fn this Issue :

VINTERNATIONALISM

AND CENTRISM
Ridley and Brockway
Exponents of .
Confusian -

By Ted Grant

-|AFTER THOUGHTS
ON DISSOLUTION OF
THE COMINTERN

By an Indian -
Revolutionist
Hakim Mirza

Theoretical Organ of Workers’ International League 4th International
FEBRUARY, 1944,

Vol. 5. No. 6.

THREEPENCE

REPORT ON THE
COMINTERN
By Léon Trotsky

- Internationalism and
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" The quesSon of the International

is the key question of our epoch.
In it is involved the fate not only
of the I.L.P. but of the working
- class throughout the world for many
decades to come.
of decisive importance for revolu-
‘tionaries to have compiete clarity as
to what we mean by rebuilding the
International. i : :

¥rom this point of view the con-

tributions ef Ridley and Brockway

to the I.L.P. Internal Bulletin re-
veal -a deplorable lack of wunder-
. -standing of the problem.
-gontribution, which. is so enthusi-
astically ‘praised by Brockway, does
not: once really get down to the

basis of the problem. He starts off”

on the wrong foot immediately by
introducing entirely irrelevant and
-efroneous conceptions on the “inter-
.. nationalism’ of the. Mohammedans
“and of the bourgeois revolution. As

= a.self styled Marxist Ridley should

knou:‘_ better than that. Internat-
jonalism is not an idea which has
its application. at any peried in

That is why .it s -

Ridley’s-
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history. The material basis has to

. be prepared if the idea of inter-’

nationalism is to assume any reality

whatsoever.” That was precisely the.

historic role of capitalism: the de-
velopment of the entire globe into
a _single. economic inter-dependent
whole through the creation of a
world market, to which every coun-
try’s and even .every continent’s

- economy is indissolubly linked and
bound. This is. the material basis

which links the - interests of .the
workers of all Jands and on which
Marx built his conception of inter-
nationalism. The slogan: Workers
of the World unite! was not put
forward from a sentimental peint of
view—which was completely: foreign
to Marx—but as a scientific expres-
sion of the interests of the working

“class; an expression of the interests

of the development of world econ-
omy. - To talk dbout the possibil-
ities of.internationalism before the
development of capitalism as a world

" econemy, has laid the basis for it,

is to deal with the question from a
vulgar utopian point of view, and

-any other,
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to reject the very elementary basis
of Marxism. . .

That “this lapse  is not an acci-’
dental one, 1is shown by Ridley’s

-treatment of the problenis of the

rise and decline of the first three
internationals and his light-minded

-attitude towards the problem of the

Fourth International. -
Even acceptimg the explanation
givenr by Ridley that the conditions

‘of imperialism led to the decline

and degeneration of the Second and
Third. Internationals, not to -speak -
of the first, what follows from thisp,
To argue- the inevitability of this

.decline from the objective conditions
. of capitalism alone, is to reason not
" as a Marxist-but as a fatalist.

Pre-
cisely on this question, more than
the ‘‘dialectical’” ap- -
proach—Ridley uses this expression

-while employing a crassly empirical

method—is necessary. This can be
seen by Ridley’s references to the
Bolshevik Party.” He writés;
‘“The - revolutionary character
which Bolshevism alone among
the parties of the Second Inter- -



national, still retained, was due

primarily to the still feudal-

absolutist nature of the Russian

state, which made reformism im-

possible,”’ .

As an explanation of the develop-
ment of the Bolshevik Party and of
its sucoess, this falls rather short
of the mark, to say the least. The
“feudal absolutist nature of the
Russian State” did not prevent the
development of Menshevism which
played the dominatiig role in the
early stages of the Russian revolu-
tion. Nor did it prevent Zinaviev,
Kamenev and Stalin from takin% up
a fundamentally false attitude dur-
‘ing the course of the revolution;
an attitude and policy which, if
‘carried .out, would have made the

- victory of the Russian revolution

impossible. Had their fatal conrse
becn followed and the
been irretrievably wrecked, no donbt
Ridley, with: his erudite - historical
method, would have announced with
his air of great profundity ‘‘Russia
is a hackward fendal country en-
tirely unripe for socialism (which
incidentally was the argument. of
the Mensheviks at the time).
Given the immaturity of the prole-
tariat and of social relations, the
seizure of power by the workers wax
a fantastic dream.’”’

This false conception of the de- '

velopment of world listory is shown
in the reasen he gives for the failure
of the Third Tnternational—which
was conceived on Ridley’s admission

on the basis of a_complete hreak

with reformism and its policies.
. “These can be reduced 1o two:
the failure of International revol-

‘utign in the first phase—1919-26.-

and the snbsequent impossibility
of combining an active policy of
world revolution with the econ-
omic needs of the backward Rus-
sian State. We may add that the
first of these two causes had itself
a double root in: the corruption
of the Western workers by Im-
perialism—(ep. section” on: Inter-
national)—and in the organisation
of the Comintern, which, arising
on the still mediaeval soil of Rus-
sia, adopted inevitably pre-demo-
cratic, pre-capitalist  forms of
organisation which unfitted it for
victory in the more advanced
Western world, which had already
traversed its bourgeois democratic
revolution, - F.g. To lead an anti-

capitalist revolution from a pre- -

capitalist soil was to lead bistory
from hehind  Sooner or later, the
world revolution had to be sacri-
ficed to the needs of Russia or
" vice-versa. This was the basis of
the Trotsky versus Stalin contro-
versy . - . '’ - .
Ridley’'s reasons for the collapse
of the International  explain pre-

A
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cisely nothing, in fact. they reveal -

that Ridley has not the slightest
understanding of the basic lessons
of our epoch. In the first place why
was it impossible to combine ‘“‘an

~active policy of world revolution

with the economic needs of the
backward . Russian state’?  Iar
from being in conflict (this is a con-
ception that, like much else, Ridley
has borrowed from the Stalinists
whom he professes to despise, and
indeed, if correct could serve as a
justification of the policies of the
Russian Stalinists) the two weve
and even today, are indissolubly
bound together. 1t is not an acci-
dent that the idea of Five Year
Plans was developed by the inter-

nationalists and opposed in the
initial stages by Stalin. [t is not
the economic nterests of Russia

which ave in conflict with the inter-
national revelution, but the .inter-
ests - of the Statinist bureaucracy;
and incidentally the latter are con-
tradictory to the ‘‘ccononiic needs’”’
of the Soviet state as well.

This one point in itself is” an
example of Ridlex’s anti-Marxian
and shallow method of analysis. The
explanation for the failure of the
international revolution is about on
the same level, The “corruption™
of the Western workers did not pre-
vent them in ‘the period 1919-2G
from advancing on the road of re-
volution.. The German revolution,
Austrian,  Hungarian. Bulgarian,
etc.; the seizure of the factories hy
the Ttalian workers; the revolu-
tionary possibilities in France and
Britain during 1918-20; the revolu-
tionary situation. in Germany in
1923; the general strike in Britain
in 1926—Ridley is completely blind
to these. His petty bourgenis arro-
gance can only see corruption of the
workers. 1In fact, no other period
in history has witnessed so many
heroic and selfless attempts on the
part of the masses in the West 1o
overthrow capitalism, to deal with
Kurope alone. Heroic efforis which
were continued with the movements
of the Belgian. Austrian. Spanish
and French workers in the last de-
cade. No more could possibly be
asked of the workers than their
insurrectionary replies to the erimes
of imperialism since the last world
WAT.

1t is precisely on the hasis of the
lessons of these nnsuccessful at-
tempts. that the new international
must be built. To these. the sect-
arian-centrist Ridlex is completelw
blind. as his second reason discloses:
“Sgoner or later the world revolu-
tion had to be sacrificed to the needs
of Russia. or vice-versa.”’ Why?
However. there is no need to dwell
on this point. But Ridley imakes
an assertion with regard to “‘organ-

.
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isation" of which he does not bother
to give the slightest proof. In fact
precisely the opposite is the ¢ase.
The history.of the last fow decades
i marked by many revolutions.-
Only one was victorious. Because
of the absolutist-feudal regime
which produced an absolutist-fendal
organisation to combat it?P—that is
what Ridely is attempting to imply.
Utter rubbish! 'The Russian Re-
volution was victorious hecause not
only all the other conditions for-
revolution were present—they have
been present many times in other
countries of the East . and West,
not only the. objective conditions
were present, but the subjective as
waoll: the existence of a Bolshevik
Party and a Bolshevik leadership
with Bolshevik organisational meth--
od—with a correct policy based on
revolutionary Marxism.

The great contribution of Lenin
to Marxism was not only in theory
but precisely on the question of -
organisation. The immaturity of
the revohlationary vanguard and the
mistakes which flowed from this was
the cause of the failure of the Com-
munist Tnternational in the early
years; the absence precisely of Bol-
shevik Parties and Bolshevik meth-
ods .of organisation ensured the
doom, of the revolutions after the
war. ,

In Germany ouec of the reasons,
if not the main reason. for the fail-
ure of the Spartacists under Rosa
Luxemburg to lead the German re-
volution to success was the fact
that the German revolutionary left
was not organised as a Bolshevik
Party and with Bolshevik methods.
Or perhaps Ridley, with his social
revolutionary fatalism would argue
that TLnxenthonrg' and the German
revolutionaries were alsa corrupted
hy German imperialism? o

Ridley asserts that the methods
of the Bolsheviks pertained to ‘‘pre-
capitalist”  Russia: that 1s, they
were good enough for barbarian and
hackward Russians but certainly not
for culturcd “intellectuals’ of the
Ridley stamp. Far fromn the method
of organisation stemming from Rus-
sia's past. it was created by Lenin,
as was Bolshevism itself, on the im-
portation of Marxisin, i.e. “Ger-
man—Unglish—French 7 secialism
into Russia. Tlowever, exactly the
opposite conclngions wonld flow from
Ridlex’s argument if he had thought
ot the question clearly.  According
to his method of aualysis the de-
velopment of the Labour movement
in the West was conditioned by the
“corruption’’ of the workers, where-
as the Russian absolutism produced
Bolshevism. Consequently, the so-
called “‘demaocratic’” methods of
organisation of the Socialist move-
ment in the West are an expression
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of the corruption of the working
class, according to this logic. To
put the problem thus is to “demon -
strate its absurdity. If the argu-
ment ron nrﬂanls‘ltmna] structure
has any validity at all, it can only
-be that Belsh(-vlk (ngamqﬂfmn has
stood the test of history; all other
methods “have brought the prole-
tariat to catastrophe.

Tf Ridley, and also -the ILI.TP.
N.A.C'., which has apparently en-
“dersed Rldlov’s ideas in.the main.
ean criticise in- detail the alleged
mistakes. in  the organisational
stritctute of the Bolshevik Party, an
eager and expectant public has yet
to see these committed to paper.
If they have a brand new and in-
fallible set of organisational rules
which c¢an gnarantee success, it
wonld certainly he of interest and
enlightenment to study them. Till
then., Marxists will stick to the
orgamsatmnal methed and principle
_of Bolshevism—a method which
guarantees a greater measure of
praletarian demorracy -through the
method. of demaocratic - centralism
than any other yet developed.

Having arrived at the conclusion
—which has now penetrated even
into the skulls: of the N.A.C.
centrists - {(at least in their formal
statements) that the Sccond and
Third Internationals have collapsed,
" Ridlev proceeds to .examine the
problem of the Fourth.

*‘Trotsky was undauhtedly a
revolutionary genius, but was too
egotistic for a successful practical
politician . . . ” .
Cloming from Ridley, such a trite

and frivolons remark could he ignor-
“ed. except that it demonstrates the
real narrowness of outlook which
makes him attempt to aseribe his
own limited outlook to thnso he
criticises. Probably Ridley is still
smarting at the memory. of the just
critivism levelled against him by
Comrade Trotsky when he advocated
in 1931 the idea of immediately pro-
claiming the Fourth ITnternational!
Perhaps Ridley
Maxton possess the qualities thab
make a successfnl “practical” poli-
tician? What makes a man a
practical palitician is. as usual, not
explained. Perhaps Stalin defeated
Troisky and the T.eft Opnosi.tion
hecanse he was not ‘“‘cgotistic”” and
was a ‘‘snecessful  practical. poli-
tician’’ ?
success was due to his personal
“egotistic’’ mlalities and his “prac-
tieal politics’”’. but hardly served
the inferests of socialism. But the
very raising of this question in the
casnal manner it is introdwuced.

serves as an indictment of the im-'

rressionistic ideas of Ridley. When
Troosky 1o d thn October insurrection
roiiead the Red Armies, his

" the continnation of- the
What is in-,

- apologies to Stalin).

or Brockway or.

In fact Stalin’s personal

W.I N..
“egotistic’”” qualities apparently
prevented him from hbeing.a ‘‘suc-
cessful’’ practical politician! What
an explanation of events! This is

followed up by what is intended. as

a: contemnptuous. dismissal of the
theoretical bhasis of the Fourth In-
ternational:

Yol its (Fourth Internation-
al’s). ideclogy is little more than
a continuation of the revolution-
ary phase of the Comintern.”

He could bave said that it was
ideology
dating back to Marx.
tended as a sheer, in fact is a testi-
mony to the continuity of revolu-
tionary tradition which is embodied
in the Fourth Tnternational.

Thus Ridley blindly dismisses the
lessons of the last period in shallow
personal eriticisms,. which in any
case are falseethrough and through.
To expect from Ridley a criticism
of or an-answer to Trotsky’s theor-
ics, metliods and contributions. to
Marxism.. would of course be naive.

In this domain, like all centrists he

would be lost. Thus, after dismiss-

ing the egotistic and wunpractical

Trotsky, he-concludes his analysis
of the development of the Inter-
national founded by Trotsky:

‘““fn my opinion, any chance of
its becoming a mass movement
was destroyed by the death of
Trotsky, who left no successor of
comparable calibre. To be sure,
any movement which depends on
the writings of a dead man, who
is not .there to interpret his
meaning, must inevitably become

scholastic—a worshipper of the -

“dead letter—or sectarian—a per-
manent wrangle over the unknown
meaning.  {Bibliolatary is not
confined to Ghurches), The
“Trotskyist’’ movement, with its
ferce disputes and endless splits,
confirms the above dictum?!” -
Ridley here shows abmit as much

political perspicacity a
Stalin too had
the illusion that by murdering Trot-
sky hc could settle accounts once
and for all with Trotskyism.
enouch. the death of Trotsky con-
stltuted a terribly damaging blow
agamnst the international working
class and against the young and

wenk forces of the Fourth Inter- -

national. Bnt an International is
not one man.
Trotsky had 0(-r-nsiun ta pm'nt out
ta the I.L.P. “is not at all a ‘form’
as flows from tho utierly false form-
ulation of the T.L.P. The Inter-

national i§ first of all a programme.

and a svstem of sirategic tactical
and organisational. methods . that
flow from ‘it.” It is_ appar-

ent that an_International is not
huilt by squabbles over petty trifles
but on great principles. The basic

New

.ence of the war,

s Stalin (with

True

An International as .

teachings of Trotsky derive from
those” of Marx, Engels, Lenin. Tt
is on these solid foundations that
the groundwork of the Fourth Inter-
national has been laid.. He who
rejects the policy of the Fourth In-
ternational, must -show how or
wherein -they have departed from
these basic principles or clse wherein
these principles have been proved
false by experience. Of this, not a
word from Ridley or the I.L.P. but
instead this puerile argument which
is not worthy of even =& schoolboy.
However, while talking of the-
International’’ - Ridley ‘is
prudently silent on tho InBtruf‘thG
history  of the ‘‘international’’
organisation to which the LT.P
pave its adherence, the Landon'
Bureau. Brockway eomments -on

“this sigpificaint omission, but at-

tempts to explain it by the sug-
gestion  that the ““Bifreau’’ never
(?onsidered itself an Tnternational.
Certainly the history of the Bureau
testifies to the fact that any inter-
national grouping of ‘socialist’
partics in modern times, which are
not bound
principles and a common programme

* —Marxism-Leninisin, - will ‘be speed-

ily  shattered by the impact .of
cvents,  ‘There is hardly one of the
brother parties of the I.I.T*. which
is associated with the Bureau today.
T'nder the relentless pressure ef the
class struggle ‘they have failed to
stand the test and have heen ‘driven
to the four corners of the political

compass. The remnants of the
Swedish party have gone back to
the swamp of Stalinism. - The

American Lovestoneites have com-
mitted suicide by dissolving . their
organisation. -Despite the experi-
the. Norwegian
Labour Party remains the loyal ser-
vant of His Majesty, King Haakon.
The emigre S.A.P. of Germany has
leaned towards the Stalinists: and
support of the  Allies in the war.
The Spanish P.O.U.M., despite the
catastrophe- its policy brought about
in Spﬂm is flirting with the idea-of
an emigre Popular Tront, thus pro-
viding a caricature of. the policy it
operated in the revolution. The rest
of the parties, like all centrist or-

ganisations have collapsed in a
similar inglorious fashion. -The
TI.T.P. as the Tone snrvivor of this

debacle, has itself described a very
weird evolution in. its policies in the
intervening period. Tf it remains, °
and can still prate of international-
ism, it is not because it is made of
sterner material and sticks rigidly
to principles. But because it has
not vet bheen put ta the test. The
P.O.T. M. at least was far mare of

a vevolutionary organizatien than
the I.I.P. ever cou'd be.
The problem cf the “mew’ Infer.

together by common -
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na.twnal can only he understeod in
rélation” to the experience of the
international working class over the
last few'decades. It is on this basis

‘that the principles and ideas of the

- Foiifth - International have = been
worked " out, - with the method of
Marmsm as the basls What have
the ““‘theoreticians’® of the
learned - Tn ‘*Stalinism and Bol-
1th(!\Ilsm” Trot%ky makes the proud
0
U 4The Boishevik Party was able
. :to carry ~on such magnificent
. “‘practical’’ work only because it
“shed' the light. of theory on all its
steps. Bolshevism did not create
this theory: it was furnished by
Marxism. But Marxism
* theory of movement and not of
‘stagnation. Ornly events on a
tremendous historical scale could
“enrich the theory itself. Boishe-
“wism (Trotskyism) brought an
_Invaluable contribution te Marx-
ism in its analysis of the imper-
_lalist epoch as an epoch of wars
and revolutions;  of bourgeois
democracy in the era of decaying
capitaiism; of the correlation be-
"tween the general strike and the
_insurrection; of the role of party,
" soviets and trade unions in the
epoch of ‘proletarian- revolutions;
in its theory of the soviet state,
of the economy of- transition, of

" ‘fascism and Bonapartism in the .

epoch of capitalist decline; finally
in_its analysis of the degener-
ation of the Boishevik party itself
and of the soviet state, Let any

_ other tendency be named that has

“added anything essential to the

conelusions and generallsatmns of
" Bolshevism,”’

" In rejecting the programme of the
Fourth - International naturally
enough, nelth(‘r Ridley, Brockway
or any other leader of the LL.P.
faces up to a criticism of these
theoretical achievements. Ridley’s
thesis, if such it can be called, is
-composed of hits and pieces taken

from the programmes and theories’

of a number of fundamentally op-
posed c¢urrents in the working class
movement. Ideas lifted direct from
the S.P.G.B. on the colomial gques-
tion, from the anarchists on the
.Sta.te from the Stalinists on Rus-
sia, a distorted idea here and there
from’ the Trotskyists, and laid over
with the confused couceptlons of the
Centrists withal! -~ And he tries to
) pal'm off this horrible mess as Marx-
istn’ with the benediction of Fenner
Brockway and the N.A. 0. of the
I.L.P. It would require a volume
to.deal with the theoretical blunders
and misconceptions which bristle in
nearly. every paragraph. Take this
typlcal speclmen of muddlod think-

ing:
: “Viewed from -this angle, it is

I.L.P..

is the -

W.LN.
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obvious that no fully socialist soc-
iety, in the sense indicated above,
could possible have emerged from
the activities of the earlier Inter~
nationals to whieh allusion was
“made in the preceding section. In
the time of the First Internat-
ional only a small part of Europe
and America was either capitalist
or democratic. (Qutside Europe
and America both Capitalism and
Democracy were unknown). In
the time of the Second Internat-
ional, ‘Imperialism and world

. capitalism had not vet exhausted

their role; neither had yet ‘‘eft
off’’.
Fourth Internationais were based,
in ‘effect, upon the social con-
ditions of a pre-capitalist-feudal-~
autocratic Russian society.

Thus, none of the aforemen-
tioned socialist *internationals
could have led to world socialism
in- the- sense which Marxism ex-
clusively attached to that oon-
ception. Their faiture was, under
.the given conditions, inevitable.
e.g. Had they succeeded,

sive but not socialist.
maost, they could only have led to
regimes of state-capitalism.”
‘What does this nonsense mean?
That, had the Third or Fourth In-
tern atlonals succceded in conquering
power in any of the major European
countries they would have gone the
way - of Russia? But not even
Ridley, .far less the L.L.P. has in

the past disputed, or even now dis-

putes, that even the degenerate
Soviet State remains today a work-

ers’ state, not a “state capitalist
regime, Or is Ridley perhaps
stealthily hinting tha,'b Russia has
gone state capitalist? He certainly
should have informed the world of
this in a less casual way. . But even
when one. admits the reactlonarv
military-police superstructure which
Stalinism has infamously - imposed
upon the Soviet Union, what does
this prove in relation to "the problem
of a. Soviet Germany? ~The meas-
ures of repression taken by the Bol-
sheviks were not a question of prin-
ciple but imposed upon them by the
hostile imperialist environment and
the backwardness of Russia. A vie-
tory for a Socialist Germany after
the last war, which was entirely pos-
sible, would- bave altered the whole

‘relationship_ of forces throughout

the world., Backward Russia in this

“war-and in the vears before it, has
provided a wonderful example of the
pawers of socialist methods of pro- -

duction. A combination of the
economy of mighty Germany and the

resources of Russia would have been

inyincible both' economically and
militarily. It could but-have been
the prelude to. the victory of the

Whilst both the Third and

their
victory would have been progres-
At the

. revolution.
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revolution in Europe ‘and through-
ont. the world. Such a victory
would have led not to ‘‘state capit-
alism’’ but to the abolition of the -
state within a generation or so
throughout the globe. It is painful-
to have to repeat such elementary
Marxian propositions to those pro-
posing to lay down ‘“‘new’’ and in-
fallible prescnptmns for a new In-
ternational,

Ridley’s explanation of the failure
of the Internationals is certainly
ingenious = enough. They failed,
therefore the time was not ripe for
them! A wonderful scientific read-.
ing of history, which he improves
upon by telling us that even if they
succeeded thev would still have
failed. But this does not as yet

_provide us with an analysis of the

reasons for the defeats any more
‘than the man who explained hedt
by saying that it was hot!

As if to reduce his views to ah-
surdity, Ridley goes on:

“Tte next International mounts
on the shoulders of History. It
can actually do what the others

" promised. It arises in a continent.
(Europe) now unified by History
—using Hitler as its blind instru-

ment!—and in rapid process of
industrial development. Led by a
socialist Germany, - a sociafist

France, and a socialist Engtand,

the United Socialist- States of

Europe will for the first time in

all history, fulfil’' the Marxist pre~

requisite for a genuine scientific
socialist society.”’

Ag usual. evervthmg is stood on
its head. The job the Internationals
failed to carry out is supposed to
_have been achieved by Hitler. As

Trotsky - would say Ridley. confuses _

the brake with the locamotive of
history, revolution with counter-
In fact the position is
precisely -the - opposite. Hitler's
coming to power, the war, Hitler’s

victories in Furope are the result.

of the failure of the working class
‘to carry out the tasks urgenﬂy
posed by history,. the failure of the’
working class (i.e..of its organis-

'atlons) to abolish the contradiction
- between the development of the pro-

ductive forces beyond national
boundaries. and the national state
by progressive means, has led-to an
attempt at solution by reactionary
meang. -t

The formalistic, anti- Marxist out-
look of Rldlev and the T.IL.P. is
expressed in the ‘““threc main pur-
poses’ of Ridley’s projected ““fifth’’
(in reality 23) International:

““As it aims ab the creation of |

a socialist society which starts on

the basis of a finished capitalism

it- should confine itself to those

parts: of -the world—primarily

Europe, later, perhaps, the Amer-
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icas—where the objective social .

conditions exist (e.g. In Asia and
_ Afriea the only kind of revolution
possible is a predominantly agrar-
ian anti-feudal revolution of the

- Russian type, which can, at hest, .

only end. in State capitalism and
dictatorship, since. the objestive
- conditions for scientific socialism
—viz,
scarcity and political democraey
- —do not exist. The. European
world has so long a start that,
for the 20th century, a socialist
Europe, no longer torn by civil
war, must continue to lead the
world).”’ -
It would be difficult to find in any
revolutionary writings a paragraph

which exposed such complete bank--

ruptey in the conception of world
history and the method of historical
materialism. Ridley once wittily
. reférred to the S P.G.B. as a Vie-
torian survival. - It would be hard
for even this sect to produce a
statement such as this, from-whom
of course it is-derived. Brockway
for sentimental reasons comes near-
er the correct policy than the
“Marxist’> Ridley, when he rejects
this section of the dacument relat-
ing to the colonial question. It is
almost a century since Marx pointed
out the interdependent character of

world economy which it was: capit-

alism’s historic. task to develop.
Since that time, particularly in the
last few decades with the develop-
ment of imperialism, and the emer-
gence of new technmiques, this pos-
ition has been emphasised. .Even
Churchill, Roosevelt, Hitler and
other bourgeois politicians under-
-stand this better than Ridley. The
world has become a single economic
unit and_hecause of this, évents in
one continent. immediately have
political and economic repercussions
m every -other. Incredible that
Ridley has not seen the social im-
plications of the global'war to which
-he so often refers. The sheer
Victorian-European (““white’’) ar-
"rogance with which Ridley divides
those privileged advanced countries
ready for Socialism, which hig In-
- ternational will condescend to hon-

our with a section from those be-

nighted countries to be cast into the
nether darkness till they are econ-
omically ready to have its attention

is only matched by his ignorance of .

the world historical process in the
past decades. Even the reformist
Second International did not go so
far as this. While in reality con-
fined to Europe it paid lip service
to the struggle for liberation of the
colonial peoples and . for the work
.in_ the colonies. - Ridley is afraid
'_bha.{‘; revolutions in colonies will end
- in state capitalism and dictatorship
on the lines of the Revolation in

~

3C1 m - cept
the abolition of economic’

-tatorship.
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Russia. Even granting that this is
so, would not this be a tremendous
step forward in comparison with the
slavery of the colonial peoples. to-
day? Ridley, the historical ‘‘auth-
ority” is apparently against-‘‘bour-
geols’’ revolutions in the East fo-
day, though willing enough to ac-
completed revolutions
the past. We would remind him
that neither the Fremnch nor British
revolutions - were -achieved ‘‘demo-

.cratically’’ or through ‘libertarian’ -

means but through bourgeois dic-
In any event, by impli-
cation Ridley is condemning the
Russian Revolution without stating
this, openly. He wishes to throw

-'out the Soviet revolutionary baby

with the dirty Stalinist bathwater.
But far from being a reactionary
event, the Russian revolution re-
mains the greatest event in human
history. And what alternative was
there for Russia?. A failure on the
part of the Bolsheviks to  seize
power. would have led to economic
stagnation and the colonisation of
Russia by the other great powers.
Ridley overlooks one of the great
progressive achievements of the
Third Tmternational and its found-
ers. It would appear that he has
not read or understood the writings

of either Lenin or Trotsky. - While .

the problem of the revolution in the

_colonies was not developed by Marx

(though in advance he riddled the
Ridleyian conception by showing
that a sugcessful revolution in China

would automatically lead to a re-

volution in the developed countries
of the West). it. received detailed
attention and study from those re-
volutionary theorists who worked
out its basic laws.. On this never a
word from the light minded Ridley.
Even if we .accept as correct, which

_broadly speaking ‘is true, that re-

volution in Burope is coming in the
next period, the fate of such revol-
utions will at least be partly deter-
mined by the explosions it will
produce in -Asia, Africa and other

.colonial and “semii-colonial countries.

One of the expressions of capital-
ism’s historic impasse is that social
disturbances and revolutions in any
part of the globe immediately.react
on the other continents as well;
there is not one continent or coun-
try in which explosive material has
not heen accumulated. Lenin, in his
analysis of imperialism showed that
the road to revolution in the West
lay in destroying the source of the
super-profits for capitalism in the
Fast, the means whereby ‘‘corrup-
tion’’ of the Western workers was
maintained. Ridley talks about
“corruption’”” of workers in the
West hut is apparently against de-
stroying the basis of this.
However, Trotsky’s theory of

-

from -

Permanent Revolution shows Ridley
to be a crude scholastic of the worst
type. (If Ridley had studied the
works of ‘“dead’”’ revolutionaries,
he would not derive his ideas from
men whe have been politically dead
for years). Trotsky shows that the

_ process of social evolution is not at.

all a mechanical and rigid one. Be-
cause of the intervention of imper-
ijalism in the colonial: areas, the de-
velopment of these countries pro-
ceeds on different lines to the his-
tory of Britain,  France and the
other advanced states. The imper-.

-ialists attempt to maintain .the old

feudal = relations and , prevent a
tpormal’’ development along cap
italist lines. The capitalists of
backward countries, because of the

‘belatedness of their development are

inextricably = entangled with = the
landlords, the semi-feudal regime
and with the imperialists. Any
movement of -the. masses ~which
threatened the imperialists or the
landlords would almost automati-
cally assume anti-capitalist tend-

" encies .at the mext stage, besides

which the capitalists are economic-
ally integrated with the landlords
and would be hard hit by any in-
cursions on their property. Thus
the hourgeoisie in -backward . and
colonial countries is incapable of
carrying through the bourgeois re-
volution. It is this development of
world history which made the Oct--
ober Revolution in. Russia possible.
The fact that the bourgeoisie, hav-
ing ceased to play. a progressive
role, the bourgeois-democratic re-
volution can pnly be carried out by
a conquest of power by the prole-
tariat. The tens and hundreds of
millions of the peasantry, history
has demonstrated conclusively, are
incapable of playing an indeépendent
role. They can only -support and
follow the lead of.some other class
in the cities to achieve their aims.
As the-bourgeoisie cannot fulfil the
revolutionary role they did in the
past, the leadership of the peasant-

‘ry now falls to the young and vigor-

ous proletariat. But having attain-’
ed power, the proletariat’ cannot
stop at the democratic tasks, in-
cluding the breaking up of the large
estates and the division of the land
among the peasantry, but will in-
evitably turn towards socialist
measures, expropriation of the cap-

talists, etc. But this in its burn,.
will come up against the weak and
hackward character of the economy.
The mole solution lies in the exten-

gionr of the .revolution to the more
advanced . countries. Hence the
naming of the process the Perman-
ent Revolution. . . ‘

. Trotsky was writing on this in
1903. The October Revolution and
events in Spain, India and China



féudal rubbish

have completely confirmed the.cor-
rectness of this theoyy. Bnt all that
thé cowardly Centrist can sce 18
that the state that issned from the

-Russian Revoélution has degener-

ated. To draw the conclusion: not
to extend the révolution and thus
énd the isolation—but to send the
colonial masses—-that is the greater
part of humanity—to perdition . . .
till they Are economically ready for
gacialism. A position ~which the
dovelopment of world imperialism
has rendered impossible in any
everit, But as the revolutions in
the West are at least partially de-
pendent for success or failure on the
movemeént of the masses in the Kast,
this" is  tahtamoint to declaring
Bocialism  impossible of realisation
anywhere. Not for nothing  did
Lienin say that the road to the re-
volution - in  DBritain lay
Delhi. Tbe doctrine that the revol-
ution  must inevitably  come in
Euardpe first is not only false, but
pedantic and utterly devoid of any
dialegtical content. Nowhere'.is it
written that the proletariasv. of Ger-
many must come to power before
the proletariat of China, or the
proletariat of Britain before that
of India.” True it is that a revol-
ution_in the Kast, though it would
fmmaediately. purge’ socioty of the
y accumnlated over
centuries, and if only for that
reason would be completely justified,
could nevertheless not stand on - its
own resources for a long period of
time. * But it would provide an
enormous impetus to the revolution
in Kurope and America, to whose
proletariat ~ the Eastern peoples
would look for assistance and suc-
colir. The revolution is as indivis-
ible and iriter-connected as the war
itself. Revolution in Furope means
revolution in "Asia—and the Amer-
icas~—and also vice-versa. .

Tn an attempt to cover his false
position, Ridley goes on to say:
- “Hence, whilst encouraging and
‘supparting ‘ail non-Kuropean pro-

gressive “revolutions, ‘we do not
- identify our. segialist revolntion

with pProgressive  non-secialist

‘ones, as has heen done so disast=
“ rously in the era of the Russian

Revolution which ended with the

dissolution of the Comintern and

the assassination of Trotsky. The
new International drops the

vague and too ambiguous title—

“*“World “Revolution”’~-and  con-
-centrates on the ““‘United States
‘of Europe. Tt is, actually, a dis-
“tinetion without a differcnce, for

‘who wins Europe today wins the

wotld tomorrow !”’

The above analvsis should have
disposed of this artificial conception,
which attempts to separate the fate
of Europe from that of the rest of

. Marxian,

through

_the problem.
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the world and contains a -sharp
“distinction” and a sharp ‘‘differ-
once’ with Marxism on the prob-
lem of the colonial areas.
Having disdained to exarine the

programme - and principles of the-

Fourth International, which repre-
sents tho application of Marxism to
thé modern epoch, Ridley and the

I.L.P. proceed to adopt ideas—in -

the name of “Marxism’’ at that—
which date hack not to the pre-
Bolshevik eépoch, bhut are even pre-
Savs Ridley, and in this
he has the woarm support of Brock-
way and the N.A.C.:
“Our slogans must be suited to
" this so changed atmosphere (hat-
red of totalitarian stateism and of
war). As dialectics, Marxism has
na use for outmoded thought-
forms and outdated slogans.. Tor
example. to make a- revolution
against
" in the name of “The Dictatorship
of the Proletariat’ wonld be worse
than futile. " Contrarily, it is nee-
essary ‘to bhorrow heavily from
+ Anarchism and Syndicalism em-
phasising the slogans of “‘workers’

control””  against  bureaucracy,
personal liherty against state
regimentation, ° socialist + ethics

against the cvnical amoralism of
Fascist and Stalinist gangsters.
Full' aharchism (or anarchist-
communism) is; indeed, impos-
sible - whilst the State remains,
but cach form of society leans to-
wards its sucecssor, and socialism
can immediately where .once its
scientific = prerequisites already
exist. hegin; alreadv. to Jean to-
wards its eventual anarchist-
communist successor.” -
What this mass of eonfused and
contradictory ideas mesns, not Rid-
ley himself could explain. Tf he
means that the State will be only a
transitional ome till socialism is
realised, (what is -this nonsense
about Aunarchist-communist succes-
sors?) that would merely be the
orthodox Marxist way, or regarding
If he helieves that
‘Socialism could immediately be in-
troduced even in Furope or the
Tinited Stotes, that is not econom-
irally possib'», The State will con-
tinne to exist in the neriod -after
the seizure of power and only grad-
ually “wither away”’ into Socialism.

~Ridley confnsedly acrees that the

State will remain in the first period

- after power has been achieved hy

the workers. DBut to reneat the
A.B.C. of Marxian ideas which Rid-
ley does nnt seem to- understand.
the Stata is an instrument of op-

nrassion of one class over another.

+ is the guardian of inedualitv, and

its existonce vresupposes that the

esonomijc basis for the ecomblete
abolition of classes has not yet been

(bourgeois) dictatorship -

.of Marxism, .

‘and Co.
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achieved. Under capitalism, the
state is the instrument of the capit-
alist class and is used for_the sup-
pression of the workers. When the
workers take .power -they must
smash the bourgeois state and re-
place it with one of their. own.
based on the- workers’ Soviets. And
such a State cannot but he a
“dictatorship’>. Ridley cannot have
it both ways. Either he supports
the idea of a state wich must mean
some form of coercion (i.e. dictator-
ship) or rejects it completely and
thus must embrace anarchist doet-
In this case he shouald come

rine

out openly against Marxism. For
the question of  the nature of
the state .hefore and after the

congnest of power is one of the de-
cisive criterions which
Marxism from all other tendencies
in the Labour movement. Just as.
bourgeois democracy  canmot’ bhe
anvthing else but. the dictator-
ship “of the ‘capitalist class so
surh a state can only be the

- dictatorship of the proletariat.”

If- Ridlev means that we should

reject the Stalinist caricatiire.
that has long been a tenet” of
Botshevism, But the Bolsheviks

put in its place the idea of ‘“‘work-
ors’ demoeracy’”’—a  democracy of
the toilers as opposed to the demo-
cracy of the rich—as it was in the
earlv davs of the. Soviet TUnion.
There is no need to horrow half-
baked anarchist ideas. Revolution-
aries; if they are to be successfnl.
must stick to the scientific method
And - whatever its
form, which may vary from one
country to another, the rule of the
workers “cannot- be anything else
but the dictatorship of the proletar-
iat. With the victory of the work-
ers in Europe such 'a dictatorship
would be very light, guaranteeing -

full freedom of speech, press, ete.,

even possibly to the bourgeois part-
ies, cortainly to all parties aceepting
the Soviet system, as a return to
capitalism would be almost out of
the -qnestion. But this is purely a
question of expediency. not of prin-
ciple.” The mnch slandered Bolshe-
viks, on whom Ridley byimplication,
pours his gquota of slime, did not at
all begin with- ruthless measures.
Even the liberal press was not sup-
pressed. Only when the existence
of the Soviet State was menaced by
internal  counter-revolution.  and
world-wide - capitalist  intervention
did the Bolsheviks reply with the
Red Terror ta the terror of the
White Guards. We stand unreserv-
edly with the Bolsheviks against the
mawkish sentimentality - of Ridley
The Bolsheviks have pro-
vided the world working class with
an example to be followed in the
enming revolutions if they are not

separates )



to go under in a new wave of cap- .

italist barbarism. The histery of
HEurope since the last war 18 a
warning of what happens to the
working class if they stop half-way
. on the revolutiohary road and do
not take the necessary precautions
and even reprisals against the cap-
italists and their henchmen. Hitler,
Mussolini and Franco have shed
rivers of workers’ blood and left the
flower of the working class to rot

m jails and concentration camps.

‘throughout Europe. Apainst. cap-
" italist barbarism -and with the
future of civilisation itself at stake
the working class will not stop
short of the most ruthless steps If
necessary to preserve their rule by
‘workers’ ' dictatorship. ’

To tie their hands in -advance

could only-be the advice of a Cent-- .

- rist. ‘There is no need to borrow

froth- the "Anarchists ‘on the other -
points’ mentioned by .Ridley either,

they are all comprised in the philo-
sophy of Marxism and can he found

in” the ‘works of the ‘‘dead” Lenin -

“and Trotsky.

Trotsky writing with infallible -.
Marxian instinct had picked on this -

question long in advance in critic-
_ ising the theoretical conceptions of
centrism. He realised that the
centrists had queazy stomachs easily
upset by the slightest -difficulties
and would inevitably conclude from
the Stalinist experience, not the
corréct -lessons, " but the abandon-
ment of the idea of a firm holding

of power by the- proletariat. - With-.
out the Bolshevik conception  of the -

dictatorship -of the preletariat- his-

tory has shown that it is-impoessible

‘for the proletariat: to seize power.
Ridley pretends to ‘be -scared. only

of “the term; in reality he - has

scuttled away from the problem in-

stead of facing it and 1n so-doing

“ placed ‘himself ‘in the camp of Lihb-
eral-anarchism -which bases itself

on the rarefied air of “Libertarian--

‘. ism’’ without reference to sordid
material -questions -such as - time,
place and conditiens under which
the struggle for power is waged. -
In his bock ‘‘Whither France',

Trotsky, in- criticising the “Left’”-

member of -the - French = Socialist

Party,  Zyromski who wished to

“apologise’ for being in favour of

a “‘dictatorship’’ of the proletariat -

(Ridley tnashamedly and with relief

- gives up the idea altogether without ™ -

any apologies to Marxism whatso-

ever) wrote the following lines which

eonstitiite a complete rehitation of
Ridley’s position: o :
*““For some reasonh ' or other

" Zyromski, in-a whole" series of

_"articles, repeats with especial in-
" sistence the idea (moreover paoint-
“'ing to Stalin-as original- source)

that ‘the dictatorship of the pro--

4
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letariat can never be considered
as an end in itself.” As if there
. were somewhere In the world in-
sane . theoreticians who® thougnt
that. the dictatorship of the pro-
_letariat was an .‘end “in itself’}
~ But in these odd repetitions there
- turks an idea: Zyromski is mak-
ing his excuses to the workers in
advance - for ‘wanting a dictator-

. ship. Unfortunately, it is diffi--

cult to establish the dictatorship
if we begin by apologising for it.
Much worse, however, is the

" following idea: ‘This dictatorship
.of the proleiariat . . .. must be .

relaxed and progressively. trans-

" formed .into workers’ democracy

-~ jn proportion to the extent of the
development of . socialist con-

“ struction.’ In these few. lines

_there are twg profound errors in
principle. The dictatorship. of the
proletariat 1S OPPOSED to work-
-ers’ democracy. However, the
dictatorship of the proletariat by

.

its- very essence can and should.
be the - supreme expression of -
warkers’ democracy. In order to .

‘bring about a great sogial revoi-
. -ution, there must be for the pro-

letariat . a. supreme manifestation

_of all its forces and all its capac-
ities: The proletariat is organised
democratically precisely in order

~.to put an end to its.enemies. The
dictatorship, according to Lenin,
should ‘teach every cock to.direct
the State.’ The heavy hand of
the dictatorship is directed
against the class enemies: ‘the
foundation of the dictatorship is

-constituted by the workers' de-
mocracy.

According to Zyromski, workers’
democracy will replace the dic-
‘tatorship 'in proportion to the

. extent of the -development of
-socialist construction.' This is an

absolutely false perspective. In :
proportion to- the —extent that

bourgeois society is transformed
into a socialist society, the work-
ers’: democracy -will dispense with
the dictatorship, for the state
itself - will wither .away. In.a
-socialist society, -there will. be no
working class; - and - secondly be-
cause there will be no need for

State repression. . This is why the.

development -of - socialist society
-must . mean ' not - the ' transform-
ation of the. dictatorship:into a
democracy, but their common dis:

solution into the economic and .

cultural organisation of the sog-
" iatist society.’’

This - quotation - annihilates Rid--

ley’’s utopian socialist conceptions.

It answers not only the nonsense of .
“Ridley on the question of workers’
power but also the absurd idea that

even in Burope Socialism could be
immediately introduced. If this

1
were so then indeed the anarchists
‘wonld be correct and the necessity
Jor the State would disappear im-
mediately capitalism. = was - over-
thrown. Ridley accepts the  anar-
chist criticism of .the dictatorship
of the proletariat yet wishes to

. introduce  Socialism immediately

and have a state in'the transition
period—nat to Socialism then—but

“to Anarchism into the bargain!

What lucidity! ° What -historical

. understanding ! - What social analy-

‘sis! Ridley ‘has no need to consuit
the works of Trotsky to get the un-
‘knowin Ineaning,” the meaning of
‘Marxistm is - entirely - unknown to
Ridley. ’ o

© Ridley sums up his erroncous con-

_ ceptions: - :

“*Any new International must,
“to pull its weight in the present
world, politically be (a) anti-
capitalist and not merely*-anti-
feudal, like its historic predeces-
SOTS; (b) economically ‘- post-
capitalist, ‘based ‘on the  already
solved problem of production (by
capitalism) and aiming *in its
social and economic philosophy at
the solution .of the socialist prob-
lem of consumption  rather than
the already achieved capitalist
problem of production; and (¢) in

. opposition to all. dictatorship must

“'be. libertarian, cthical and" demo-
cratice.” o
s, L1 it cannot be repeated too
often that ‘Socialismi- -in- our
Time" | in ‘this generation,.is only
possible in  the post-capitalist,

post-democratic soil already culti- |

vated by Woestern (bourgeois)

civilisation; and it is to the con-

quest- of this ‘that a new inter-

uational must direct its primary

energies.”’ - i

Gt eannot be.repeated too often’’
that. Ridley . comwmits. elementary

errors that "any green student of

Marxist theory would "not “perpet-

-rate; The three previous workers' .
 Internationals. werve. built’ on the

basis of anti-capitalism.. But te;say
that the new International must; nob
he anti-feudalist is so much fantasy.

_In the greater part of the world,

‘neluding the advanced countries of
Europe, there are feudal survivals.

“Are. we to wailt for capitalism to

-abolish these belore making the re--
volution? If so we would: have to-

put off the revolution till doomsday.

Tt should be obvious that. all.sar-

vivals frow  feudalism and cven
earlier periods” will beé finally de-
stroved by :the workers’ revolution.
Histqry does not wait 6ill the. last
feudal custom has. heen abolished
before iniperatively ‘demanding the
preparation of a new stage. .
Ridley’s point (b) ‘is also incor-
rect.” Socialism, no more than any

cvther systenr. of society, . is not a

LR
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question merely of consumption, but
.of production. The Socialist- Re-
volation: is historically necessary
above all because capitalism ham-
- pers the growth of the productive

forces which have reached their.

‘limit, comparatively, under the cap-
‘italist system. If it was a question
of utilising only the productive re-
“sources created by capitalism, there
would be no future for sotalism.
But on the contrary, the freeing of
‘the productive forces fr
fetters of capitalism would lay the
: basis for an increase in the pro-
ductive capacity . undreamed’ of in
former societies. Oniy an enormecus
increase in production would lay the
basis for ‘the disappearance-of the

State. Apparently 1t is necessary.

to remind these utopians that it is

necessary to produce before you can -

consume. . An artificial separation
on the lines suggested by Ridley is
quite meaningless. Socialists are as
much concerned with production as
consumption. : :
Point (c) is just so much hot air
~ but is positively "dangerous insofar
gs it sows illusions as to the meth-
ods by which the workers can
achieve their .emancipation, in the
" usual petty bourgeois fashion plac-
ing on the ~same plane, workers’
dictatorship and the.dictatorship of
Fascism. - .
Brockway, in his comments on
Ridley’s Memorandum betrays the
same incapacity to face the problem
as do all the centrists.” When it
comes to the gquestion of the basis
on which .the- new International is
to be built, Ridley is' nebulous.
Brockway recognises the need to
“‘prepare’’ for the new International
at least in words. But his method
of preparing is, to say the least,
most peculiar. ‘‘First, we should

continue to explore all possible con-

tacts In all possible countries, with

a view to preparing a nucleus to

rafly round the New Interpational.”
‘This sounds’ much :like. some
Rotarian society, oozing good-will
to all .and attempting to  maintain
f‘International’’ connections. It
should be obvious that before-an
International Party (or a -national
Party for that matter) can be built,
there must be at. least a basic
agreement on policy and principles.
:'The collapse of the London Bureau
was determined by the fact that
.the Parties which composed it did
not ‘have a common prineipled pos-
ition on the furidamental: problems
of. our. time. “-Now Brockway's
method of .issuing guestionnaires
much on the lines of an inquiry to
-decide which brand of beer is pre-
ferred- by the public, might be a

good test for the latter, but is cer-

- tainly . not 2 method of building an
International. The IL.P. here

from the.
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faithfulls' continues in its centrist
tradition. y
nothing fixed in advance. Questions

are addressed to all sorts of dubious

individuals, grouplets and parties,—
and what questions! There is not
one that containis any real Marxian
content which would help to demar-
cate reformists from revolutionists,
muddle heads from those, who know
where they are going and how they
intend getting ~there. Take .2
couple of examples: .
~“What do .you regard as the
reasons for the failure of the Scec-
ond and Third Internationals?
Why is it that the Second Inter-
national was so ineffective in.in-
fluencing political events whilst
its industrial counter-parts, the

International Fedcration of Trades -

Tnions and perhaps particularly
the International Trade Union
Centres (like the International
Transport Workers TFederation,
Textile Workers and Miners) ap-
pear to have beeri more effective?
Do you think the ‘first step to-
wards international working class
- unity would be to concentrate on
the strengthening of international
Trade Union organisation {e.g.
the formation of an all-in Feder-
ation, including = the - Russian
Trade Unions, the C.I.0., etc.)
and the extension of International
Centres for Trade TUnions in
particular industries- rather than

on a Socialist - International?’”

What is meant by the Trade

Union Internationals . being -more-
effective than the Second Internat--

ional -and achieving more results, it
is not given to ordinary mortals to
understand. And how it  ecan be
suggested that the Russian ‘‘Trade
Tnions’’ which long, ago ceased to
be trade unions in any sense of the

- word and became mere appendages

of the Stalinist bureaucratic regime
would " strengthen

is more than a mystery. But it

follows naturally -from the unclear

conceptions of centrism. They howl

-about the .amoral dictatorship of
.Stalinism one day, only to prepare

as in this case to embrace its-tools

—disguised as trade union leaders, the

next. ) .
Another sample: = R
‘“What_elements do you think
should be invited to collaborate in

preparation for a New Internat--

ional?
only?
munists? Trotskyists? -Anarch-
ists?  Syndicalists? Reformist
" Trade = Unionist Organisations?
Co-operative- Organisations.”’

.Revolutionary Socialists

It should have heen clear to the
merest political child that all these.
- tendencies are mutually _incompat-

ible and fundamentally opposed  to
one another. To attempt to récon-

Nothing is laid down,-

internationalism

Social Democrats? Com-.

.“‘ y’r’ '.

cile thein is impossible, = Anyone

‘who has not learned the fundamen-

tal distinction between Bolshevism

- (Trotskyism) and the other tenden-

cies in the last two decades, has

“learned nothing from history. This

is emphasised by the next point:

“])o youthink there should be
a fundamental basis, defining both
the- socialist objective and policy ?
Is a statement of socialist object-
ive necessary in view of the ‘ex-
periences of Nazism and of the
developments 1in * the
Union? For example, do you
think it necessary to empliasise

the: democratic, "libertarian and

" equalitarian aspects of Socialism?

Do you think the time is ripe for

a synthesis of the Marxist and
Anarchist conceptions of social
structure?”’ .. .
After the shameful betrayal of ifs
so-called principles by anarchism in
the Spanish revolution, ‘one could

expect the petty bourgeois utopian-

ism of anarchism, would be exposed
clearly for all claiming to be Marx-
ist. To try to unite fire and water
would be much more simple than the

feat of uniting anarchist chimeras

with Marxist science. All the other

questions in this questionnaire are:

of similar character. )
However, Brockway’s comments,

Soviet: -

as does the questionnaire referred -

to, flow from the conceptions devel- -

oped by Ridley. In dealing with
his - questionnaire, Brockway re-
marks with pride: ‘‘The responses
which we have already ‘had to our
communications” (obviously on .the
lines of this questionnaire) are en-
couraging and the possibilities - of
this expleration have only been be-
gun.'’
which says nothing and commits to
nothing, is something which any

Very likely. © A" document *

reformist or opportunist can sup- :

port. Presumably Brockway has
received encouraging responses from

the “‘brother party”’ in.the U.S.A.;

Norman Thomas’ Socialist Party
which merely differs over the trifling
question of the war—they support
the Allies while Brockway claims to
oppose the war. Or the new party in
South Africa which has been so en-
thusiastically hailed by the “New
Leader’’—opportunist through and
through, which not only supports
the.war but speaks for the . white

- minority only, also a mere detail

that ., the I.L.P. disagrees with.
. ..o dt is important,” says Brock-

- way, ‘‘that during the period before

the mass movement towards a New
International arises, international
socialists in all countries should be
thinking . out again their ideas of
Socialism and the best organisation-
al basis for a. New iInternational.
We must not-aspire te lay down any
theoretical basis in. its final form,

.
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but it will be a valuable thing if
Socialists in different countries are
pooling théir ideas so that out of

this exchange of opinion a re-

" statement of Socialism can be con-
“tributed to the discussian when a
New International comes ‘on the
map’.” - -

An organisation that was serious-

"1y Marxist, if it wished to inaugur-
ate an international discussion on

‘the - way the - New ~ International
should be built, would lay down the -

principles and ideas which it con-
sidered ‘the experience of the last
‘period had - demonstrated as valid.
“It would attempt to sharply differ-
- entiate the sheep from the goats;
revolutionists from reformists and

gyndicalist confusionists. That is

the method of Trotsky, and the:

method with which Lenin buils the
Communist International--when it
was revolutionary. Tn predicting
vears in advance the debacle of the
Tondon Bureau, when a Marxist
analysis of its -principled or rather
lack of principled basis, enabled him
to discern its inevitable fate; Trot-
sky wrote: ) i
A frevolutionary’ . resolution
for which the opportunists could
" also~vote was deemed by Lenin to
be not a success but a fraud and

-a crime. -To him, the task of all

.conferences consisted not in pre-
senting a ‘respectable’ resolution,
but in effecting the selection of
militants. and organisations that
would not betray the proletariat
in the hours of stress and storm.”’
© And in this is summed up the only
sound method of laying the basis for
mass parties of the working class
which can lead the toilers to victory.

After solemnly repeating most of -

Ridley’s errors, Brockway attempts
to tackle the guestion of the organ-
igational basis of the Internatiomal,
and in-doing sa finds himself on the
horns of a dilemma’ of peculiar
Centrist construction.

"The Second International fail-
ed organisationally because it was
not much mere than a discussional
body afraid te give a lead to any
of its sections . . . >’

““An International ought to be
able to express the considered
view of the international working
class movement to its different
sections, and different Ssections
ought to pay very considerable
regard to the lead given in this

," way.u .
© 4., ., The .Communist Inter-
“national, on the other hand, fail-
ed because it was too” rigid in
organisation. - Its policy and
finance were dominated by the
Communist Party of Russia and
- all other sections had to turn as
it ordered. This is the other ex-
“treme which ‘must be aveided.

-and decision.

W. L N,

We must think out a basis of

organisation which is betweén
thiese two, and which is realistic-
- ally. a refection of the degree: to
‘which national sections: in their
present stage of development are
likely to accept a lead from an
International Centre.”” -

Brockiway has not realised that

fundamental political questions must
be reflected - 'in  -organisational
method.
pelitical tendencies cannot be. re-
conciled within the framework of a

-single organisation either nationally

or “internationally, but sooner or
later must be torn apart when the
question of action arises. All tend-
encies are tested in the fires of the
class struggle which brocks of no
evasion or subterfuge. Thus .a
genuine proletarian International

can eonly be bhuilt on the basis of .

agreement on.the question of prin-
ciples. This in itself presupposes
that all questions of major political
importance which vitally affect the
policy of the national parties, should

_ come up for international discussion -
While of course, a-

great amount of flexibility, especi-

ally on secondary questions, is de- 7.
sirable, this. should not. affect the.

basic  issue. An  International

should not be a pest-bag to which -

one politely sends ‘reports of decis-
ions.
gress a fraternal ineeting where the
progress of the different sections is
merely recorded. In Lenin’s day
the Comintern was- a_ live body,
where after full discussion of- dis-
puted guestions thronghout the soc-
tions, final-decisions were referrcd
for International discussion and de-
¢ision to the World Conference,
where important questions were
fully discussed for days and some-
times weeks. The Tnternational was
a live democratic organisation ,and
not. at all “‘rigid in organisation”

in the semse of being buréaucrat- |

ically controlled. "True it is that
the Russian DParty possessed -an
enormous and even predominant
influence in the Councils of the
International. ~But this was a

~political influence, due to the tre-

mendous experience and autherity
of the Bolshevik Party. Lenin
always insisted on thorough -demo-
cratic- discussion on all questions.
And while inflexible on questions of

principle; always preferred where

possible to convince comrades by
experience on questions of ‘tactics.

The later degeneration of the
Communist International hegan as a
political degeneration which reflect-

ed itself in organisational method
from democratic’
discussion - and decision, ~bureau-
decisions -were decided -on in -

as well. Thus,

cratic 1 on fn
advance, and all voting decisions

Fundamentally differing .

Nor an International Con- .

< That this s

“ecould

* that - it is

9

"became merely. meé,ningless gest-

ures, . till the Communist = Inter-
national ended up with the: totali-
tarian ‘‘unanimous‘‘ - decision- .on
all questions.  But to compare the
organisational methods of the Com-

.intern in Lenin’s’. day with those of
- deeline under “Stalin, -or even. Buk--
“harin’ and Zinoviev, -and -to argue

that they were the same could only
be done by a centrist wha. wished
to reject -all international - discip-
line. Or -perhaps Brockway is. still

. smarting with the recollection of the
- conditians : for

membership. which
the International proposed to apply
to all” parties proposing to . affiliate?
These principled conditions. clearly
laid it down for all to see those

- parties which really wished to take

the poad of revolution and. those
who refused to break once and for
all with reformism. Tt is interest-
ing to note after all thése years,
with their rich experience of vicis-
situdes and crises for the I.I.P.,
after wobbling ‘many times in. pol-
icy, sometimes moving right, some-
times moving left, that they have
gone hack to the position of .the |
I.L.P. of 1920: rejecting one of the
fundamental principles of - Marxism,
the dictatorship of the. proletariat.

Brockway wishes to have his cake
and eat it, to he part-of an Inter-
national without accepting any re-
sponsibility for its decigions and to
accept- the results of the Internat-
ional’s deliberations. . Brockway’s is
a typical evasive and vague formu-
lation of the question  which  ties
any organisation accepting: it. to -
nothing. ““An international ought
to be able to express . . . different
sections ought to pay very consider-
able. regard .. . 77 How.much is
very considerable regard? What is
it supposed to mean? TExactly no-
thing!- Perhaps like the IL.L.P; it-

-self the international should explain
1ts vicws. to the natiorial  section

which -will listen with ‘‘considerable
regard” and then proceed: to carry
on ag usual with its own - policy,
much as the I.L.P. behaves. in its
internal working or as the London,
Bureau proceeded in thé days when
it pursued a fictional existence.:

what - Brockway
really  ‘means, is “shown - by . his
criticism - of ~the Communist:. In-
ternational. “We must think-out
a basis of organisation which is be-
tween these two . . . " Neither
Brockway mnor any other miortal
resolvé the - contradiction
which, 18 posed by this idea. Only

.Centrists who: live in a world of

make-believe, or cloudy phrases and
ideas would even pretend. to suggest
‘possible. - Marxism-
Leninism - showed the - method of
huilding the party nationally tand
internationally: on the basis of de-
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mocratic centralism. Brockway puts
the issue beyond doubt by :leaving
the back door open in advance:
40, . . @ basis of organisation (must

be thought out) which is realisti- -
cally a reflection of the degree to-

which national sections in their pre-
- sent stage of developirient are likely
to accept a lead from an internat-
ional Centre.”’ - If the individual
scctions have not developed into or
as one international party, why pre-
‘tend that an International exists?
‘Far better to declare openly that

there is no basis for-an Internat-

-ional at-all than participate in a
- farce of this nature. -
“The Second International and its
sections would gladly have accepted
~such an- interpretation of ‘‘inter-

"Who 18 to

W. L N.

nationalism’. It differs in nothing
essential - from  the very practlco
which Brockway criticises. It leaves
the door open 1o every sort of abuse.
decide - “‘realistically’
anyway ?

It is clear that the conceptions of
the I.L.P. on revolutionary organis-
ation are as vague and woolly as
their ideas on revolutionary policy.
The world situation poses more im-
periously than ever before the nec-
essity for a révolutionary vangnard
on an international scale.-

principles worked out by Marxism.
It is not & question of a number,

“hut to repeat the idea developed by

Trotskv 80 long ag0. The Inter-

" national ¢

An inter-
national which bases itself on the
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is not at all a form as
flows from the utterly false:formu-
lation of the [LL.P. The Internut-
ional is first of all a programme,
and a system of strategic, tactical
and organisational methods that
flow from it.”’

Comrades of the 1.L.P. study
our dociiments in the ight  of
events, examine again the ephem-
‘eral and contraductory ideas de-
veloped by the I1.L.P. leadership
in Conference documents in the
last few years. A thorough and
honest analysis will convince you
that only under the banner and
with the programme and methods
of the Fourth International can
victory be obtained.

After Thoughts on
- Dissolution of

’f ‘the Comintern

By an Indum Revolutzomst (Hakim Mzrza)

Ed Note. This article is by an
Inddian ,rlevotutdon'ést' who partici-

pated in . the founding of the
“Comintern at its first  World
Congress.”

Oh the 15th March 1919; the Com~
munist ‘International was establish-
“ed by Comrade Lenin and the Bol-
-“shevik Party, with the object of
helping-and deveioping Internation-
“al - Socialism. At its inception,
Lénin declared that the fulfilment

‘ of the cause of the International
would only be realised when Capit=
~alisnt was overthrown and Socialism
" established” throughout the worid.
Thus, -to the colonial and oppressed
‘-"peoplg, the Soviet Union, . as the
“citadel of the October revolution
“and the Communist International,

Was an object not only of admir- . British  Party
 atiom, ‘but of hOpe and guidance for .. hitches, the Tndian comrades always

‘put their faith in the -Commmmnist

their own struggle for independence.

The people of India are inhercitly -
and. antizImperialist, -

"anti-Fascist,
When. .Spain was  attacked by the
. Fascists, the Indian . people’s sym-
. pathy was with the \mr‘;ms ‘and
poasants of Spain, They gave all
" the material and moral help pos-
sible, "'When China was attacked by

‘ance and help.
‘matry - misunderstandings
the British Communist Party and

declared
Chinese
possible

Japan, ‘ohe Indian people
their wsolidarity with the
Republic and gave every
help. During. Mussolini’s rape of
Abyssinia, Indian sympathy with
our Negro comrades was pronounced
an unequivocal. Puring the period

{itler’s accession to power, Ind-

1an leaders were the first to con- -

demn 1t in. po uncertain terms.

Durmg the last 25. yedrs, the
struggles and successes of the Soviet
Union have fired the imagination
and revolutionary zeal. ol Indian
youth, workers and peasauts. Right
from the beginning, hundreds of
Indians tried to get into direct

-rouch with the ‘Soviet Union and its

leaders. The Indian Communist
Party had to work. through the
In spite of many

International and accepted its guid-
There had been
hetween

the Indian Comrades, and there has
hern much disillusionient;

spite of all this, the Indiant com-

-rades stood by their loyalty to the

-1onal. -
but in-

Communist International and the

Soviet Union. )
THE DISSOLUTION OF THE

COMINTERN

When ‘the Communist [nternat-
fonal was suddenly dissolved, it con-
fused and shocked most of the gen-
uine revolutionaries.

not subscribe to the | line: put
forward - by the "T'rotskyists  who
declared  that the C.I: had al-

ready been dead and the declatation
of the 22nd May 1943 was only its
final burial. Aftér overcoming tho
initial shock and watching the sub-
sequent events, we were anxious to .
find out the causes for these devel-
opments.  The purposc of this arti-
cle is to clarify the situation and
to place beforo Tndmn and colenial
Communists . 2~ séries of facts. i
order to help them to review their

-ideas and views -on- the’ b’l"ils of

current évents .

On the 22nd May 1943 the
E.C.C.T. recommended the dissolu-
tion of the Communist- Internat-
The E.C.C.J. gavc- several
reasons. Let us -discuss some of
thein. - Firstly, that the funda-
mental aims of the Third Inter-

We then did -
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natiohal have now been achieved,
According to the Coustitution and
‘Rides of the Communist Internat-
iénal, Section I—Names and Objocts
—Clatse 1:— o
‘“The Communist International—
-The . International Workers’ Associ-
. ation—is a union of Communist
- Parties in various countries; it is a
- .World Communist Party. As the
leadér and organiser of the waorld
revolutionary movement of the pro-
letariat and the upholder  of the
Principles and aims ‘of ‘Communism,
the Communist international strives

. to win over the majority of the
working class and the broad strata
of the propertyless peasantry, and

" fights for the establishment of the

world dictatorship of the proletar-
. iat, -for the establishment of a
World Union of Socialist Soviet
Republics, for the complete abolition
.“of classes and for fhe achievement
of socialism—the first stage of Com-
munist society.?’

Again, to quote Section II—The
World Congress of the Communist
International — Clause 8:— *““The
supreme body of the Communist
_International is the World Congréss
of representatives of all . Parties
(Sections) and organisations affili~
ated to the Communist Internat-
‘ional. The. World Congress dis-
cusses and decides the programme,
and ' tactical .and organisational
questions connected with -the activ-
.ities of  the Communist Internat-
ional and of its various Sections.
Power to aiter the programme and
rules. of the Gommunist Internat-
ional lies exclusively with the World
- Congress .of the Communist inter-
national. The Worid Congress shall
be convened once every two years.’

It ‘must be evident to everybody -

" that the power of dissolution must
also exclusively lie with the World
CGongress and not the E.C.C.1. who
in fact dissolved it. .

Here we also quote Stalin’s vow
on Comrade Lenin’s death: ““Lenin
never regarded the Republic of Sov-~
iets .as an end in itself. He always

regarded it as a necessary link for .
revolutionary -

strengthening = the.
movements in the lands of the West
and the East, as a necessary link
for facilitating the victory of the
" tailers of the whole world over Cap-
ital. Lenin knew that only such an
- interpretation is the correct one,
NOT ONLY FROM THE INTER-

NATIONAL -POINT OF VIEW,.

BUT ALSO FROM THE POINT OF
VIEW OF ‘PRESERVING THE
- REPYBLIC OF SOVIETS ITSELF.
Lenin knew that only. in this way
“is It -possible to inflame. the hearts
of the toilers of all countries for the
decisive battles of emancipation,
That is why this genius ameng the
great leadérs of the proletariat, on

-

. strengthening the
toilers of the whole world, the GCom-

-Internationai.

“Roviet
“and
period, had full confidence in the

W. I N.

the very morrow of the establish-
ment of the proletarian dictatorship,
laid the foundation of the. Workers’
International. That is why he
never tired of  expanding "and
league of the

munist International. In departing

.. from us, Comrade Lenin bequeathed
to us the duty of remaining loya!

to- the principles of the Communist
We vow 6 -you,
Comrade .Lenin, that we Wwill not
spare our lives to strengthen and
expand the league of the toilers of
the whole world—the Communist
International.”” (Stalin, writing on

the death of Lenin in ‘“Pravda’,-

No. 23, 50.1.24.)

We ask ourselves, had the Comin-
tern become ‘‘the necessary link for
strengthening - the revolutionary
movements in the lands of the West
and the Bast’’? 1f so, the other

reason given- by ‘Stalin; that it is
difficalt to call .congresses in war .

time is incorrect, The Internas-
ional was started -in- March ‘1919,

- when the Soviet Union was in the
. throes of civil war and attacked by

13 invading armies, and only a few
hundred square miles around Mos-
cow was left in .the hands of the

Bolsheviks. " The Soviet Union was.
‘a backward vountry, hardly at all

industrially developed. The situ-
ation was far more critical even
than when Hitler's forces had ad-
vanced as far as Stalingrad. 'The

workers of the world were just be: -

ginning to understand the value of
International . solidarity. In spite

“of far more adverse circumstanees
between 1919 and 1924, five inter-

national congresses were held, and
these' built up the Communist
Parties in various ecountries, thus
strengthening the position of the

Tnion. Comrade: Lenin
the .Bolsheviks, " at -that

class instinct of the working class
of the world. They rather put their

faith in the workers and peasants
‘of all lands than in the Churchills,

Roosevelts and other class enciies.
Hence, we saw incidents like the
stopping of the “Jolly George’’ and
other ships; mutiny in the French
ships in the Black Sea, fraternis-
ation of invading soldiers with the

‘Bolsheviks, etc., which saved the

Soviet Uniou. Tf under the war con-
ditions it is difficult to call an inter-
national congress, then why during
the period between 1924-1939, which
was a peace periad, only two. Inter-
nat®nal Congresses were calfed—
which was againgt the constitution
of the C.I.? The Fifth Congress of
1924 did not instruct the W.C.C.I.

- to.wait for four years before calling

the sixth Congress in 1998,
We are told that the various

_the events in India—also ]
_sectarian lines taken hy some of

“labour,
_Surely that is not the fulfilment. of

i

- Communist Parties are now mat-
.ured.

From our association with
the British Party; we can say that
this is definitcly not so. We'kjnow
various

the British members re Indian or-
ganisations-—the starting of sectar-
ian Trade TUnions, the Sectarian
Workers’ and Peasants’ Parties, the

_attitude towards the National Move-

ments—there are many ‘such  ex-
amples 6f the British. Party niis-
leading the Indian -revolutionary
movement, which have been admit-
ted by Ben Bradley and others in
their books. ° Also, - the British
Party’s history up to the present
period shows one blunder after
another—at one time, a -sectarian
deviation to the right, at another,
a left-wing deviation. . No wonder
that, apart from a few thousand
workers, the ‘British Party is not
trusted by the militant section of
the working class. Moreover, it is
a fact that at least twice the num-
ber of members have left the Brit-
ish Party thun the total member-
ship of the Party, at the present
time. [f the British Party had be-
come matured, the situation would
have been different. The British
Party would have been a mass
Party and would have led the strug-

gle—perhaps "the war would have

heen avoided, aud humanity would
have been well on the path to Soc-
ialism, peace and plenty. “The Am-
erican Party would not find itself in
a_position of dissolving  itself and
advocating co-operation’ hetweon
farmer  and  Capital.””

the aims of the Communist Inter-
national |

While the C.I. has boen-dissolved.

- Clapital still reigns supreme and-the

toilers of the world are far more

“under the hondage: of -Imperialisin

and Fascism. According to the pro-
nouncements of Roosevelt, Church-
il and Stalin, there is full under-
standing for co-gperation for at
least 20 ycars. The American Com-

‘munist Party - dissolves itself in

order to avoid ‘‘civil war’ in the
post  war period, ‘supports
enterprise, 1.e. the exploitation of
man by man, accepts Capitalist
democracy as an end in  itself.
(Lenin stood for Workers' dema-
cracy—Lenin believed in class  war
and partisan interost, i.e. the inter-

.est of the working class at the

expense of the capitalist clags:) All
these are accepted by a - so-called
‘‘mature’’ party, as a result of the
Moscow, Cairo and Teheran confer-
ences! Lenin and the other Bol-
shevik leadors pointed out that the
attenpts by the capitalists to:fore-
ibly .repress the working class and
its rights in any movement they

N

free -
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would take to overthrow capitalism,
would inevitably lead to civil war.
The task of genuine leaders of the
- working class was te explain this to
" the workers and prepare them for
- the ‘inevitable struggle; not sow
“illusions  in the possibilities of
. achieving their aims-peacefully, as
did- the reformist renegades such as
MacDonald and. Kautsky., while the
capitalist reaction prepared a bloody
- trap for them. :

The British Party, in its ‘‘Daily
. Worker’’ editorial, fully supports
* the policy of the American Party.

CHANGES WITHIN THE
SOVIET UNION

The dissolution of the Communist

International is concurrent with

other fundamental changes in the

- Soviet Union, such as:. .
. 1. Reocrganising the Red Army
on Capitalist lines, creating an offi-

cer caste.

officer is much greater than in Cap-
" italist countries such as Great Brit-
ain and the U.S.A.  Revival of
Czarist uniform and creation of
Orders and Decorations -in the
names of old Czarist soldiers, rather
than revolutionary leaders }tho gave
their lives for the revolutiom. In-
- troduction .. of Prussian discipline;
«“Nowadays, privates and N.C.0.’s
traveiling in a bus, tube or iram,
_must give up their seats to men of
senior ranks, should-they be stand-
ing"’ -(Daily Worker 9/7/43). Even
in Capitalist couniries, an ordinary
soldier has not to undergo such
insults. - This is just as bad as-the
worst type of caste distinction.

Perhaps such measures and changes .

were necessary to counter the dis-
content of the Red Army men!
2. We find in the “Daily

Worker”, as well as in a special .

pamphlet by Reg: Bishop, the sup-
port of ‘‘Soviet Millionaires’'. This
is “the result of acute differences in

- _wages and privileges between vari-

- gis - sections of the workers in a
“Qocialist country”! = -
3. Recognition by the State of
. the. Greek Orthodox Church—the
excuse is that now ‘Religion” is a
friend of Socialism! The opium of
the people has now becorhe its balm.
Marxists always recognised - the
.. right  of religious.. freedom, and
under Lenin this was certainly so
in the Soviet Union. ]
attitude represents  a -definite de-
parture from the militant and un-
compromising stand taken up by
. Bolshevism towards religion. °
4. Abolition of co-education and
.+ introduction of .paid higher educa-
tion in place of free education and
. opgorhmities for all.

Replacement  of the “Inter-

The difference between -
the pay of an ordinary soldier and -

But the new

W. L N.

nationale’’—which was the anthem
of Lenin and the Bolshevik Party

- by a national anthem, such as *'Sing

to our Motheriand, Glory Undying”’
in the same vein as ‘‘Land of Hope
and Glory’’. . :

“Those of us”who have up to now,

- supported the line of “Socialism in

one Country’’ will no doubt get a
shock, and be forced to review the
situation on Marxian lines. Instead
of regarding it ‘‘not as an end in

_itself, but as a necessary link for

facilitating. the victory of the toilers
of the world over Capitai’’, the pre-
sent rulers consider ‘the - Soviet

Union as_a specific country (not as .

part of the world struggle for Soc-
ialism and the citadel of the world
revoliution) and, following a Nation-
alist line, are prepared to subordin-
ate the cause of Socialism for their
immediate gain; are prepared to
overturn the whole ideology of the
October Revolution.

EFFECTS ON THE COLONIAL .
STRUGGLE

The series of changes mnentioned -

dbove, force one to conclude that
it is the present policy- of the Rus-
sian Government which has deviated
from the ideology of the October

Revolutionh, which has led the ('om-.

munist Parties to such a sorry pass.
The attitude of Soviet Government
towards the colonial struggles has
undergone simultaneous changes
with its foreign policy. As a result
of the Soviet Union deciding to join
the League of Nations and foviving

peace alliances with France, Eng-.

Jand and other Capitalist states
(dabbling in Power politics), the

Colonial struggles all over the world -

were watered down and subordin-
ated to the interest of -the Hislivist
bureaucracy. A few examples will
suffice. o .

‘It was in 1927 that the Indian
National Congress took part in the
foundation of, and affiliated to, the
International League of oppressed
people against Imperialism’’—Page
488, “‘India Today)’, R. P. Dutt.
Again: ‘The National Congress
affiliated .to the L.A.L. in 1928, All
these steps were endorsed by the
E.C.C.I. the British FParty und
R. P. Dutt personally.
middle of the thirties, the League
against Imperialism was dissolved
and simultaneously the. anti-imper-

ialist struggles were watered down.

The . ‘apti-war movement, which
gained a footing in India and other
colohies, was simultaneaasly wonnd
up” ' Fhe workers of India pani-
fested their anti-war attitude- at
the begimning of.the second world
“war—-for exmaple, 80,000 workers of
Bombay took part . in a political
anti-war strike.

In the

.
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In his speech on India, Wang
Ming, at the 7th World Congress
(Aug. 7, 1935) said: “‘The Indian
Communists are able to lead these
masses to victorious.anti-imperiat-
ist and agrarian revolution ~in
India”, and that the Commmnists
are really the vanguard of the

people of India in the struggle for:

national emancipation—*‘this is how
the main task of the Indian com-
rades’’. He ended up: ‘‘Raise high
the banner of the Communist Inter-
national—Forward to the victory of
the world Socialist Revolution’’. R.
P. Dutt ends up his “India To-day”’
(Page 536): '“The decisive battles
of India for freedom are in the near
future. Whether the transition to

a

freedom will be stormy and achieved

at the cost of heavy sacrifices, or

whether it will be relatively smooth
and rapid depends, not only on the
strength - of the ~“fndian . Nationat

- Movements, but also on the ce--

operation of the British working
class and of the British Democratic
movement. The war only acceler-
ated the issues which are already
maturing in India—the issues of the
decisive struggle for mational liber-
ation, and eventually of the struggle
for social liberation’’. To contrast
the above—in the ‘“World News &
Views’”, Aprit 25th, 1942, Ben
Bradley writes: ‘‘The Congress pro-

" ‘posal,” that a 'National Government

be set up which commands the con-
fidence .of the people, was rejected
by the British Government, but is
receiving widespread support in

India, éven from such British semi-

-official newspapers as the Galcutta
“Statesman’’.. - All sections are
agreed on , the ' postponement of
major issues until after the war.'’
What are the major issues?—No
doubt the struggle for national in-
dependence and the overthrow of
British Imperialism’s bloody rule,
which was the line laid down by
the.last world congress.and put for-
ward by his -immediate leader, R. P.
Dutt.!  ‘“All sections’, of course,
includes the O.P.I. members who
support the pdlicy of a so-called
“National  Government’ (not Con-
stituent Assembly on the basis of

Universal Franchise—which was the

line laid down by the Leninist Bol-.
shevik ' Party), né doubt. a popular
front policy including semi-official

imperialist, organs! -Moreover,. they .

do not. state that such a coalition

Government of Princes, Congress,
Moslem League, Liberal, ¥Hindu,
Mahasabha, Communists and otiers
has been put forward to deceive the
masses and cover up the continued
rule of the oppressors. Even if such
a Government is formed, it will not
achieve National Independence, as,
due to conflicting, class interests
within it, it is bound to remain de-
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pendent on ‘the foreign Wmperialist~
Perhaps it is intended to be’

 power.
the same policy as now being fol-
lowed by the American {!FP., ie.
unity of labour, capital and farmers,
and free enterprise. -

The change of line promulgated

by the British “Commanist’’ Party .-

_(no Jlonger C.P.G.B.) for India,
their protege—is supposed to help
Russia -against the Nazis. Even
from that angle this policy is futile
and ‘treacherous—firstly, it has not
alleviated the discontent of the
masses, hence Britain and U.S.A.
have been forced to keep a large
army of occupation in India—
secondly, it is the delibérate policy
of Great Britain to isolate the
Indian National emancipation strug-
gles from the progressive forces of
the outside world. they would rather
allow the whole of India to fall
under the tomporary subjugation of
the Axis powers (as in Burma, Siam
and " occupied- Jurope) than relax
their grip over the masses of India.
™The British C.P. knows that it
was this stranglehold, and the policy
of British Imperialism, which pre-
vented the Indian people from tak-

ing part in the common struggle for -

Socialism, peace and plenty.. By
. enforcing the policy of a ‘‘People’s
. War”? on the C.P.L, they are but
serving their new master, British
Imperialism.
of" R. P. Dutt, which demands
unity with the Moslim League
-and  a. National Government of
all classes, is nothing but a
deliberately dishonest and treach-
erous sell-out: Dutt has scores of
times mentioned in ‘‘India To-day"’,
that the Muslim League is nothing
but an organisation set up at the
ihstigation and’ .with the blessing of
British Imperialism in order “to

. TRADE UNIONS, Trotshky = -
PREPARING FOR POWER °

_(Thesis of British Trotskyists) -
THE ROAD TO INDIA’S FREEDOM: by

A, Scott and E. Grant -

THE CUP. AND THE WAR
- Look at their Record!

'This notorious thesis-
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divide the National Front. Such.a

policy only leads some of the Indian
C.P.ers to form so-called ‘‘People’s
Volunteers*’. with the -Muslim

" Leaguers, in order to sabotage the

struggle for independence and act

" as the 8.8. of local Muslim League
ministries, as in Dacca.. When this

double crossing policy was at first
put’ forward by Dutt & -Co., our
comrades thought that it was a
genuine mistake. But subsequent
events show that they are  only

echoing Stalin, who has adopted

full co-operation with Capital in
order to prevent ‘‘disorder’’ and
civil war after this war.

Moscow, Cairo and Teheran (and
Harry Pollitt praises these confer-

enees in-the ““World News & Views’’

for being a greater event than the
October Revolution!). This is the
outcome of the right-wing national-
ist line adopted by the present
rulers of the Soviet Union. -

" THE INTERNATIONAL STILL
LIVES - _

Stalin has'delibéra’oely broken his
vow on Lenin’s death that ‘‘Lenin
never regarded the republic of

Soviets as an end in itself,”’ and is.

prepared to’ sacrifice future social
revolutions and civil wars to please

" his_present friends, Churchill and
No. wonder the Amer-
ican Party dissolves itself and is.
wholeheartedly prepared to support

Roosevelt.

the policy of coalition between
Labour, Farmer and Capital, and
free enterprise—no doubt -other

Communist. Parties will follow suit
and return to the fold of Capital as
prodigal sons.

Y
- -2

- - sa

- - sa
- - a4

Thus, the
_policy of a People’s War’’ in India
‘is the precursor of the policies laid
down in the thrce conferences at

To a génuine Marxist and revolu- -
tionary there are only two tests by
which to- judge - all political ideas
and . personalities, - namely: = (1)
Loyalty to the interests - of :.the

" working class, and (2) Belief in.the

continuance of the Class Struggle
until the whole world is Socialist.
The Party which -advoecates - co-
operation - in . making - Capitalism
work -effectively in :the- post -war
period and subscribing to the idea
that ‘‘Capitalism and Sociatism have
begun to find the way to. peaceful
co-existence -and collaboration in
the same world”’—such a party is

acting as a traitor to the working .
class and betraying the world re-
volution. )

- Stalin may cling to the illusion of
20 years of uninterrupted, peace re-
lations with Capital to serve his
purpose. He may refusé bo respond
to the appeal of the Indian National |
movement against his newly made
friends, Churchill & Co., but. the
workers of the world, who have seen
the success of the October rewolu-
tion under the leadership of :the
Bolsheviks will not forget anything,
nor will they forgive anything. The
masses, of the- Soviet Union, who
made the Soviet "Republic, will
never forget this betrayal. The time:

of reckoning and judgment will

come, and the class enemies will be
justly dealt with by the workers
of the world under the banner of
the ‘“Intermational Workers' Assoc-
iation', whiéh lives ~and. fights,
though the Communist International
is dissolved. - )

The true Communist Internat-
ional created by Comrade I<nin
under-the leadership of the Bolshe-
vik Party, lives and fights for
world * Socialism, peace and the
happiness of mankind—the Fourth

+ International.

'ABC. OF TROTSKYISM
Cannon’s Testimony in U.S. Labour Trial: 6d.
ON SOME CRITICS OF TROTSKYISM -
By Mare Loris - .- /<. - -7 - .28
DOES. RUSSIA'S ENTRY ALTER o
BRITAIN'S' WAR? By A Scott - - :2a
‘WAR 'AND WORLD REVOLUTION -
By Leon Trotsky -~ - - - .« - 2d&

.
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speech by Trotsky was delivered .in
Mascow on December 28th, 1922, to
a session of. the Communist fraction
of. the Tenth All-Union Congress
“of the Soviets, with non-party dele-
gates  participating.”’ The Fourth
World Congress of the Communist
international had just taken place
from HNovember 5th to December
3rd—the last of the congresses led
by Lenin and Trotsky. :

_As Trotsky obliguely indicates in
‘his opening remarks, there was al-
ready to be noticed jn the Soviet
. press a turning -away_from the in-
ternational scene—one of the first
signs of the reaction on which Stalin
rode to .power. - This reaction, in
turn, was primarily the result of
~the . failure of the revolution in
. Western - Europe, the causes of
‘which Trotsky deals with in this
‘speech. During the next year—1923
—came a new revolutionary oppor-
¢ tunity . in .Germany; but it was
missed precisely because of the im-

tleals -here.- This failure, in turn,
deepened . the reaction in the Soviet
Union, enabling Stalin to seize con-

trot of .the Comintern and pervert
it into an ag-ency_of Kremiin foreign

policy. ol
" “Transiation by Jotin G. Wright.
" Comrades: .
You have invited me to make: a
. report on the recent Congress of the
Communist International. I take
this to mean that what you want is
not a factual review of the work of
the last Congress, since if that were
the case it would be

‘the ' proceedings, * already’ available
in- printed bulletins, rather thap
listen to a repart. My task, as 1
understand it, is to try to give you
an evaluation of the general situ-
ation of the revolutionary move-
meént and ifs perspectives in the
light of thosc facts and questions
that faced us at the Fourth World
“(longress. :

Naturally this
greater or lesser degree of acquaint-

ance with the condition of the inter-

‘national revolutionary ovement.
Let me remark parenthetically that
our press, unforfunately, does far

from everything it should jn order

to acquaint us as intimately with
facts of the world labour movement,
especially
ment, as ‘it does, say, with facts
relating to our econoinic life;, to our

-in " the

much more;
© expedient to turn to the minutes ot

-another:.
presupposes  a

the Communist move- -
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By LEON TROTSKY

Soviet construction.  But to us
these are manifestations of equal
importance. For my part, L have
resorted . more than once (contrary
to my custom) to partisan actions

in order to get our press to utilise

the exceptional opportunities at our
disposal and to provide our party
‘with a complete, concrcte and pre-
cise picture of what is taking place
sphere . of revolutionary
struggle, doing ‘this rom day to day

‘without commentaries, directives or
- generalisations (for we need gener-

alisations. only from time to time),
but simply supplying facts and

‘material from the internal life of

the communist parties. .-
I think that on this -point the
prossure of the party public opinion
ought to be brought to bear on the
press, whose editorial beards read
the foreign press, proferring on the
basis of this press generalisations

_ maturity of the Communist -Party from time to time, but almost no

< of Germany with which Trotsky

factual material, But inasmuch as
gathered here is the fraction.of the

- Soviet Congress and, consequently,
‘highly qualified party elements, 1

shall assume for the purpese of my
report a gencral acguaintance with

the actual condition of the com-

munist- parties and the other part-
jes which still .wiecld - influence in
the workets’ movement. My task
is to submit to verification our gen-
erul -criteria, our views on the con-
ditions for and the tempos-of the

‘development of the proletarian re-

volution from the standpoint of new
facts, and in particular those facts
which. were supplied us by the

‘Tourth Cutigress of the Comintern.
CComrades, T wish to say 'at the
very outset.that if we amn not to -

become confused and not: to lose our
perspective, then in evaluating the

-labour movenent and its revolution-
ary possibilities we ought to bear
‘inmind -that there are-three major

spheres which, although inter-con-
neeted, differ profoundly from one
‘First, there is Wurope;
second——America; and third—the
colonial countries, that is, primarily
Asia and "Africa. . The nee{% of ana-
lysing the world labour niovement
in terms of these threc spheres flows
from the essence of our revolution-
ary criteria,

" THE PRE-REQUISITES FOR
: REVOLUTION

Marxism teaches us that in order
for the proletarian revolution - to

_ution.

Reporton the Comintern

" EDITOR'S NOTE: The following

become possible there inust be given,
schematically speaking, three prem-

- ises or conditions. In the first place

the conditions of production. The
technology -of production must have
attained such heights as to provide
economic gains from the replace-
ment of capitalism by socialism.
Secondly, there must be a class
interested in effecting this change
and sufficiently strong to achieve 1t,
that is, a class numerically large
enough and playing a. sufficiently

"important role in ¢conomy to intro-

duce this change. 'the reference
here, is of course; to the working
clags.,  And thirdly, this class must
be prepared to carry through' the
revolution. It must have the will
to carry it out, and must be suffi-
ciently organised and conscicus_to
he capable of carrying it out. We
pass here into the field of the .so-
called -subjective: conditions and pre-
-requisites -for the proletarian revol-
If with these three criteria
—productive-technological,
class -and subjective-political-—we
approach. the three spheres -indi-
cated by me, then the difference
between them. becomes .strikingly

apparent. True enough, we used to
view the question of - mankind’s
readiness. for socialism from ..the

productive-technological - standpoint
‘much more abstractly than we do
now. If you consult our old books,
even those not yet-out-dated, you

~will find in them an absolutely:cor-

rect estimate that capitalism had
already outlived itself 15, 20, 25
and 30 years ago. .

In what sense was this intended? ,
1n the sense that 25 years ago, an
more, the replacement of the capit-
alist method of preduction by social-

- ist. methods would have already re-

presented objective economic ¥ains,
that is,. mankind would have pro-
duced more under socialism than
under capitalism. But 25-30 years
ago ~this still did not' signify that
prroductive forces were mno lmmger
capable of development under capit-
alism. We know that throughout
the whele world, including HEurope
and especially in Furope which has
until  comparatively receunt ~times
played the leading economic and
Yinancial role in the world, the'pro~
‘duetive forces still continuved to de-
velop. -Amtl we are now able to
point out the year up to which' they
continued to develop in Europe:
the year 1913. This mcans that up
to that year capitalism represented
not an absolute but a relative ob-
stacle to the development of the

gocials -
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productive forces. In the techno-
logical sense, Furope developed with
unprecedented speed and power from
1894 to 1913, that is to say, Furope
hecame economically enriched dur-
ing the 20 years which preceded the
imperialist war” Beginning with
1913—and we can say this with
complete  certainty-—the develop-
ment of capitalism, of its productive
forees, came to a halt one vear he-
fore the outbreak of the war he-
caunse the productive forces ran up
against the limits fixed for them by
capitalist property and the capital-
ist form of appropriation. The mar-
ket was divided, competition was
brought to its intensest. pitch, and
henceforth capitalist countries conld
_seek to-remove one another from the
market only hy mechanical means.

Tt is not the war that put a stop
to .the development of productive
forces in Europe, but rather the war
tself arose from the impossibility
of the productive forces to develop

further in KEurope undei the con- .
“ditions of capitalist economy. The

year 1913 marks the great turning

point in the evolution of Europoean

economy. The war acted only to
deepen and sharpen this crisis which
flowed fromn the fact that further
economic development within ~the
conditions of capitalism was absol-
utely .impossible. This applies to
Europe as a whole. Consequently,
if before 1913 we were conditionally
correct in saying that socialism is
more advantageous than capitalism,
then 'since 1913 capitalism already
signifies a condition of ahsolute
stagnation and disintegration for
Kurope, while socialism provides
the only economic salvation. This
renders more precise our views with
respect to the first pre-requisite for
the proletarian revolution. .
he second pre-requisite: the
working class. Tt must hecome suffi-
cieatly powerful in the  economic
sense in order to gain power and
rehiild - society. -Does this fact
‘obtain today? After the expericnce
of our Russian revolution it is no

- longer possible to raise this issue,

inasmuch as the October revolution
became possible in our backward
country. . But we have learncd in
recent years to evaluate the social
power of the proletariat on the
world scale in a somewhat new way
and much more precisely and cou-
cretely. Those . naive, pseudo-
Marxist views which demanded that
the proletariat comprise 75 or 90

- per cent of the population hefore

taking power—these views now ap-
.pear as ahsolutely infantile. Even

_in countries where the peasantry

comprises the majority of the popu-
lation the proletariat can and must
find .a road to the peasantry in
order to achieve the conquest of

power.

W.LN.

Abgolutely alien. to us is
any sort of reformist opportunism
in relation to the peasantry. But
at the same time, no less alien to
us is dogmatism. The working class
in all countries plays a sufficiently
great social and economic " role in
order to be able to find a road to
the peasant masses and to the op-
pressed nationalities and the colon-
ial peoples, and-in this way assures
itself of the majority. After the
experience of the Russian revoln-
tion this is not a presumption, nor
a hypothesis, nor a conclusion, but
an (ncontestible fact.

And, finally. the third pre-reguis-
ite: the working class must be ready
for the overturn and capable of
achieving it. The working class not
only must he sufficiently powerful
for it, but must he conscious of its
power and must he able to apply
this power. Today we can and mnst

_analyse and render more precise this

subjective factor: We have witness
ed in the political life of Enrope,
during the post war vears, that the
working class is ready for the over-
turn, ready in the sense of subject-
ively striving for it, ready in terms

of will, mood, self-sacrifice but still.

lacking the necessary organisational
leadership. Consequently, the moot
of the class and .its organisational
consciousness do not alwavs - coin-
cide. Our revolution. thanks to an
exceptional comhination of listor-

ical factors, gave our backward

conntry the possibility of bringing
about the transfer of power into
the hands of the working class, in
a direct alliance with the peasant
masses. The role of the party is
only t0o clear ta us and. fortunate-
ly, it is today already clear to the
Western-Furepean communist part-
ies, Not to take the role of the
party mto account.is to fall into
pseudo-Marxist objectivistn  which
presupposes some sott of purely ob-
jective and automatic preparation of
the revolution, and thereby post-
pones the latter to an indefinite
fnture. This automatism is alien to
us. This is a Menshevik, a social-
democratic  world outlook,  We
know. we have learned in practice,
and we are teaching others tounder-
stand the enormous role of the sub-
jective. conscious factor that the
revolutionary party of the working
class represents.

‘Without our party the 1917 ovor-
turn would not. of course. have
taken place and the entire fate of
the country would have been differ-
ent. It would have heen thrown
back’ to vemetate as a colonial
country; it wonld have becn plun-
dered . by and divided among the
imperialist_countries of the world,
That this did not happen was guar-

_anteed historically by the arming ef

" party. This did not obtain in post-
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the. warking class with the incnm-
parable sword, our communist

war Europe. B

T'wo of the three necessary pré-
requisites were given: long before
the war the relative advantagos of
socialism, and since 1913 and all the
more so after the war, the absolut'e
necessity of socialisn. Iunrope is.
decaying and disintegrating econom-
ically without it. This is a frct.
The working class 1n Europe no .
longer continues to grow. It des-
tiny, its-class: destiny, corresponds
and runs parallel to the develop-
ment of economy. To the extent
that Kurgpean economy, with in-
evitable fluctuations, suffers stag-.
nation and even disintegration, to
thatextent the working class, as
a class, fails to grow socially, ceases
to increase numerically but suffers
from unémplovment, the terrible
oscillations of thé reserve army of
labour, ete.; 'éte. The war roused -
the working class to its feet im the
rovolutionary sense.. Was it capable
of carrying out the revolution he-
fore the war? What did it lack?
1t lacked the consciousness of its
own ‘power. lTts power grew in
Earope -antomatically, almost imn-
perceptibly, with the growth of iu-
dustry. The war shook up the work-
ing. class.  Becaise of this torrible
bloody upheaval, the entire working
class in” KEurope was imbued with
the revolutionary mood on the very
next day after the war. Conse-
quently, one of the suhjective fae-
tors-—the striving o change +this
world—was on. hand. What was
lacking® The party was lacking,
the party capable of leading -the
working class to vietory,

THE REVOLUTIONARY WAVE
1917-1921

This is how the eveuts of the re-
volution unfolded within our coun-
try and abroad. Tn 1917, the
February-March revolntion; within
nine montlis—Qctoher: the revolu-
tionary .party guarantees victory to
the working class and peasant poor. -
Tn 1918 roevolution in Germany, ac-

- compauied by changes at the top; -

the working class tries to forge
abead but is smashed 4ime aud
again.  The proletarian revolution
in Germany does not lead to.vie-
tory. " [n 1919. the eruption of the
Hungarian proletarian  revolation -
the hase is too narrow and the party
too weak. The revolution is ecrush-
ed in a few months in 1919. By
1920, the situation has already
changed and:it continues to change
inore and more sharply.

There” is a  historical date in
Prance—May 1st, 1920—when .a
sharp turn took place in the relation
of forces betweer the proletariat -
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and the \'bou_rgeoisie; The mood of -

the French proletariat was on the
whole revolutionary but it took too
lipht ‘a view of victory:
lulled by that party and those
organisations which had grown up

in the preceding period of peaceful -

and organic development of -capit-
alism: On May 1lst, 1920 "the
French proletariat declared a gen-
. eral ‘strike. This should have, been
thé - first major clash with the
F¥rench bourgeoisie. ) ‘
The entire bourgeois France trem-
bled. - The proletariat which had
just emerged from the trenches
struck terror into its heart. But
the old Socialist Party, the old
Social-democrats who dared not op-
pose the revolutionary working class

and who declared the general strike

simultateously did everything in

their power to blow it up;. while the -

-revolutionary elements, the Com-
munists, - were too -weak, too dis-

" “persed and too lacking in experi-

erce. The May 1st strike failed.
And if you consult the ‘French
newspapers for 1920 you will see in
the editorials and news stories al-
ready a swift and decisive growth
of- the .strength of the -bourgeoisie.
-'The bourgeoisie at once secnsed its
-own stability, gathered the state
apparatus into its hands and began
to take less and less into account
the demands of the proletariat and
. the threats of revolution. P
-In that same year, in August 1920
wo experienced an event closer to
home which likewise brought about
a change in the relation of forces,
not in favour of the revolution.
This was our defeat below Warsaw,
a defeat whick from the internat-
ional standpoint is most intimately

heund up. with the fact that in Ger- -

many and in Poland at that moment
the revolutionary mevement was un-
able to gain victory hecause there

‘was lacking a strong revolationary .

party having the confidence of the
majority of the working class.

‘A "month later, . in September
1990, we live - through the . great
niovement in Italy. ~Precisely at

that moment in: the autumn of 1920 R
the Ttalian proletariat reaches its .

highest joint of ferment after thke

war. . Mills, plauts, railways, mives .
are seiged. . The state is disorgan- -
ised; the hourgeoisie is almost pro- -
strate with-its - spine brokom. Tt |

. seems - that only another step for-
ward is mneeded and fthe Italian,
working class will' conquer poiwer.
But at this moment, its party, that
same . Socialist . party which - had
emerged : from the previous epoch,
although. formally - adhering to .the

Third International but -with its.

spirif .and roots still in the previous
epach, - i.e., in. the Second

it -was -

kind of people you are.

ch, . ( Inter- -
national—this party springs-back in.

w.. !;. N.

terror from the sgeizure of power,
from the civil war, leaving the pro-
letariat . exposed.
launched upon the proletariat by
the most resolute wing of the kour-

.geoisie in the shape of Fasuism,

in the shape of whatever still re-

mains strong in the police and the.’

army. The proletariat was smashad.

After the defeat of the proletariat
in September, we observe in Italy
a still more radical shifs in the
relationship of forces. The bour-
geoisie said to itself: “So that’s the
You trge
the proletariat forward but you lack
the spirit to take power.” And it

pushed the fascist detachments to -
the fore. - :

Within a few months, by March
1921, we witness the most import-
ant recent event in the life of Ger-
many, the famous March event.
Here we have the lack of corres-

pondence between the class and the .

party developing from an opposite
direction. Im Italy, in September,
the working. class was -driving
battle. The party shied back in
terror.
class was driving to battle: it fought
in 1918, in the course of 1919 and
in the course of 1920, but its efforts
and sacrifices were not crowned by
victory because it did not have ab
its head a sufficient!y strong, experi-
enced and cohesive party; imstead
there was another party at its head
which saved the hourgeoisie for the
second time, after saving it during
the war. And now in 1921 the

- Communist Party of Germany, see-

ing how the Dhourgeoisie ‘was

strengthening its positions, wanted

An attack 1is-

In Germany _the working"

to make a heroic attempt to cut off
the. bourgeoisie’s road by an offen-
sive, by a blow, and ¥ rushed
ahead. But.the working class did
not support it. Why? Because it
had not yet learned to have confid-
dence in the party. It did not yet
fully know this party- while its:own
experience in the civil war had
brought it.only defeats in the course-
of 1919-1920.

THE IMMATURITY OF OUR
’ PARTIES

And so in- March 1921 the fact
occurred which impelled the Com-
munist International to say: The
relations: between the parties and
the classes, between the communist.
parties and the working classes in
all countries of Europe are still not.
mnature for an immediate offensive,
for an immediate battle-for the con- .
quest of power. It is necessary to
proceed with a painstaking prepar-
ation of the communist ranks n a
two-fold sense: First, in the sense
of fusing them together and temper-
ing them; and second, in the sense
of their. conquering the confidence .
of the overwhelming majority of
the working class. .Such was the
slogan advanced by the Third Inter-
national when the March events in

Germany were still fresh.

‘And then, Comrades, after the
month of March, throughont the
year 1921 and during 1922 we ob-
served .the process at any rate .ex-
ternally, of the strengthening of the
bourgeois government in Kurope;
we observed the strengtheming of
the exereme right wing. In France
the national bloc headed by Poin-
care still . remains ‘in- power. - But
Poincare is considered in  France,
that is within the national bloe, as

- leftist and looming on the horizon

is a new and more reactionary, more
imperialist’ ministry of Tardieu. In .
Bngland, the government of Lloyd
George, this imperialist with fascist
preachments and labels, has been
supplanted by the purely conservat-
ive, openly Imperialist ministry of
Bonar Law.- In Germany, the co-
alition ministry, i.e., one with an

 admixture of social democrats, has

been replaced by an openly bour- -
geois ministry of Kuno; and finally
in Ttaly we see the coming to power
of Mussolini, the open rule of the
counter-revolutionary fist. In the
economic. field, capitalism is on the.
offensive against the proletariat. In
all the countries of Europe the -

-workers have to defend, and not -

always successfully, 4he - scale of
wages they had yesterday and the
eight-hour working day in those
countries where it had been gained .

legally during the last period of the
_war or after the war. Such is the

general situation.” It is clear thap
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the revolutionary development, that
is, the struggle of the proletariat
for power beginning with the year
1917, does nob represent a uniform
and steadily rising curve.

There has been a break in the
curve. . Comrades, in order to pic-
ture more clearly the situation
which the working class is now
living through it might not be un-
useful teo resort - to an analogy.
Analogy—historical . comparison and
juxtaposition—is a dangerous meth-
od hecause time and again people
try to extract more from an analogy
than 1t can give. But within cer-
tain limits, when used for the pur-
pose of illustration, an analogy is
useful. We began our revolution
in 1905, after the Russo-Japanese
War. “Already at that time we were

- drawn toward power by the logic
1905 and 1906 brought "

of things.
stagnation, and the  two Dumas;

1907 brought the 3rd of June and

the government coup, the first vic-
tories of reaction: which met almost
no resistance—and thén the revolu-
tion rolled back. 1908 and 1909

were already : the black years of

reaction; and then only gradually
beginning with 1910-1911 was therp
an upswing, intersected by the war.
In- March, 1917, came the victory
of bourgeois democracy; in October
—the victory of workers and peas-
ants. We have therefore two main
points: 1905 and 1917, separated by
an interval of 12 years. These
twelve years represent in a revalu-
tionary sense a broken' curve, first
dropping and then rising. :

In an international sense, first
and foremost in relation to Europe
we - now have something similar.
Victory was possible in 1917 and in
1918 but we did not gain it—the
last condition was lacking, the
powerful communist parties. The
bourgeoisie succeeded in re-estab-
lishing many of its political and
military-police positions but not the
economic ones, while the proletar-

iat began building the communist

parties brick by brick. In the
initial stages this communist party
tried to make up for the lost op+
portunity by a - single audacious
leap forward, in March 1921 in Ger-
mauy. It burned its fingers. The
International

before you'dare summon the latter

to an open revolutionary attack.”’”

This was the lesson of the Third
A -year and a half later
the Fourth World Congress con-
vened.

- In.making the most general ap-
praisal it is necessiry to say that
at.the time the Fourth Congress
convened, a turning point had not
yet ‘been reached in .the semse that

; issued a  warning: .
“You must conquer the confidence .
. of the majority of the working class

W. 1 N,

the International could éay: “The

hour of open attack has already -
The Fourth Con~ -

beenn sounded.’”’
gress developed, deepened, verified
and rendered more precise the work
-of the Third Congress, and was
convinced that this was basically
correct.

AN ANALOGY WITH
1905-1817

I have said that in 1908-09 we
lived through in Russia, on a much
_narrower basis at the time, the
moment . of the Jowest decline of the
revolutionary wave in the sense of
the prevailing moods among the
working class as well as in the sense
of the then triumphant Stolypinism
and Rasputinism, as well as in the
sense of the disintegration of the
advanced ranks of the working
class. What remained as -illegal
nuclei were frightfully small in
comparison to the working class as
a whole. The best elements were
in jails, in hard-labour penitenti-
aries, in exile. 1908-09—this was
the lowest point of the revolution-
ary movement. Then came a grad-
ual upswing. ¥or the past two
years and, in part, right now we
have been living through a period

undoubtedly analogous to 1968 and.

1909, i.e., the lowest point in the
direct and open  revolutionary
struggle. _ .
There is still another point of
similarity. On June 3rd, 1907 the
counter-revolution gained a victory
(Stolypin’s coup) on’ the parlia-
mentary arena almost without
meeting any resistance in the
country. And toward the end of
1907 . another terrible blow descend-
ed—the industrial crisis. What in-

/fluence did this have on the working

clags® Did it impel it to struggle?
No. In 1905, in 1906 dand the first
half of 1907 the working class had

already given its energy and its best -

‘elements to the open struggle. It
suffered defeat, and on the heels
of defeat came the commercial-
industrial crisis which weakened the
productive and economic role of the
proletariat, rendering its position
even less stable. This crisis weak-
~ened it both in the revolutiondry
and political sense, Only the com-
mercial and industrial upswing
which began in 1909-1910 and which
re-assembled the workérs in fac-

tories and plants again imbued the’

workers with assurance, provided

a. major basis of support for our.

party and gave the revolution an
. impulsion . forward ' »

ere too, I say, we have a cer-
tain analogy. In the Spring of
1921 a terrible commercial crisis

broke out in America and in Japan

after the proletariat had suffered a

~defeat:-in France on May 1st, 1920;

“in England.
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in Italy, in -September, 1920; in
Germany, throughout 1919 and 1920
and especially in the March days of
1921. But precisely at this moment
in the. Spring of 1921 there ensues .
the crisis in Japan and in America -
and in the latter part.of 1921 it -
passes over to Europe. Unemploy-. .

ment grows to uuprecedented pro-
portions, especially, as you know,
The stability of the
proletariat’s position drops still .
lower, after the losses and disillu-
sionments already suffered. ‘And
this does not strerigthen, but on the
contrary in the given conditions of
erisis weakens it. During the cur-
rent year and since the end of last
year there have been signs of a
certain industrial “awakening. Im .
America._ it reaches the proportions

.of a real upswing while in Europe

it remaius a small, uneven ripple. .

“Thus here, too, the first impulse for .

the revival of an open mass move-

‘ment came, especially in France,

from a certain improvement in the -
economic conjecture.

THE NEW SITUATION IN
EUROPE

But here, Comrades, the analogy
ceases. The industrial upswing of
1902 and 1910 in our country. and -
in the entire pre-war world was a
full-blooded, powerful upswing
which lasted. until 1913 and came at .
a time when the productive forces
had not yet run up against the
limits of capitalism, giving rise to
the greatest imperialist slaughter. .
" The industrial improvement which .
bhegan at the end of last year de-
notes only a change in the temper-
ature of the tubercular organism of
European economy. FEuropean econ--

“omy 18 not growing bug disinteg-- -

rating;. -it remains on the .same -
levels only in a few countries. The
richest. of Buropean countries, in-
sular England, has a national in- .
come at least one-third or one-
quarter smaller than before the war. :
They engaged in war, as you know,
in order to conguer markets. They .
ended by becoming poorer at. leash.
by one-fourth or one-third. The"
improvements this year have ‘been
minimal. The decline in the influ-
ence of the social democracy and the
growth of the communist parties at
the expense of the former is-a sure
symptom of this.- As is well known, -
social reformism grew thanks to ths
fact that the bourgeoisie had the"
possibility of improving the position-
of the most highly skilled. layers of -
the working class. In- the nature-
of things, Scheidemann and every--
thing else connected with him would -
have been impossible without this,
for after all it is not simply an-
ideological tendency but one grow- -
ing out of economic and social pre--
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mises. This is a labour aristoctacy
which ‘profits. from the fact that
capitalism i _ full-blooded  and
powerful (
improving the. condition at least of
the . upprr layers of the working
class, - That. is precisely why we
witness in: the years preceding the
war, from 1909 to 1913, the most
powerful growth of the- bureaneracy
in-the trade undons and in the social
demoeracy. and the gTrongest en-
trenchment of reformism and nat-
jonaliem among the summits of the
workthg clags which resulted in the
terrible catastrophe of the Second
Taternational at the outbreak of the
war. . )
And now, Comrades, the gist - of
the situation in Rurope is char-
acterised. hy the fact that the
bourgeoisie has ne longer the pos-
sibility of fattening up the summits
of theé working class because it
hasw't the possibility of feeding the
ontive ' working class mormally, in
the capitalist sense of “normal.”’
The lowering of the living stand-
ards of the working class is today
the same kind of law as the. decline
of the European -economy. This
process began in 1913, the war
introduced superficial changes into
it: after the. war it bas becoms
revealed with special cruclty. "The
saperficial: fuctuations of the con-
juncture do not alter this fact.
This is the first and basic difference

between. our epoch and the pre-war

_one. .

;

and

Fundamental

Rut there is a second difference
and thig is: the existence of Soviet
Russin as a revolutionary factor.
There is a third differenco and this
is: the existence of a centralised
international communist party. :

And we observe, Comrades, that
at the verv.time when the bour-
geoisie 18 scoring one
victory after anolher over the pro-
letariat. the growth, strengthening
1 planful ~development of . the
communist party is not being
checked but advances forward. And
in this is the most important and
cpoch and the one from 1905 to
1917.

A DIFFERENT TEMPO IN
THE U.S. :

What T bave said touches, as you
see, primarily Burope. Tt would be
incorrect to apply this wholly to
America. In_America, ‘oo, social-

ism is more advantageons than cap-

italism and it would be even more
correct to sav that especially m
Ameriea sorialism ‘would he more
advantageous than capitalism. In
other words, were the present Am-
erican * productive farces organised
along the principles of collectivism
a. fabulous flowering of economy
would ensue. :

1

superficial’

and has the possibility of .

difference hetween onr

‘bhetween

w. L N.

But in relation to America it
would be Incorrect 1o say, as we say
in relation to Europe, that capital-
ism repfesents already today the

cessation of economic development.’

Furope is rotting. America is thriv-
ing. In the initial years ‘or more
correctly .in the initial months, in
the first. twenty months after the
war it mnight have seenied that
America would be immediately
undermined by the economic col-
lapse of Europe inasmich as ‘Amer-
ica made use of and oxploited the
Furopean market in - general and
the war market in particular. This
market shrivelled and dried up, and
having heen deprived.of one of its
props, the moristrous Babylonian
tower of American indusiry threat-
ened to lean over and to fall down
altogether. = But America, while
having lost the LEuropean market
of the previous scope (in addition
to exploiting its own rich internal
market with a papulation of 100

. millions), is seizing and has secized-
. all the more surely the markets of

certain Furopean countries—Ger-

many and to a considerable meas-.

ure. England. And we see, in 1921-

21922, American  economy passing

through a genuine commercial ard
industrial upswing at a time when
Fiurepe is experiencing only o dis-
tant and fecble reflection of this
upswing. .
the

Consequently., productive

forces in America are still develop-

ing under capitalism, much wore
slowly, of course, than they weuld
dévelop’ under socialism but " de-
veloping nevertheless. - How Jong
they will continite to do so is an-
other - question.. 'The
workiug class in its economic and
gocial power has, of course, fully
matured for the conquest of state
power, but in -its political and
organisational traditions it is’ in-
comparably further removed from
the conguest of power than the
Furopean working class. Our power
__the power of the Communist In-
ternational—is still very weak in
America. And if one were to ask
(natarally this is only a hypothet-
ical posing of the question) which
will take place first: the victorious

proletarian revolution in Europe or’

the creation of a powerful commun-

‘ist party in America, then on the
‘basis. of all the facts now available.

(naturally all sorts of new facts
are possible such as, say, a war
America and Japan;
war. Comrades, is a great loco-
motive of history)—if one were to
take the present situation in ifs
further logical development, then
I would venture to say that there
are infinitely more chances that the
proletariat will conguer in Europe
before a powerful communist party

" by the colonies.

American
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rises and develops in America. In
other words, just as the victory of
the revolutionary working class in
October 1917 was the pre-condition
for the creation of the Coiimunist
International and for the growth of
the communist parties in- Euarope,
g0, in all probability; the victory of
the proletariat in the most import-
ant conntries of Europe will be the
pre-condition for the swift revolu-
tionary ~ development in America.
The difference between these two

spheres lies in this. that in Burope
the eronomy- decays and declines

with the proletariat no longer grow-
ing productively (because there is
no toom for growth) but awaiting
the development of the communist
party; while in America the econ-
omic advancement is still proceed-
ing.

THE COLONIAL REVOLUTION

The third sphere is constitnted
Tt ‘is self-under-
stood that the colonies—Asia, Africa
(I speak of them as a whaole), de-
spite ‘the fact that they, like
Turope, contain the greatest grad-
ations—the colonies, if taken inde-
pendently and isolatedly,” are abso-
Iutely not ready for the proletarian
revolution. Tf they are faken
isolatedly, then capitalism still has
a long possibility -of economic de-
velopment in them. But the colon-
ies. belong to the metropolitan
centres and- their fate is intimately
bound up with the fate of their
Furopean metropolitan centres.

In the colonies we observe the
growing  national  revolutionary
movement. .~ Communists represent
there only small nuclei imbedded in
the peasantry. So that in the col-
onies we have primarily petty-
hourgeois and  hourgeois national
movements. - [f vou were to ask
concerning thé prospects of the
socialist ano communist develop-|
ment of the colonies then I would

- gay that this question cannot be

posed in an isolated manner. Of
conrse, after the victory af the pro-
Jetariat in Europe, these - colonies
will become the arema for the cul-.
tural, econamic and every other kind
of influence ecxercised hy Europe.
but for this they must first of all
play their revolutionary role parallel
with the role of the European pro-
letariat. In this connection the
Enropean proletariat and in parti-
cular that of France and especially
that of England are doing far t0o.
little. The growth of the influence
of the ideas of socialism and com-
nunism, the emancipation of the
toiling, masses of the colonfes, the’
weakening of the influence of the
nationalist parties can be assured
not only by and not so much by

(Continued at foot of next page.)
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- Lenin on Spontaneity
and Leadership

Subservience to the sponaneity of
" the labour movement, the helittling

.of the role of ‘‘the conscious ele- -

ment,”’ of the role of Social-Demo-
cracy, means, whether one likes it
or not, growth of influence of bour-
geois ideology among the workers,
All those whoe talk about ‘‘exagger-
ating the importance of ideology.’”*
“ahout exdggerating the role of the
conscious elements.”’t etc., imagine
that the pure and simple labour
movement can work out an inde-
pendent ideology for itself, if only
-re workers ‘‘take their fate out of
kands of the leaders.” But in
2 ther are prefoundly mistaken.
To supplement what has heen said
above, we shall quote the following
profoundly +true and important
utterances by Karl Kantsky on the
new programme of the Austrian
* Social-Democratic Party.}

“Many of our revisionist critics
believe that Marx asserted that
-economnic development and the class
struggle create, not only the con-
ditions for socialist production, but
also, and directly, the consciousness
(K.K.’s emphasis) of its necessity.

And these critics advance the argu-.
ment that the most highly capital--

istically developed country. Fng-
Jand, is more remiote than any uther
~from this consciousness. Judging
from the draft (of the programme
—Ed.). one must come to the con-
clusion that the committee which
drafted the Austrian Programme

shared this alleged orthodox-Marx-

ian view which is thus refuted. In
the draft programme it is stated:
‘The more capitalist development
increases the nmumbers of the prole-
tariat, the more the proletariat is
compelled, and obtains the oppor-
tunity to fight against capitalism.’
The proletariat become ‘conscious’
of the possibility and necessity for
socialism. In this connection soe-
jalist consciousness is represented
as a necessary and direct result of
the proletarian class struggle.
this is absolutely untrue. Of course.
socialism, as a theory, has jts roots
_ the same way as the class strnggle
of the proletariat has, and in the
same way as the latter, it-emerges
from the struggle against the
capitalist-ereated poverty and mis-
ery of the masses. But socialism
and the class struggle arise side by
side and not one out of the other;

. _ - p

But -

each arises out of different premises.
Modern socialist consciousness can
arise enly on the basis of profound
scientific knowledge. Indeed, mod-
ern economic science is'as much a
condition for secialist production, as
say. modern technology. and the
proletariat can create neither the
one nor the other. no matter how
much it may desire to do so; hoth
arise out of the modern social pro-
cess. The vehicles of science arc

not the proletariat, but the bour- .

geois intelligentsia (K. K.'s em-
phasis); It was out. of the heads
of members of this stratum that
modern socialisni originated, and it
was they .who communicated it to
the more intellectually developed
proletarians, who, in their turn, in-
ject it into the proletarian class
struggle where conditions allow that
to_be done. Thus. socialist con-
sciousness is something that is in-
jected into twhe prolctarian class
strugele from without t(von Asissen
Hineingetragenes), and wnot <onis
thing that arosé within 1t epon-
taneously (urwuchsig). Accordina-
Iv. the old Hainfeld programme
quite rightly stated that the task
of Social-Democracy is to imhue the
proletariat with the consciousness
of its position and the consciousness
of its tasks. There would be no
need for this if comsclousness em-
erged from the class struggle. The
new draft copied this postulate from
the old programme, and attached
it to the postulate mentioned ahove.
But, this completely hroke the line
of thought . . .

Since there can be no tatk of an
independent ideology being devel-
oped hy the masses of the workers
in the pracess o ftheir movement®
then the only choice is: either bour-
zeois. or socialist ideology. There
is no middle course (for humanity
in modern economic relationships in
has not created a ““third” ideologs.
and. moreover. in a society torn by
¢lass antagonisms there can never
he n non-class or ahbove-class ideol-
ogvy. Hence. ta belittle socialist
idenlogy in any way, to deviate from
it in the slightest degree mcans
strengthening  bourgeois ideology.
There is a lot of talk about spon-
taneity. hut the spontaneous de-
velopment of the labour movement

leads to hourgeois ideology, it means.

developing according to the pro-

gramme of the Crede, for the spon-
taneous labour movement is- pure
and simple trade unionism, is Nur-
Gewerkshaftlerei, and pure and
simple trade umnionism means the
ideological subordination of the
workers to the hourgeoisie. Hence,
our task, the task of Social-Demo-
cracy. 18 -to combat spontaneity, to
divert the labour movement, with
its’ spontaneous = trade-uniomist
striving, from under the wing of
the bourgeoisie, and to bring it
under the wing of revolutionary
Social-Democracy.

*Lietter by the Economists, in “Iskra”
No. 12. ’
t'“Rabocheye Dyelo”, No. 12

$“‘Neue Zeit’, 1901-102, XX, I, No. 3,
p. 79 The committee’s draft to_which
Kautsky refers wus passed by the Vienna
Congress at the end of last year in w
sHehtly amended form.
*This does not nean, of course, that
+<ve na part in creating
i cv.  But they take purt
worsers, hut as secialist theoret-
ws Proudhons and Weitlings, in
stasr words, they take part only to_the
»xtert that ther are able, more or less,
s acquire tue knowledge of their age
and advance that knowledge. And in
order that working men may be able 1b
do this more cften, efforts must be made
to raise the levél of the conscionsness of
the workers generally; care must be
taken that the workers do mot confine
themselves to the artificially restricted
limits of literature for workers but that
they study- general literature tc un in-
creusing degree. It would even be more
true to say ‘were not confined,’”’ instead.
of “‘not confine themselves,” hecause the
workers themselves wish to read and do
read all that is written for the intelli-

- gentsia and it ig only a few {bad) intel-

lectuals who believe that it is sufficient
“for the workers’’ to tell them u few
things ahout fuctory conditions, and_ to
repeat over and over again what has
long been known.. .

Continued from page 18

the vole of the native communist
nuclei as hy the revolutionary
struggle of the proletariat of the
metropolitan centres for the eman-
cipation of the colonies. Only by
this will the proletariat of the
metropolitan centres demonstrate to
the colonies - ‘that there are itwo
Furopean nations, one the oppres-
sor, the other the friend; only by
this will it provide a further im-
pulse to the colohies which will
topple down the structure of im-
perialism and thereby perform a
revolutionary service for the cause .
of the proletariat. -

b
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