembly will give us the democratic rep_uh}ic','
so0 tirgently, needed by us for our struggle for socialism.”’

The bourgeois republic as an arena for a protracted .

class struggle for the socialist goal—snch is the per-
spective. : .

~In 1807, i.,é., after vinnu'mel"zible'di_scu’ssiqns in the press.
- both.in Petersburg and abroad and after a serious testing

of theoretical prognoses in the expetiences of the first
revolutioh, Stalin wrote: :

‘“That our revolution is bonrgenié. that is must ‘con- -
clude by destroying the feullal’and not the capitalist -

order, that it can.be crowped only by.the democratic
republic-—on this, it seems, all are agreed in our pariy.”’
Stalin speke not of what the revotution begins with,
but of what it ends with, and he Jimited it in advance
and quite categorically to “only the democratic repuhblic.”
We would seek in yain in his writings for even a hint

superstitiously to recognise the: impending revolution as ‘ of any péerspective of a socialist revolution in connection

with a democratic overturn. - This remained his position
even af the beginning of the February revolution in 1917
up to Lenin’s arrival in Peteraburg,. oo

S S
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They .will make possible for the' first -

he wrote 1n Jantiary .
1905, “‘elected on the basis: of equal, . direct and segret
fight, for! -

For. Plekhanov, Axelrod and the leaders of Menshevism .

in general; the sociological characterisation of the revolu-
tion as bourgeois was valuable politically above all be-
cunse in advance it prohibited provoking the bourgeoisié

<

by the spectre of socialism and “repelling’’. it into the

cirmp of reaction. ‘‘The: social relations of Russia have, -

tactician of Menshevism, Axelrod, at the Unity Congress.
“In the face of the universal deprivation of political
rights in ofir country there. cannot even be talk of &

direct .battle between the proletariat- and other classes °
.. The proletariat is fighting for.
) ) v The . ohjective’
_historical conditions make it the destiny of our proletariat
to inescapably collaborate’ with the hourgeoisie in the -
striggle against the common enemy.’’ The content of:

‘for. political power . .
conditions of bonrgeois’ development.

the Rnssian revolution was therewith limited in advarce

. to those transformations which are compatible with the

¥

interests and views of the liberal bourgeoisie. :

ripened only for the bourgeois revelution,” said the chief .

‘Tt is precisely at this point that the basic disagreement

between the two factions hegins.
refused to recogrise that ‘the Russian bourgeoisie ‘was

“eapable of leading its own revolution to the end.: With.

infinitely greater power and consistency than Plekhanov;

Bolshevism absolutely”

Lenin advanced the agrgrian guestion..as “thé central

problem of the ‘democratic overturn in Russia. “The
erux of the Russian reyolution,” he repeated, “ig" the




“ogtruggle for land.”’

} April i04f -~
agrarian (land) question. Conclusions * concerning the
‘defeat -or victory of the revolution must be based . . .
on the calculation of the condition of the masses in the
. Together  with Plekhanov, Lenin
_viewed the peasantry as a petty-bourgeois class; the
peasant land programme, as: a programme of bourgeois
. progress. ‘‘Nationalisation is a bourgeois measnre,’”’ he
msisted at the Unity Congress. \ _
6 the development of capitalism; it will sharpen the
cjass. struggle, strengthen the mobilisation of the land,
- cause an’ influx of capital into agriculture, lower the
price of gram.” Notwithstanding the indubitable bour-
“geois character of the agrarian revolution the Russian

hourgeoisie remains, however, hostile to the expropria-

tion of landed estates and precisely for this reasom
_sfrives toward a compromise with the monarchy on the
basis of a constitution on the Prussian pattern. To
“Plekhanov’s idea of
“and the liberal bourgeoisie Lenin counterposed the idea
. of ail alliance between the proletariat and the peasantry.
The task of the revolutionary collaboration of these two

classes ‘he -proclaimed to. be the establishment of a

“democratic dictatorship,’’ as the only means of. tadically
cleansing Russia. of feudal rubbish, of creating a free
Farimers’ system amd. clearing the rfoad for the develop-
. ment of capitalism along American and not Prussian

The victory of the revolution, he.wrote, can be crowned
“only by a dictatorship becaude the accomplishment of
_transformations -immediately and urgently neéded by the

_proletariat and the. peasantry will gvoke the desperate

resistance of the' landlords, the big hourgeoisie and
Czarism. Without the dictatorship it will be impossible
to break this resistance, and repel the counter-revolu-
-tionary attempts. But this will of course be ot a social-
ist, but a demoecratic dictatorship. It will not be able
to touch (without a whole series-of-transitional stages
of revolutionary development) the foundations of capital-
ism,- It will be.able, in the best case, to realise a

radical redivision of Janded property in favour of the

peasantiy, introduce a .comsistent and full democrabism
up to iustituting the republic, root out all Asiatic and
feudal features not enly from® the day-to-day life of
- the village but also of the factory, put a beginning to
a seriotts improvement of workers’ conditions and raise

“the

revolutionary conflagration to Eurepe.”’

. . THE CRITIQUE OF LENIN'S CONCEPTION

" “Lenin's gowception représented an enornious step for-
ward insofar as it proceeded not from constitutiondl
. reforms hut from the agrarian overturn as the cenitral
“task of the.revolution and singled out the only realistic
combination of social forces for its accompligiment. The
_weak point of Lenin’s conception, however, -was the
internally contradictory idea of ‘‘the demacratic dictator-
ship of the proletariat and the peasantry.””  Lenin him-
‘self * undefscored the fundamental limitation of this
- “dictatorship”’ when he openly called it ‘‘bourgeois’.
By this he meant to say that for the sake of preserving
‘its alliance with the peasantry the proletariat. would in
‘the coming revolution have to forego the: direct posing of
"the socialist tasks. But this would siguify the renunci-
. ation by the proletariat of fts own dictatorship. Conse-
quentbly, the gist of the matter involved the dictatorship
of the peasantry even if with the participation of the
workers. - On certain occasions Lenin said just this. For

example, at the Stockholm Conference, in refuting Plek-

' hanov who came out against the ‘‘utopia’’ of the seizure

‘of power, Lenin said:-‘“What programme is under dis-
cussion? The agrariai. ‘Who is assumed to seize power
_under - this programme? The revolutionary peasaniry.

' Is Lenin mixing wup the power of the proletariat with.

“Tt will give an impulse -

an alliance between the proletariat -

their living standards and, last but not least, carry out

Lenin sharply differentiates the - socialist power of the
proletariat from the 1 A - the
- peasantry. ‘‘But how,’? he exclaims again, ‘‘is’a victor-

' his pegsantry?’’  ‘No, he s_ayé refé'rfihg to - himself:

botirgenis democratic power of: the

- lous peasant revolution .possible without the seizure.of -

power by. the revolutionary peasantry?’’ In this polem-

‘ical formula Lehin reveals with special clarity the valner-.

ability of his position. :

The- peasantry is dispersed over the surface of an enor~
mous cottntry whose key juinctions are the cities. The

peasantry -itself is incapable of cven-formulating its ewn
interests inasmueh as in. each district. these appear
differently.

market and the railways. are in the hands of the. cities.
In secking to tear itself away from the.restrictions of
the village and to generalise its own interests, the:peas-

antry inescapbly falls ifto. political dependence upon. the )
Finally, the peasantry is heterogeneous in--its’
social relations as well: the kulak stratum naturally

city.

_secks to swing it to an alliance with the urban bour-

geoisie- while the nether strata of the village pult to-:

~ the side of the urban workers. Under these conditions
the peasantry as such is completely,incapable of conquer-
ing pawer. S R
+True eénough, in ancient China, revolutions' placed the
peasantry in, power or, ‘more preeisely, placed the military
leaders of peasant ‘uprisings in.gower. This led. eac

time to a redivision of the land’ and the establishment
of a new ‘‘peasant’’ dvnasty, whereupon history would
begin frorg the beginning; with a new concentration of
Jland, a new aristocracy, a new system of usury, and.a

The economic link between the provinces. is’
created by the market and the railways but both the -

\

new uprising. “So long as the revolution preserves its.-

purely peasant character society is incapable of emerging
~from these hopeless and vicious circles: >
basis of ancient Asiatic history, including ancient Russian
* history. .In Eurdpe beginnmg with the close of the
Middle . Ages each victorious- peasant uprising placed in
‘power not a peasant government, but a left urban party.

“To put it more preeisely, a peasant uprising.turned ont .’

victoriods exactly to the degree tp which it succeeded: in
strengthening the position of the revolutionary ‘section
of the urban population. - In bourgeois Russia, of the
twentieth centuty there could not even be talk -of . the
. seizure of power by the revolutionary . peasantry.

o ¥ kX
" LENIN'S APPRAISAL OF LIBERALISM~
The attibude toward the liberal bourgevisie was, as has
been said, the touchsienc.of the.differcniiation between

This was the.

revolutionists and opportunists in. the ranks of the

social democrats. How far could the Russian revolution

go? What wgn}ld_ be the character-of the future revelu-
tionury Provisional Government?- What tasks weuld
.contront it? And in what order?  Thése questions with

all their smportance could be corrcetly posed only on the . ¢

basis of the fundamental character of the :policy of the:

 proletariat, and the character of .this policy was in turn

determined first of all by the attitude toward the liberal
hourgeoisie.

‘history of the 19th century: Whenever the proletariat
comes forward as an independent forte the: hourgeoisie
shifts over to the camp of the counter-revolution. .The
more andacions the mass sifuggle all ths swifter is the
reactionary degeneration of liberalism. - No ¢

0 Plekhanov obviously and stubbornly shuit
his eves to the fundamental conclusion gf the political -

o one has vet -

Jduvented -a means for. paralysing the effects of the law

of. the .class strugglo ) . .
o ““We mmust cherispy the support of non-proletarian
parties;”" vepeated’ Plekhanov during the years of the
first . revolution, ““and not repel-them from us by tactlesy
actiofns.”’.. By mencotonous. preachments of this sort: the

philosopher of Marxism indicated that the living dynam- )
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" ies of society was unattainable to him,

~you ‘millions "of

“Tactlessness’’
can- repel- an individual sensitive ‘intellectual. Classes
and parties are attracted or repelled by social interests.
“Tt can be stated with, certainty,” replied Lenin to
Plekhanov, “that the libérals and landiords. will forgive
‘tacttess acts’ but will not forgive you

% summons to take away the land.”’” And not only the

Jandlords, The tops of the ‘bourgevisie are bound up
with the landowners by the unity of property interests,
and more narrowly by the system of banks. The tops

of the petty honrgeoisic and the intelligentsia are mater-
ially and merally dependent upon the big
prictors—they arve all afraid of the independent, mass
movement. - Meanwhile, in order to overthrow Czarisril
it was necessary fo rouse tems upon tens of millions of

oppressed 1o a ‘heroie, self-renouncing, unfettered revolu--

nothing. The masses

tionary assault-that would halt at
i banner of

cau rise to -an insurrection only under the.

-their ' own interests and .consequently ' the spirit of

.oppositional bourgevisie away

-of. liberalism.

‘op’ the. contrary they

irreconcilable hostility toward: the exploiting classes be-
ginning with the landlerds. The “repulsion”’ of the
Y from the revolutionary
workers and peasants’ was therefore the immanent law
of the revblution itse]f and could not be avoided by means
of diplomacy or ‘‘tact.”’ S R
Hach additional month confirmed the Lenirist appraisal
Contrary to the best hopes of the Men-
sheviks, the Cadets' not only did not prepare to take
their place at the head of the ‘‘bourgeois” revolution but
found their historical mission more
and- more in the struggle against it. .

After the crushing of the - December uprising the
Jiberals, who ‘occupied the political limelight thanks to
the .cphemeral Duma, sought with all their might to
justify .themselves before. the monarchy - and explain

_away . their. insufficiently active connter-revolutionary

conduct .in the autumn of 1905 when danger threatened
the most sacred props of ‘‘culture,”” The leaders of the
liberals, Miliukov, whe conducted. the behind-the-scenes

- negotiations with the Winter Palace, quite correctly

proved-in the press that at the end of 1905. the Cadets
could -mot even show themselves before the masses.

- «Mhose ‘who now chide the (Cadet) party,” he- wrote,

" of the soldicrs, peasants,

“hacause it did not protest at the time by arranging
meetings against the revolutionary illusions of Trotsky-
ism . . . simply do not understind or do not reinember
the moods prevailing at the tiwe among the democratic
public gatherings at meetings.”’ By the “illusions of
Trotskyism’’ “the liberal leader understood the independ-
ent policy of the proletaridt which attracted to the saviets
the sympathies of the nethermost layers in the cities,

owing te-this repelled the ‘‘educated society.” - The
evolution of the Mensheviks unfolded along parallel lines.

- They had to justify themselves more-and more frequently

befare the liberals, because they had:turned out in a bloe
with Trotsky after October 1905. The explanations of
Martoy, the talented publicist of the Mensheviks, came
down to this; that it was necessary to make concessions
to the ‘‘revolutionary illusions’’ of the masses.

~

. * *

In Tiflis the
same principled B
action,” wrote the leader of the Caucasian Mensheviks,
Zhordanya, ‘‘to conguer and carry through the Consti-
tutiofi—this will depend upon the conscious unifieation
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litical groupings took shape on- the

and the striving for a single goal on the part of the:

forces of the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. ©. . It is
true that the peasantry will be drawn into the movement,
investing it with an elemental character, but the decisive
role will névertheless be played by these two classes
while the peasant movement will add grist to their mill.”
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and middle pro-

. liberals "of both the workers and the peasants.

and all the oppressed, and which -
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agsis as in Petersburg. “To smash re- cannot be the motive force, nor, all the less so, the
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Lenin mocked at the fears of Zhordanya that an irre-
conciluble policy toward the bourgeoisie would doom-the
workers to impotence. Zhordanya ‘‘discusses the ques-
tion of the possible isolation of the proletariat I a
demoeratic overturn and forgets . . . about the peasantry!.
OF all the possible allies of the proletariat he knows and -
is enamoured of the landlord-liberals. And he does not .
know the peasants. And this in. the Cancasus I’ > The'
refutations of Lenin while correct in essence .sumplify the
problemn on one point.. Zhordanya did not “forget’’
about the peasantry aud, as may be gathered from the |
hint of Lenin himself, could not have possibly forgotten
about it in'the Caucasus where the peasantry was storm-
ily rising at the time under the banner of the Menshe-.
sviks. Zhordanya saw in the peasantry, however, npt
so much a political ally as a historical battering ram
which could and should be “utilised by the bourgeois in
aMiance with the prolefariat. He did not believe that
the peasantry was capable of becoming a leading or evén .
an indeperident force in the revolution and in this he '
was not wrong; but he also did mot helieve that the
proletariat was capable of leading the peasant uprising
to victorv—and in this was his fatal mistake.  The
Menshevik idea of the alliance of the proletariat with
the bourgeoisie actually signified. the subjection to the
The
reactionary utopianism of this prograrame was deter-
‘mined by the fact that the far advanced dismemherinent

_of the classes paralysed’ the bourgeoisie in advance as a .

revolutionary factor. In” this fundamental question the
right was wholly on' the side of Bolshevism: the chase
afber an alliance with the liberal bourgeoisie would in-

- escapably counterpose the Social Democracy to the revol-

utionary movement 'of . workers and peasants. In 1905
the Mensheviks still lacked courage to draw. all the
necessary conclusions from their thedry of the ‘‘hour-
geois”’ revolution.  In ‘1917 they drew’ their ideas to
their logical conclusion and hroke their heads:

On the question of the attitude'to the liberals Stalin
stood during the years of the first revolution on Lenin’s
side. Tt must be stated that during this peried even:
the majority of the rank-and-file Mensheviks were closer
to Lenin than to Plekhanov on issues touching the
oppositional  bourgeoisic,. A contemptaous attitude to
the liberals was the literary tradition of intellectual
radicalism.  Omne would however labour in vaiu to seek
from Koba an independent contribution on this question,
an analysis of the (faucasian social relations new argn-
‘ments or even a new formulation of old " arguments.
The leader of the Caucasian Mensheviks, Zhordanya,
was far more independent in relation to Plekhanov thau
Stalin was -in relation to Leénin.  ““In vain the Messrs.
Liberals- scek,”’ wrote Koba after January 9, “to save
the totterimg throne’ of the Czar.” In vain are they
extending 4 the Czar the hand of assistance! . . . The
aroused popular masses are preparing for the revolution
and uot for the reconciliation with the Czar . ... Yes, -
‘gentlemen,-in vain are vour efforts. The Russian revolu-
tion is inevitable and it is as ingvitable as the inovitahle
rising of the sun! Can ypu stop the rising sun? ' That
is the question!” And so forth and so on. Higher
than this Koba did net rise. Two and half years later
in repeating. Lenin_almost literally, he wrote: +*The
Russian liberal boirgeoisic is anti-revolutionary. It

leader of the revolution. It is the sworn enemy of the-
-revolution: and a stubborn struggle wmust be waged
against it.”” MHowcver, it was preciselv in this funda-

mental guestion that Stalin was to undergo a complete
metamorphis in the next ten years and was to meet
the Fehruar:_\' revolution of 1917 already as a partisan
of a bloc with the liberal bourgeois and; in adcordance
with this, as a champion of uniting with the Mensheviks
into one party. Only Lenin on .arriving from akroad
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pﬁt an abrupt end to the independent policy of Stalin

| . which he called a mockery of Marxism.

* ¥* a

THE PEASANTRY AND SOCIALISM
The Narodniks saw in the workers and peagants simply

" <goilers” and ‘‘the exploited” wha are all equally inter-

ested- in socialism. Marxists regarded the peasant as
a petty bourgeois who is.capable of becoming a socialist

only .to the extent to which he ceases materially or

‘spiritually to be a peasant. With the sentimentalism
pecnliar to them, the Narodniks perceived in this socio-
‘logical characterisation a moral slur against the peasr
Along this Jine occurred for two generations the
main struggle between the revolutionary tendencies of
Russia. To understand the .future disputes between
Stalinism and Trotskyism it .is necessary once again to
. emphasise that, in accordance with the entire tradition

' of Marxism, Lenin never for a moment regarded the

.peasantry as a socialist_ally- of the proletariat. On the
.contrary, the impossibility of the socialist revolution mn
Russia was deduced by him precisely from the colossal
preponderance of the peasantry. This idea runs through
all his articles which touch direetly or indirectly upon
the agrarian question. o

- “We support the peasant movement,’”’ wrote Lenin in
September 1805, ‘‘to the extent that it is a revolutionary
democratic movement. We are preparing (right now,
and immediately) for a struggle with it to the extent
that it will come forward as a reactionary, anti-prole-
tarian movement. The entire gist of Marxism lies in
this. two-fold task . .\ ’° Lenin saw the socialist ally
in the Western proletariat and partly in the semi-
proletarian elements in.the Russian' village but never in
the peasantry as such. ‘¥rom the beginning we support
to the very end, by means of all measures, up to con-
fiseation,”’ he. repeated with the insistence .peculiar to
him, ‘“the peasant in general against the landlord, and
later (and not even later but at the very same time)
we support .the prolotariat against the peasant in
general.”’ L .

“The peasantry will cenguer in.the hourgeois-denio

cratic revolution,”’ he ‘wrote in March 1906, “‘and with

* this it will completely exhaust its revolutionary spirit:

as .the peasantry. The proletariat will conguer in the
boyrgeois-democratic revolution and with this it will only
unfold in a_real:way its genuine socialist revelutionary
spirtt.”’

This viewpoint can be followed in Lenin from
one article to the next, year.by.year, volume by volume.
The ‘language and examples vary, the basic thought
remains the same. Tt cofld not have been gtherwise.
Had Lenin seen i socialist ally in the peasautry he
“would not have had the slightest ground for insisting
upon the bourgeois character of the revolution and for
limiting *‘the. dictatorship of the proletariat and the
peasantry’’ to purely democratic tasks. In those cases
where Lenin accused:the author of this book of ‘‘under-
estimating”’ the. peasantry he
my non-recognition of the socialist tendencies of the
peasantry but, . on-the contrary, my inadequate——from
Lenin’s viewpoint—recognition of the bourgeots-demo-
cratic indeépendence of the peasantry, its ability to
create its own power and thereby prevent the cstablish-
ment of the socialist dictatorship of the proletariat. .
The re-evaluation of values on this guestion was
opened up only in the years of Thermidorian reaction
the-heginning of which coincided approximately with the
illness and death, of Lenin. - Thenceforth the alliance of

“The movement of the peasantry,” he repeated
in.May of the same year, ‘‘is the movement of a differ-"
. ent class. This iy a struggle not against the foundations
“of capitalism but for purging all the remnants of feudal-
Cism. i

had in mind not at all-

Wt | oad

. Russian workers and peasants was preclaimed to be, in

and of itself, a sufficient gnarantee against the dangers
of restoration and an immutable pledge of the realisation
of socialism within the boundaries of the Soviet Union.
JReplacing the thebry of international revelution by the
theory of socialism in ‘one country’ Stalin began to
designate -the Marxist evaluation of the peasantry not

" otherwise than as “Trotskyism’’ and, moreover, not: only

in relation o the present but to the entire past.

It is, of course, possible to raise the question whether .
“or not the classic Marxist, view of the peasantry has;
This subject would lead us far

been proven erronecins.
beyond the limits-of the present review. Suffice it to
state here that Marxism has never invested its. estim-
ation of the peasantry as a non-socialist class with an
absolute and static character. Marx himself said that
the peasant *possesses not only superstitions but the
ability to reason. Thé regiine of the dictatorship of

the. proletariat opencd .up very broad -possibilities for

influcncing the peasantry and re-educating® it. The
limits of these possibilities have not yeb béen cxhausted
by -history. Nevertheless, it-is now. alteady clear that
the growing role of the state cocrcion in:the U.S.8.R.
has not refuted but has confirmed fundamentally the
attitinde toward the peasantry
Russian’ Marxists from the Narodiuiks. - However, what-
ever may be the situation in this respect today after
twenty years of .the new regime, it remains indubitabls
that up to the October revolution or more correctly up
to 1924 no one -in the Marxist camp—Leniii, least of
all—saw in the peasantry a. socialist factor of develop-
ment. Without the aid of the proletarian revolution in
the West, Lenin repcated, restoration in Russia was
inevitable. He wus not mistakei: the Stalinist bureaa-
cracy is nothing else thaun the first phase of. bourgevis

restoration. :

% * #
THE TROTSKYIST CONCEPTION |

‘We have analysed above the peints of departure of ﬂle ‘
“two bhasic factigns of the Russian Social. Democracy.
" But alongside of them. already ut the dawn of the first

revolution, was formulated & third position which met
with almost no recognition during those years but which
we are obliged tu set down hkere with the necessary
completeness not only because it found its confirmation
in the events of 1917 but especially because sevenrr years
after the October revolution, this conception, after heing
turned topsy-turvy, began to play a completely unfore-
seen role in the political evolution of Stalin and the
whole Soviet bureaucracy. o o

At the beginning of 1905 a pamphlet by Trotsky- was
issued in Geneva.. This pamphlet analysed the politieal
situation as it unfolded in the winter of 1904, !
author arrived at jhe conclusion that the independent

campaign of petitions and banquets by the liberals had

exhausted all’ its possibilities; that the radical intelli-
gentsia who had pinned their ‘hopes upon the liherals

had arfived in a blind alley together with the latter;-

that the peasant movement was creating favourable con-
ditions for victory but was incapahble of assuring it; that
a decision could he reached only throngh the armed
uprising of the proletartat; that the next phase on this
path. would- be the general strike. The pamphlet was

entitled “Before the Ninth of January,” because it was

written before the Bloody Sunday in Petersburg. The

‘mighty strike wave which came after this date together

with the initial armed clashes which supplemented this
strike wave were an uheguivocal confirmation of the
strategic prognosis of, this pamphlet, :

- The iptroduqti_én to my work was written by Parvus,
a Russian’ emigre, who had_succeeded by that time in
becoming 3 .prominent German writer. Parvus was an

exceptional- creative personality tapable of becoming

which distinguished.
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" frifected” with® the ideas of others as well as’ of enriching

" other by his ideas. He lacked .internal equilibrium and

- sufficient love for work to give the labour movement
the contribution: worthy -of his- talents.'as thinker -and ~
“writeér.. -On my personal -development he. exercised nri-
doyhted influence cspecially in regard: to" the. social-
revolutionary understanding of oyr epoch. A few years.
“prior to' our first meeting Parvus passionately defended
the idea of a general strike in Germany; but the dountry
was then passing through a prolonged industrial boom),

‘the Social Democracy had adapted itself to the regime

of the Hohenzolierns; the revolutivhary propaganda of :

a foreiguer met with nothing except-ironical indifference.
On becoming acquainted o the second day atter the
bloody events in Petersburg with my pamphlet, then in

. manuscript.. Parvus was . captared by the idea of the -

exceptional role which the proletariat of backward Russia
was destined $o play. ' . . - :
Those few days which we spent together in Munich

- were filled with conversations' which efarified a .good deal

¢élass . . . In Russia, during the,pre-capitalist period,
the ‘tities developed more along Chinese than” European.
- lines. purely - func-

“tionary in character,’ without the slig

tor- both of us and which brought us personally closer
togethor,  The introduction which Parvus wrote at the
time for the pamphlet has entered firuify into the history
of the.Russian revolution. In a few pages he illuminted
those social pecitliarities of belated Russia which were,
it ‘is true,. known proviously. but from which 1o one had
drawn ali the necessary conclusions. - ¢ )

‘‘The politicat Tadicalism of Western Europe,”’ wrote-
© Parvus, ‘‘was, as is well known, based primarily on the
" petty bourgeoisie. These were . the handicraft woikers
and, in general, that section of the hourgeoisie which.

had been -¢aught up by the.industrial deévelopment but
was 4t the ‘same time pushed aside by thke capitalist

These “were administrative centres b

significance, while in terms of economic relations they

served as trading centres, bazaars, for tbe surrounding’

landlord and peasant milieu. Their development was
still very insignificant when it was halted by the capital-
ist process which began to create big citiés after its own
pattern, i.c., factory cities and centres of world trade. . .
The very same thing that hindered the development of

‘petty-bourgeois ‘democracy served to benefit: the -class .
‘consciousness of the proletariat in Russia, namely, the

weak development of the. handicraft form of production.

The proletariat was immediately concentrated in the
. "factoriea. .4 ‘ N

““The péasanté will be drawn into the ;quxfemeut, in
ever larger masses. But. they are capable only of

“increasing the political anirchy in theé country and, in.

this way,. of weakeniny the government; they cannot

" compose a tightly welded revolutionary arimy. With the

development of ‘the revolution, therefore, an ever greater
amount "of political work will fall to the share of the

. proletariat. . Along with thig, its political self-conscious-

ness will broaden, its. political energy will grow. : .-
“The Social Demuocracy, will be, confronted with the

“ dilemma: either to assume the responsibility for the.

Provisional Government eor tc'h“s_ta.nd .aside f_rom tl:'!e
workers’ . movement, - The workers “will consider this
government as their owh regatdless of how: the Social

‘. DPemuveracy -conducts itself, . , . The revolutionary over-

b the government of -a. workers' democracy. : If. the

turn it Russia can be accomplished only by the workers.
The revolutionary Provisional Government in Russia will

/" Social Demociacy heads the revolutionary movement of

‘the Russian proletarigt, then this government will be

Social’ Democrafie. . .°. . ) .
““The, Mocial Demoacratic Provisional Government will

‘not be able to accomplish a socialist overturn in Russia

" but ‘the very process of liquidating the autocracy and

test political’

LN o Al 1845,
of establishing the  democratic:-republic will provide: it
with a rich soil for pelitical werk:’ = S T

In the heat of the revolntionary events m the autuimn
of 1905, I once again et Parvus;: this time 10 Peters-.:
burg. - While preserving an organisational independence '
front both factions, we" jointly edited a mass workers'

_paper, ‘‘Russkoye Slovo”, and, in a coalition with ' the "
Mensheviks, a big political newspaper,: “Nachalo’”. . The
theory. of the permmanent revolution™ has wusually heen-
linked with the names of ‘‘Parvus and Trotsky”; This -
_wag only .partially correct. The period of Parvas’ revol-"
utionary apogee belomgs to the end of the last century
wheu he marched at the head of the struggle against:-the’
so-called “revisionism’?, i.e., the opportuhist. distortion
of Marx’s theory. The failure of the attempts to push'
the German Social Democracy on .the path of -more’

- resolite policies undermined his optitnism. Toward the
perspective  of the .socialist revolution in the West.
Parvus began to react with more and more reservations:
He considered at that time that the “Social Democratic
Provisional Government will -not be. able to accomplish -
a socialist overturn in Russia.”  His prognoses indicated.
thereford, not the transformation of the - demoeratic:’
revolutivn into the socialist revolution but only the
establishment in Russia of 4 regime of workers’ demo-

“eracy of the Australian type, where on the :basis.of a -
farmers! system there arcose for the first time a labour
government which did not go beyond the framework . of |
.a bourgeois regime. . - o Loy
. This conclusion was not shared by me. The Australian .
democracy grew. orgamically from -the virgin® soil of a °
new continent and at once assumed a couservative char-
-acter and subjected to itself a young but quite privileged
proletartat. Russian democracy; . on the contrary; could

. arise only as a result of a grandiose. revolutionary ever-
Jburn, ‘the dyramies. of “which -would in no-case permit’
the workers” government to remain within the frame-
work of hourgeois democracy. . Our differences, which
began shortly after the revolution of .1905, resulted in
a complete hreak® between us at the beginming of the

* war when Parvus, in whomn the sceptie had completely
killed the revolutionist, turned out on the side of German
imperialism, and later became the counsellor and inspirer.
of the first president of the German republic, Ehert, -

THE THEORY OF PERMANENT REVOLUTION

Boginning - with the pamphilet, “Before' the Ninth of.

January,” I returned more than once to the developrient

- and justification of the theory of the permanent revolu--
‘tion.. In view of the jmportance which this theory jater.
acquired in_the .ideological evolution of the hero of this’
biography, it is nccessary to.present it here in the form -
of exact quotations from ny works in. 1905-6. - -
 “The core of the population of a modern city; at. least .

-~ 1n cities of economic-political significance; is constituted
by the sharply differentiated class of wage lahour: . It
18 precisely this class, essentially unknown. during the
Great French Revolution, that is destincd to play the
decisive role in our revolution. . . . In a country ecén-
omically more. backward, the proletariat 1nay, come to
power sooner -than in arf advanced capitalist' country..

The assumption of.some sort of mitomatic dependérice
‘of preletarian dictatership upen the technical forces and
resources. of a coulltry. is a prejudicé derived’ from . an’

- extremely oversimplified ‘economic’. materialism. . Such

< a view has nothing in- common with Marxism. .. . Not-

- withstanding that the productive forces of industry in
the United States are ten times higher thar  our, the
political. role- of  the Russian proletariat, its. 'influence
upon the politics of the country, and the possibility of

.its coming influence upon world polities is incomparably
higher than the role and significance of. the' Americam
prolétariat. . . . co - .




i

April, 143

“The Russ‘iaﬁ'”r»évolution, according to our view, will
-ereate conditions in which the power may (and with the
‘victory of the revolution must) pass into the hands of

-the’ proletariat before the politicians of hourgeois liber-
alism get a chance to develop their statesmanly genius .

1o the Tull. . . . The Russian hourgeoisie is surrendering

-all-the revolutionary positions to the proletariat. - It will -

bave to surrénder likewise the revolutionary leadership
of the peasantry. The proletariat in power will appear
to the peasantry as an emancipator class. . . . T

forces intp play to raise the cultural level of the village

~and develop a political ‘consciousness in the peasantry. . .

But perhaps-the peasantry itself will crowd the prole-

‘tariat:and -occupy its place? This is impossible. - All the .

experience of history protests against this assumption.
It shows that the peasantry.is.completely. incapable of
playing an’ independent political role. . . . From what
has been said it is clear. how we regard the idea of the
‘dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry.”f The
gist of the matter is not whether we consider it admis-

- sible in principle, whether we find this form of political

" methods are capable of removing these obstacles?

co-operation ‘desirable’ or “undesirable’.

sense. . . . :

The foregoing already demonstrates how erroneous is
the assertion, later endlessly repeated, that the concep-
tion ?resented here “‘leaped over the bourgeois revolu-
tion.”. ““The struggle for the democratic rendvation of
‘Russia’®, T wrote at that time, ‘‘has wholly grown out
of capitalism and.is being conducted- by the forces un-
folding on the. basis’ of capitalism and is heing aimed
directly and first of all against the feudal-serf obstacles
on the path of the development of ‘capitalist society.”
The question, however, was: Just what forces a‘.%lyd‘
14
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may set a bound to all the questions of the revolution
by asserting that our revolution is bourgeois in its
objective aims, and therefors in . its inevitable results,
and we may thus shut our eyes to the fact that the
chief agent ofythis bourgeois revolution is the proletariat,
and the proletariat will’ be pushed toward power by the
whole course of the revolution. .. . . You may lull your-
self with the thought that the social eonditions of Russia
are not vet ripe for a socialist economy-—and therewith
¥ou may neglecf to consider the fact that the proletariat,
once in power. will inevitably be compelled by the whole
logic of its situation to introdnce an eronomy operated

" by the state. . . . Entering the government not.as im-

"~ against the framework of the bourgeois revolution ?

potent hostages but as a rulig power, the represent-
-atives of the proletariat will by their very act destroy

the boundary between minimum and maximum pro-
" gramme, i.e.. place collectivism on the order of the day.
"At what point the proletariat will ke stopped in this

direction will depend on the relationship of forces, but
not-at all upon the original intentions of’ the party of
the proletariat. . . . oo ' . i
““But it is not too early to pose the gquestioh: Must
this-dictatorship of the proletariat inevitably be shattered
Or

' “may it not, upon the given world-historic’ foundations.

open_ before itself the prospect of victory to be achieved

by shattering this limited framework? . . . One thing

can be stated with certainty: Without direct state sup-.

port from the European proletariat -the working class
of Russia cannot remain in power and cannot convert
its temporary rule into a prolonged socialist dictator-
ship. . . . " From this, however, does not at all flow
a pessimistic prognosis:. ““The political emancipation led
by the working class of Russia raises this .leader to
nnprecedented resources' and makes it the inftiator of
the world Tiquidation of capitalism, for which history
has created all the necessary ohjective prerequisites . . .»’

! : -W. L N.

he pro-.
-letariat basing jtself on the peasantry will bring. all its

‘Slavophiles,
We consider it~

Junrealisable—at least in the 'direct and immediate neen:
: S o ~ 7 cipled identity of the historical paths of

its own revolution to the end.
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In regard to the degree to which the international
Social Democracy will prove able to fulfil its revolutionary
task, I wrote in 1906: - - oo

‘“‘The European socialist parties—above all, the might-
iest among them, the German party—have each worked
out their own comservatism. As greater aind . greater:
masses rally te socialism and as the organisation and

‘discipline of these masses grow, this conservatism like-
' Because of this the Social Democracy, .
~as.an organisation embodying the political experience

wise Increases.

of the proletariat, may become at a certain' moment :a

direct’ obstacle in the path of the open conflict between

the workers and bourgeois reaction. . T concluded

my analysis, however, by expressing assurance.that the -

‘‘Kastern revolution will imbue the Western: proletariat
with revolutionary idealism and engender in it the desire
to speak to its ememy ‘in Russia’. . . .’ | ‘

* * *

. B .-' N
‘Let us sum up. Narodnikism, in the wake of the
proceeded from illusions concerning the

and

absolutely original paths of Russia’s deve]opmenti)] s
Plok-

waved aside capitalism and the bourgeois republic.

hanov’s Marxism was concentrated on proving the prifi-'- -

ussia and of

the West. The programme derived from +this ignored

the wholly real and not at all mystical peculiarities of. .
Russia’s social structure and of her revolufionary de-

velopment. The Menshevik attitude toward the revolu-
tion, stripped’ of episodic encrustations and individual
deviations, is reducible to.the fellowing: The victory
of the Russian bourgeois. revolution is conceivable only
under the leadership of the. liberal bourgeoisie and must

hand over power to the latter. The democratic regime

will then permit the Russian proletariat to catch up
with ‘its older Western. brothers -on the road of the

struggle for socialism with incomparably greater success
- than hitherto. :

- Lenin’s perspective may he briefly expressed as follows:
The belated Russian bourgeoisie is _incapable of leading
The complete victory
of the revolution through the medium of the ‘‘democratic

" dictatorship of the proletariat and ‘the peasantry’”’ will
P

purge the country of medievalism, investithe develop- _

ment of Russian capitalism with American tempos
strengthen the proletariat in the city and. country, an

open. up broad possibilities for the struggle for socialism.
On, the other hand, the victory of the Russian revolution
will provide a mighty impulsé for the socialist revolution
in the West, and the latter will not only shield Russia

from the dangers of restoration but alse permit the -
Russian proletariat o reach the conguest of power in a
. comparatively short historical interval. C

The perspective of the permanent revolution may be
summed up in these words: The complete victory of the
democratic revolution in Russia is inconceivable other-

wise than in the form of the dictatership of the prole-

tariat basing itself on the peasantry. The dictatorship
of the proletariat, which will- inescapably place on the
order of the day not only democratic but also socialist
tasks, will at the same time provide a mighty impulse
to the international socialist revolution, Only the victory
of the proletariat. in the West will. shield  Russid’ from
bourgepis restoration and secure for her the possibility
of bringing the socialist construction to’ itsconclusion.

These terse formulations reveal with equal clarity both
the homogeneity of the last two conceptions im their
irreconcilable’ .contradiction. with theé liberal-Menshevist
perspective as well as their extremely essential difference

‘from one another on the question of the social character

and the tasks of the ‘‘dictatorship’ whick was to srew
out-of the revolution. The frequently repeated objeczio=
of the present. Moscow theoreticians to the effert
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the programme ‘ef' the dictatorship of tlieeprolsﬁaﬁat’_l of 1917 Ipﬁin was éompe]]ed, in.a direct ’Struggle a’gﬁnsﬁ 5

- was (‘premature’ .in 1905 is entirely lacking in content. . fhie otdest cadres 'of the party, to change the perspective. .
In the empirical sense the programme of the demdcratic A political prognosis . cannot pretend to the “same,

dictatorship of the proletariat’ and the peasantry prosed  exactness as an_astronomical epe. It suffices if 1t gives
; The unfavourable reldfion a eorrect indication of the general line of development

“to be egually ‘‘premature’’. 3 ‘
of forces- in the. epoch of the first revolution rendered - and helps to orient oneself in the actual course-of even

indpossible not-the dictatorship of the proletariat as such in ;which the basic lire is inevitably shifted either to-.
but, in- general, the victory of  the revolution itself:  the right or %o the,left.. In this sense it is_impossib

.. Meanwhile all thg revolutionary ‘tendencies proeeeded '~ not to recognise that the conception of the permanent .

from’ the. hopes for a complete victory; without such a- revolution has fully passed. .the- test of history. . In the-
hope - an unfettered revolutionary struggle would be first years of the Soviet regime this was denied by none;

“ impossible. The differences jnvolved the general perspec- -on the contrary .this fact met with R}co‘guition in
] nimber of official publications. -But when on the quies- -
from. The perspective of Menshevism. was false 10 the ~ cent and ossified summits of Soviet society the bureau-

|

_tives of the revolution’ and the strategy flowing there-

1

le

a

core: it pointed out an entirely different road for the cratic reaction against October opened .up, it was from
proletariat. The perspective of  Bolsheviem was not the very beginning directed against thig theory which

complete:

it indicated correctly the general direction of - more compléetely than any: other reflected ‘the first pro- -

the struggle but characterised its stages incorrectly. “letarian revolutien in history .and . at-the same time ,
The inadeguacy of the perspective of Bolshevism was not - clearly .revealed Its incomplete, limited and partial char-

revealed in 1905 only because. the revolution itself did - acter. Thus, by way of -repulsion, origihated the theo

Y

not receive further development. But at the beginning ~ of socialism in one country, the basic dogma of Btalinism.
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