L. was t to and the blows renewed. In a semi-unoconscious
" ' state I finally, towards morning, wrote down all the statements
_ that were demanded of me.”
B Hundreds of persons have been thus ill- treated and murdered
in the divisions ol the Defensive.
In order to defend themselves against these terrible bruta-
' lities, the prisoners who, separated from their families and the
. working class and surrounded by a wall of mysterious secrecy,
. are left to themselves, seize the most desperate means of defence
| .~ the hunger-strike. Never a week passes without a hunger-
b ‘strike of political prisoners breaking out in some Polish town.
" Particularly in recent times has the wave of hunger-strikes been
| spreading th h the land: in three prisons in Warsaw, two in
Lodz, in (hem[);f)rova basin, in Kattowitz, in Petrikauy, in Posen,
in Bialistok etc.
, For what are the politicai prisoners mainly fighting? Let
I us take the first example that occurs to us: the demands of the
N prisoners in Lodz. Their fight is for better food (without
: ots), for 12 cubic metres of air each, that the windows
should no longer be darkened, for straw to fill their mattrasses,
for a weekly bath, that they should be given newspapers, books
and letters, for separation of political prisoners lIrom criminal
elements, for not longer than 48 hours’ detention before trial,

- “for the abolishment of tortures during examination, for out-
i door exercise, for visits from their parents, for the right to
etc.

receive food from their relations, for the right to study

These demands alone, which are made in almost the same
form by all political prisoners, speak effectively for the desperate
situation in which pohtical prisoners in Poland find themselves.

At the present moment the Government i1s preparing a new

. prison regulation which will deprive the political prisoners of
. _aeir dearly bought rights and put them on a level with common
criminals. In order however suitably to prepare the ground
for the .ntroduction of this law, a wave of new oppressions 13
. passing through the prisons; this produces a series of hunger-
. gtrikes which are increasing from day to day
¥ Workers of the whole world! Workers of England, France
. and Germany' We call upon you to stand by us in our fight
against the monstrous crimes of the Polish possessing classes.

There 1s only one argument, the argument of force, which can
hold its own against the undisgwsed superior power, the naked
brutality, by the help of whugh the bourgeoisie, which is 1n-
capable of any further creative acton, 18 trying to preserve (s
supremacy. I'his force 1s ripemng daily. The hghting proletanat
of Poland will bring enough force to bear to put au end to the
orgies of the impudent bourgeoisie reaction, to break the criminal,
insane regime of a class which 1s doomed 1o disappear from
the arena of history

You are however aware, Comrades, that your active help
and action om your part wil’ increase the sense of theirr own

wer in the masses of the Polish proletariat, will fortify them
in the hght against superior forces and help to hasten the
approach of the great historical day of final emancipation from
the clutches of capitalism.

Comrades. we summon vou to join in the unrelenting cam-
paign against the crimes of the Polish bourgeoisie. See to it
that the White Terror in Poland 1s discussed at every meeting of
the working people. Just as in the past, the working people of
England did not allow the blood-guilty Czar Nicholas to put
his foot on English soil. just as the representatives of Czarism
did not dare to show themselves 1n the streets of the cities of

“Western Europe, lest they should have cast in their teeth accu-
¢ gations of the murder and brutal oppression which they exercised
on thousands of combatants in the cause of Labour so do you
see fo it that nowadays the representatives of the bourgeois
Polish Republic, that worthy successor of Czarism, are met from
all sides by the scorn and hatred of the class-conscious revolu-
tionary masses of the working people.

Let the Polish bourgeoisie and its Socialist Fascist henchmen

know that their crimes are known to the whole Internationa!
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Worki Class, that w:nemnﬁoml Proletariat extends ,
brotherly hand to the ting masses of the Polish peope
that it stands by their side and will support them in the decsye
moment of the final battle for emancipation, for the dictatorsh,
of the proletariat, for the Pofish and International Soviet Re.

public.

The Central Committee
of the Communist Party of Poland

10th 1024

Warsaw, Oct.
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Revelations as to the Bulgarian Govern- |

ment of Murder.

From the 15th to the 21st of October last there took place
in Sofia the trial on account of the munder of the peasam
member of parliament, Petkov. The foreign press has wnitten al
most nothing concerning this trial The revelations muade by
the witnesses during the proceedings provide a clear picture
of the fascist regime in Bulgaria. During the course of the tral
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over 30 witnesses were called; among them well-known pohitical

sonalities and also the mother of the murdered man  [he
latter testified that her son had been threatened with death
almost immediately after the putch of June 9th 1023, Petkn
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at first believed that he had been condemned to death b the
Macedonian organisation, and she, the witness, adressed a letter
to the chief of this organisation, Alexandrov, asking if this were
true. The answer stated that the Macedonian organisation had

passed no judgment against Petkov as he had done nothiy
against the sai organisation.
Later Petkov learned that he had been condemnad 10

death by the officers League (an illegal terrorist fascist organ
sation which forms the chief support of the Zankov govern
ment), which decision was duly communicated to him by ‘ener
The mother of Petkov sought by means of influential relitns
to obtain a pass for her son so that he could go abroad and
thereby save his life. The government, through the M st
of the Interior, refused to supply Petkov with a pass. Shorts
Jfterwards he was murdered in the open street.

The witness concluded her statement with the following
words: “ln my eyes it is not the accused ice agent huarks
laschev who is the murderer of my son. The governmeit fe
officers league, the leading members of which are the Musters
of the present government, have murdered my son. [he tud
that my son's wife and myself were not permitted to howt 2

Mass at the place where the crime was committed, the fad
that when the murder was announced in parliament the nem-
bers were not permitted to rise from their seats as a last mark
of respect for the victim, and finally the fact that = wi
attempted to keep me, the chief witness, from cominy 1 Bu- \
garia in order to prevent me from being present at the 1nai

all this furnishes the best proof that the government caised
my son to be murdered.”

These revelations on the part of the mother of Petho o
stitute an annihilating indictment against the fascist regme
in Bulgaria.

~ bvyl"\.
MUK

The murderer of Petkov, the police agent Karkal
was sentenced to death. This judgment, however, applies
more to the Zankov government, which is the real culpt’

To Our Readers.

Owing to Postal difficulties, consequent on the railw.
'n Austria, it has been impossible for us to publish in this ™
ber the second instalment of comrade Varga’s Economic Repo
for the third Quarter of 1924, but we hope to publish this 1 08
next Regular Number.

HaLt
T

Proprietor. Publisher and responsible Editor:
Printers: “Elbemuh!”,
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Fduard Stegbauer, Vienna, X. Pernerstorfergasse 64.
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Comrade Trotzky’s recentl
oted to the “Lessons of Oc{ober”, will soon become the mode.

ifwnsaﬁon.
ter the events of the past year, which have

Lini : A roved th
Tectness of the standpoint of our Party Opposftio;, nftte:

i1t in this ?rdwe,a

the “kerne)” of -the book) is written i semi-

1% ™ - n

ge. 8o that fhe totally in in o sun men
Ve (he u y - ienced reader will fail to

(
iz

(How One should not Write th
e o
of October. ————y i

(Comrade Trotzky's Book: “1917%.)

The V. World Congress and the i
Party. Conference of the Russian C. P. un[::rrr:::;tl}y‘
condemned the political line of the Russian
sitiog, with Comrade Trotzky at the-head, as petty-
m’m and opportunist. In spite of this, Comrade

N ky is carrying on his struggle still further, but
in a new form. Under the flag of Leninism, he ;nms
at a revision of Leninism. His book on Lenin was
gizdhrat attempt of this sort. Many comrades allo-
b themselves to be dazzled by the liferary side

the book, but the scientific organs of the C. P. of
Russia and of the C. P. of Germany imme'dia‘tely
crw“editicisns. its tendency and repudiated it with sharp

There now follows the second attack
Trotzky has written a preface of about sixgog;‘::
‘t‘o -the”reoeqtly pt.lbliSb&i third volume of his work:
1917 . As in their time, those who tame after Marx

sought, under the flag of Marxism, to revise Marx
80 Comrade 'Trotzky here attempts a revision of,
-Bdshwi:m in ;the name of “Leninism”. The
“Pravda”, fhe contral organ of the C. P. ol Russia,
replied to this attempt with the following article
which we reprint in full. Ed.

published book: “1917”, which is

18 not o be wondered at, as it aimed at becoming an inner

lacts, which have again and agai
: / again ed the correct f
kmli'ershn of our Party, Comrade Trotzky again ru'll\’/‘:s tl?e
S100, aﬁbough with other means. The preface to the book

well as in the annotations, that there

which the preface is inter-

This iar 1 i
7, in spHe of the fact that he Mumself TR by Ry 7 5
. demands “critical
» a8 a strong preference, must be deciphered, For. the
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work of Comrade Trotzky, which dai R |
“ ) aim : >

Study of October”, threatens to bmo[:e an be a gt;ﬁe &m %

present and future discussion”. It takes u ;¢
sibility to fight against the line of the Pa?:yr: ;tssd“{wthe“r; the i

Comintern, in which it in no wa theoretical
v [ y bears the character of il
analysis, but more resembles a political platform, pon the pasis” 8
4 possible to i i .
adopted by the respective cong’r&slg.demme fhe exact deckions’ v8
Comrade Trotzky’s book is not only wri i
mra : y written for th ian’ | &
re?der, this can be recogmised without diﬁiculi;'l. l?ris ti)';“:‘rm 7
exhent written for the “information” of foreign comrades. ng:
:aeq the problem of ‘‘bolshevising” stands on the order of thc.
; y in a whole number of communist Parties, when the interest
(:i)r Ct;lne"l:jsetor otfz;()ur Party is undoubtedly increasing, the book
é rotzky can render a great disservi It i
only not a text b(‘)‘ok of bolshevism, but it will ;vl;g:; rlattl:csr 'l,):‘;f
come a factor for “debolshevising” the foreign communist Parties -
iT dsgs;m%e og/e—sﬁed{, and ualt times exceedingly falsely, does’
. en rom ‘ ich i : i
draw conclusions for the me'.analyms SRS ms-b‘; .
This is what renders necessary a critica inati e
y a critical exa t "
?)ew book of comrade Trotz&llt must not ran:ilr;n:r:zs(geredthu.
d'x:e_ can only‘regret that rade Trotzky, who draws con-
; siogs from ‘the, feachings of Qclober” which, it .is ‘true, are
alse, draws no conclusions from the more recent époch of last’
year’s made ion. The best test of difierent points of view is,’
;a comrade Trotzky himself admits, Experience, Life itself. Life" &
t &wager bas shown that the ruling line which is recognised by'
arty, has not orly not brought the country to v

of ruin”, as the last year’s opposition predicted, which prM

e

for the country all the plagues of Egypt, but i i
which are i t of every “pla gt;n":’ a;ntls}':ttengfha
efc., has brought the country forward. ~

On the other hand a whol '
new conditions have arisen;. di!?iwlhunu?‘berwgifchn?re “ :
by the process of growth. The whole Party desires, before §
cgmtewwkqx‘ldurnhlm?whichluswaﬁedby‘
e e i A e R LR Lo

. n i % .‘
olddmma.emifinmother!mn:“d“mue”b

- Comrade Trotzky saw it fo do this. Of course he be
whole . respopsiblity for it Willingly or unwi!lhﬁl:'v?
MU
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i 1ally as
_of our Party. He sees things essentially
‘;nod of the development of the Pa% tup

;" :eiz{ng
| setands out before ail-others,
9{ testing classes, Parties,

k-

3

i

3
bF

. pow submitted to the Party,
B from October and is now very
. ‘and old comrades.

L Let us dot the i's. What
of the

hieh

% sMDress on
g wiﬁe& On the’ other hand, the

A does not always

- Mrotzkyites

is direct ainst the decisions )

'lﬂ' mch‘s dl:iel'cmen‘ien:xand unanimity toh:gmm ﬁn_srwereduk. e
: i tement which comrade Iro

WUl therelore o P mthe “lessons” which he has drawn
kindly communicating to our young

: the P. cannot it a propaganda
to this book, as arty whlpechmthue Party p:(fop{;‘:

f l‘.
S~_ The Question of Historical Investigation.

The axle upon which the statements of Comrade Trotzky turn

. : i iods in the history
is the estimate of the importance of various pu;ollows: e hol

to October 1917 is:
i ance. until the moment o
m decided, it is this period which
only then have we the possibility
their ing cadres, and individuals.

i lasticism, but in

\ “Jt would mean a piece of barren scho! ) !
i itical analysis, were we at the presen

:'unn:“t{)n mrn:rahfves with {m analysis of the different
view-points of revglution in general, and of the Russwin‘l_;l
&articukar. and thereby to overlook the experiences of 1917.

/

thing of very little
power was the

' : over the
would be as ¥ we were (o in -
1 thods of swimming, but obstinately
oy o mew the river, where these “;e:h()d?
[ ied by bathers. There is better test for a
arg]tbe 3gv;‘\’~phova yrevolution than its dpplication n rg\;g;
lution "itself, precisely as a method of swunmmg can
be proved when the swimmer springs into the water...
R isi Communist
' [ meaning of bolshevising the Communis
Parti\Zs}!?atltmmt::gs such agl education of these” Parties, such
a selection of the leading per:fontsts‘. .tha(t)c :l&e)yer w;lilerr;?; Ltg
the momefit eir o 1
(l):iegtrl,e u:ad(booka-twndom' . and the essence of all philosophies. ..
(Page 65.)”
These sentences onl*

therefore (as comrade
clusions from them.

Comrade Trotzky to t
October in order to be victorious!
Qctaber. .

tai t do that. Just as one must neithe

i Ceﬁ‘:m‘:z‘:n le()(g.u sr:orno the very instructive years of reac“t'funs.
\;rh%dand where and when, has recommended such a mo?isocxte
th‘lﬂé? Who, and where and when, has even ventured to adv
such an absurdity?

i i in order nder-

recommanded it. But precisely in o

u.ch:‘:n er‘e‘fcson(litions ol the October victory, one m;zf‘: at Batg
: ! kpbe ond the immediate preparations of the revolt.
gos:‘s.o ::em n)rl\mt one be separated from the other. In no C:;C"'f,'y
:.ances must one estimate groups, persons ang tcnwdcnchich p
disconnecting them from that period of prepara b'(:s‘t /b N
rade Trotzky compares to disputes over t_he” - thodh E v
swimming”. Of course in the “critical period”, . i 8
question of a decisive strugﬂe. aced

all questions are p
i acuteness, and all tendenciesand groups tend to
‘this-occasion

advantages
refuse to turn our eyes

tain half the truth, and one can
rg?'znkymdoes) draw totally false con-

Communist Parties: Stud
e One must not overlooi

i teristic, inner, essential
e i :xharacﬁm for the ia:‘t tt‘_hat
iti during the flood-time of revolution,
s pwg;,emr?;c con:czfness of their “standpoint.
iffi i hen revolufion has
«j¢ ie not difficult fo be a revolutionary W ol
alrud‘ ‘l:r:hn out, when everything is in flames”, — thus Com-

formulated this aspect of the uestio ‘
@?:rks Voll-l;lme 17, Page 183 Russian Edition.). In another passage

; ionary is not he who becomes a u-
- s.ays.mTtli:ce ‘:t;lt%lruetak olryrevoluﬁon. but he who g‘d::lsmto!:
o es and ans of the revolution at the time
mrmcthu". bid. Volume VIL/2 Page 151).
That i same thing as Trotzky says.
i determined the attitude of the Party
1t was determined by the whole
by its struggle against all q;pgc
extreme . ts up to
August” Bloc). Can one however,”

Bolsheviki in October?
jous history of the P‘&?v
i Milm’ hw‘ "
R (For example the
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rchance, say that the correct standpoint of Comrade Troty

ptemcause it );:omcnded with the Bolshevist standpoint) in (h,
é)ctober days resulted from his attitude in the preparatory pe
riod? Obviously one cannot s:Lthgt. On the oontrug‘, had 4
historical miraeté occurred at that time, and had the Bolsheviy
workers followed that which Comrade Trotzky .pmcla'n,mui (unity
with the liquidators, fight against the “sectarianism” of Leqip,
menshevist political platform, during the war fight agams: the
/,immerwn.kfo Ledt etc.) then there would have beem no October
victory. Comrade Trotzky, however, entirely avoids dealing wup
this period, although it would be his duty to impart just theg
“lessons” to the Party.

t us quote another example. ! .
us orl;ethe (glctober barricades m.a.n{l left soqal revolutionaries. |y
the decisive moment of October they contributed their shure 1o
the cause of victory. Did that mean, however, that lhti_\‘ had
been “tnied” once and for all by October? Unfortunately thig
was by no means the case as the post-October expericice hag
shown, which to a considerable extent confirmed the cstimate
given ‘of these petty-bourgeois revolutionaries before October

- isolated, therefore in no way suffices for the “test’
It 130;:::;; the second moment which is of more importanc
the moment which Comrade Lenin so categorically pointed out

' comrade Trotzky, that the “bolshevisug
of thzh(ehnunsmtﬁt:g:tl)?diw consists in such an education and such
a selection of a body of “leaders” that they shall not ru of
the track at the moment of their October, 18 therefore corr
in as far as it also imcludes the appropriation ol.tl:e experience
of the “preparatory period”. For even the immediate expt.;en'n
of the Russian October can neither be understand nor made 1
# we do not take to heart the teachings of this p.rep‘a\lr‘l‘
period. Comrade Trotzky, who regards the matter ml 3;:6
way that the Bolshevist Party in its actual ess:nce Ql]t(\'rnl
to exist after the October days, does not see the mt“u“m=
connection of the line of the Party in its entirety up to “the
sent moment”. |

i after the
iust in the same way he fails to see .that' a "
seiu:kr:do{lu;owlgr, even after tﬁe end of the civil w.{r."!.u‘t
is by no means at an end. In the same way the 'hh"ll‘\r'\vl
our Party is also not at an end, the history which (;s b z\l
a “testing of the Party policy”, for it not only conmmsad lM:l};‘ .
regarding the one or the other standpoint, but also the
periences of practica} policy. i
: to take care not “to leave the track’ in ©RIE
but g:e”h:i - iékse to the time of t,t}e t:ntntn);e gf'thr}:-:vi!f:’u?
admits, the “head”, tha fe Ao
!i::‘t;n o:stlr Soviyet power was at stake). One ha2dl afl(s«r» i
care not to leave the track in the discussion of")921, fo e
the Lenin policy we would have endangered ever 1;1153.] e
also have been out ‘of place to leave the track the e
for without the money reform, without the economic po! i
nducted by the Party, we should have likewise arrn}mwev
gzsperate situation. In all theseackcriml _sm:;:xo::r,m \-‘;mn .
m f
comrade Tmtzl;y has left the track, Jn e e, Y
in the ebruary jod of his poli o
g: ll:;d not p;r;km with the open oppenents of bolshevi

i . } (omrad
“ ition of a revolutionary party”, wries &/
Tr’otzi(‘r;"e('Pt.‘::eil t‘(())2[1). “will not be created gu‘oug‘h {L\fm;(;;:
silence, but out of critical clearness”. Very true. I i o
for “critical clearness” however must n chte ra o
regard to the actions which took place in obern0d et
relation to the preceding and the succeeding pe ol o
ment. Only in this manner is an actual test possmml,wh
Parﬁ of the Proletariat_ acts constantly and passes g
than one “critical” period.

There fought side by siie wity

Il

i d th
the Revolution of the Year 4917 an
T Dlestions 65 within the Party.

October and 1ts Pr ‘..
That would show &%
But, quite n Y4

¢ Strugf

Shall silence be maintained rgga'rdmg
the February Revolution? Certainly nqt._t
4 lack of conscientiousness or sbupndllty._ e
Comrade Trotzky with his hints and allusions a e b

i ls, wishes to create the impression that th
?»Fmom is being dealt with in a step-motherly i "
because in this respect some sort of mental reservations

rom which the Party will be able for
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“palf-conscious estimate”) play a role. Such statements as:
{ill more issable . . . would it be to maintain silence, out of
oosiderations of a personal character, which are of quite se-
ondary importance, ngardn_nE extremely important problems of
e October upheaval, which have international significance”
(Page XIL), are scarely in place.

This statement is certainly correct.

But in the first place Comrade Trotzky conceals the fact
fhat no less ,has becn written over October than over any other
E:)nud. Lenin’s writings contain a brilliant estimate of this period,

C a long time to d 1l
the essential teachings of October. s o
secondly, Comrade Trotzky fails to mention that the per-

pos ' question have repeatedly admitted their errors, as is
well kiown to the whole I“arty,

Comrade Zinovicv, in his “History of the Russian Com-
wwst Party” and in earlier pubkcations, has spoken with all

eariiess regarding them, and has declared the same before the
Party and before the Communist International; Comrade Lenin

so spoke concerning this, but at no time did he connect this
pror with the later, after October, activity of these comrades

who took the wrong course in October*).

Comrade Trotzky now seeks to make use of these errors in
der to revise the whale Party police and to “correctly expound”
whole history of the Party. Therein lies the kernel of the
ptements of Comrade Trotzky, The whole analysis of the events
om April to October is so stated as if the differences of opinion,
hich “tore the Party to pieces”, had become more and mone
ate until they finalty broke out into a conflict which almost led
cwllapse, and that the revolution was only saved, thanks to the
forts of Comrade Lenin who had the courage to oppose the
eatral Committee and who was supported by Eomrac& Trotzky,
ho, so to speak “anticipated” the fundamental idea of Lemin. *
This analysis hardly ocontains anything which 1s in ac-
prdance with the facts. i
In the first place Comrade Trotzky totally ignores the
rty. It not exist, its mood is not to be perceived, it
$ vanished. There stands only Comrade Trotzky, Lenin is
ible in the distance, and we see a slow-witled, nameless
tral Committee. The Petrograd ongmrisation, which was the
collective organiser of the workers’ insurrection, is altogether
ent. Comrade Trotzky’s whole treatment of history revolves
dusively round “the highest pinnacles” of the Party structure.
ith i:j_ﬁam to the whole Party structure we look in vain in the
stically painted picture-puzzle ol Comrade Trotzky: “Where
the Party?” Is it issable for marxists to write history
such a manner? That is a caricature of Marxjsm. To write
hnstorﬁ of October and to overlook the Pa means to
id with both feet on an individualistic point, u;m
staudlpoint of heroes and masses) Such a standpoint is
lable for the education of the Party membezship. But also
m the point of view of an analysis of the leading ligures, the
onicle of Comrade Trotzky cannot be approved, for it distorfs

 lacts. Let us see how Comrade Trotzky deseribes the course
events:

. “The decisions of the April Conierence gave the Party
i correct attitude, The differences of opinion of the leaders
of the Party were not Fiquidated thereby. On the contrary.

‘;z‘elt;: necessary ino‘this connect;xo‘n fo refer to ggmn facts.
differences of opinion mengv,, on opOsal
Lenin, was elected at the A il Con to theprOmtral
mittee of the , and in o . .

N\d’(;lcimof the Fos .
: ) in November Zinoviey, whose
greements  with thq:iy Central Committee oaly losted a few
on behal! of the Central CoMmittee of the Party delivered
dport &ﬁe A“{mm?me -Executive Comumittee ,{:;
Hnoe u. i .

Pariy :.‘M' dee (begitning fuent ‘
i of the Cenfral Commitiee,

Trotzky and the “Lefts”. From this i

In the course of events they assumed
and they reached their acutest point
moment of the revolution, in the

After the July days:

a more rete fo
at the mt deci
r days.” (Page XXXi

“The mobihsing of the right elements of the '-
ncreased. Thei:  criticism  became more determined?

(Page XXXII.) ‘
And finally before October:

“An extraordinary Party Congress proved to be ume 3

necessary. The pressure

to the left of the forces, both in the Central Comunittee
in the parliamentary fraction.” (Page XXXVI.)

X

of Lenin secured the necessary turn i,

and

All this is extremely — “incorrect”. For already at the tine =

of the VI. Party Conference there had taken
ideological consolidation of the Party.
elected at the VI. Party Congress stood unconditionally on the
platform of the revolt. Lenin exercised an enormous influence
upon the Central Committee, for Lenin himself was a leadin
member of the C.C. as is known to everbody. But to repruaﬁ
the matter as if the majority of the C.C. were, so to s;)elk,
almost against the revolt, means not to know either the arty
or the Central Committee, and means to sin against the truth, .
Was not the revolt decided upon on the 10th of October with -
an overwhelming majority of the Central Conunittee? The tre- -
mendous energy, the tfuly enormous revolutionary passion, the -
ingemous analysis of events and the “powerful magnetic
of Comrade Lenin gave a firm stamp to the opinion of
overwhelming majority of the C.C. Comrade Trotzky, how
wants at all costs to separate Lenin from ghe C.C., to o
them to each other and to tear asunder the indivisible band,

in re:tleig was not loosened for a moment. History must not be '/
disto: in this manner, Were it not so, if that which Comrade *.
Trotzky writes were correct, then it would be quite uminfel-
ligible, 1, why the Party was not split by the condlict; 2. how it
was able to triumph; 3. how th conflict (the resignation of some
leading members of the C.C.) could be liquidated within a'few
days by the return of these comrades to their posts. This -
“mirade”, (a miracle from the standpoint of the assumptiors of
Comrade Trotzky) as is known, was accomplished, an
much difficulty. It is true that ome can hint here that after-

the *

the victory there are many who are prepared to join the victors, p:

as one does “sit in judgement” against victors.

power |

lace.a complete
The antral ‘Coa:x’gtte. .

«']

ich

i
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But it must not be forgotten that the victory in Petrograd 33

and in Moscow was merely the beginning of the struggle, the

beginning of enormous difficulties, which was perfectly clear.

to every Pa
way to explain what is to be explained. e

Al this, however, becomes perfectly understapdable if we do
not consider the events fram such an egocentric point of view
as does Comrade Trotzky. In this case welufet the following
picture: From April to October there gradually disaﬁmu' the
remnants of vacillation in the Party; in October they bave been*
reduced to a minimum; the Party is proceeding with firm rapks
into the fight. Above there remain some comrades who are nof.
in agreement with the general line of the Party. But precisely. !
because the Party (that is no little thing, Comrade Trotzky) '&A"‘{
united, igely se the overwhelming majority of ¢ 3
g.ychwmtwihlznin,tihzecg:ﬂmd:‘dmdﬁ‘dmd S

stream of the y class, it
kurned & fals pouts. They havk been ' wave Boroughy
“proved” than merely through the October days. ‘

M. -
War, Revolution and the Standpoint o Comfadg Trofzky.

meniber. These considerations do not help in any <~

de




" ‘were drawn up, which soon were to pl

b _::lb'ese differences ‘of opinion, which

| Comrade Trotzky had already apti
L -slated :dy
i entrust

notes. (Lenin did not know that he,

B,

P opinion between
in

' “Wwe learn a whole number of details rega

o
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We learn here that in the “course of time the differences
the s int of “Nashe Slovo”*) and

became continually less”. (Page 377. On the other hand,
ing the errors of the

‘#Pravda”, of a number of Bolsheviki etc. _
" But after perusing the book we are little nformed what

rew oontinually less, con-
ifwe take it as correct that
ipated the Leninist policy, as

mrade Lenzner, who was
e book and with adding the
according to Comrade

_ And we are decidely misled

that terrible busy-bod
with the perusal of

.~ Trotzky, had committed a plagiarism.) The question of the

.“tﬁtude during the war, however, gives the key

g
. /%

to a number of

“other questions and leads us to the laboratory where the slogans
ay such an extraordinary

‘important, one might rightly say, world-historical role.

We will attempt to call to mind several things in this respect.
1. “Peace” or “Civil War”, This ist the hrst difference of
- opinion, one which involves a considerable measure of principle,
for precisely here i1s to be seen , who and how has anticipated
the events, as well as the tactics, of the revolutionary social

[
-

; '. democracy. The slogan of the civil war which was issued by Lemin

‘and the Bolshevik C.C. right at the beginning of the war was 4
f ific bolshevik slogan, a slogan, which drew a line of demarca-
ies and, not only all shades of

petty-bourgeois,

3 between true revolutionaries )
.chauvinists, but also of the internationalists of a

& pacifist, “humanitarian” colour who sought to approach the centrist

. glogan,

elaments. Only by bluntly raising the question of civil war was
dhere created the possibil.it{ to select cadre of those revolu-
tioparies who aiterwards formed the kernel of the Communist
Party.

Comrade Trotzky was most decidedly opposed to this
which he considered as a narrow slogan, unsuited for

“'mass propaganda. s that perchance an “anticipation” of the

" Leninist standpoint?

by
]

¢ ‘however,

: ..b‘” ‘)“Ouxwgnd"a'tonet{met'beotgm

»
PR

. _for example, the recently published polemic between Lenin and
. Plechanov over the draft

. finds fault with the Plechanov draft on

~ “own government.

2. Defeatism and the Fight against it. The second distingui-
shing criterion of the Bolshevist attitude was the slogan that the
'revﬁution.ary social democrats (we would now say unists)
must, in the imperialist war, before all desire the defeat of -their
Comrade Trotzky characterised this attitude as
. an inverted nationalism, or nationalism with a minus sign. Now,
the deep mreaning of this Lenimst attitude, whose
‘yoots form the chief source of the Bolshevist idea, i1s now
perfectly clear. Yes, the chiet cource. One only needs to read,

amme of the Russian Social
(Lemn’s Collected Works No. 2) in
this polemic with Plechanov, Lenin
the ground that this is
declaration of war; there we read about
capitalism in eneral, whilst we uire war.against Russian
‘capitalism — {hat is the essence of t is polemic on the part of
Lenin' Why did Lenin insist upon this? Precisely because he
‘was a fighter and not a dedlaimer. The shogan of the defeat of
one’s own government was a declaration of war on every form
. of pacifism, even when it was hidden under the feather bed of
noble phrases, on every one who adovocated the defence of the
fatherland, even when it was hidden under the cleverest mask.
“This was the most decided break. A real severance of all con-
‘pections with on’s own bourgeois state. It was precisely such an
* attitude which ined in rulit‘, in actual practice, the inter-
mational standpoint of bolshevism. ts was the difference
of principle between Trotzky and the bolsheviki.
» 3. Unity with the menshevist Fraction of Teheidse. Even
Comrade Trotzky still advécated unity with such
¢ fraction, and he did not have the

Democratic Labour Pan{
onder to perceive this. In

a text-book and not a

y feared that many comrades
M is interesting to note that Trotzky, even
perceive. his earlier errors. Thus we read

in question: -

Democmats (Bosheviki

The Oﬁm greeted Cosnrade Trotzky
as guest a reply to this greeting Comrade
of Trotzky. Ed.

g

who was

Trotzky declared that for him, who always stood ior
unity of the social democratic forces heavy t by th
“Pravda”) unity is wot an end in itself, that this iormy)

must be given a revolutionary content etc. (Page 350)%)

perfectly clear that Comrade Trotzky dogy
not only not condemn his hi’u for the unity of the liquidai
but makes this tremendous latal error almost the basis, 5o y
speak, of unity with the bolsheviki, this time fortunate'. bey
prepared to give the formula a revolutionary content.

Unfortunately the same faulty estintation of his own iistake
in the organisatory question is also observed at present, (i w
clearly revealed by ade Trotzky in the last years dic
sion). Comrade Trotzky justifies himself with r ard 10 the 4
cusations on the part of “some one of the thinking sextog
of the type of comrade Seorin” on account ol his figh! agan
the bolshevist sectarianism, by a more than strange method

“My objection to the article wds the following: g
tarianiam still exists as a heritage of the past. But i1 orde
to reduce it the “Meshrajonzy” must cease their scpan
existence” (Page 00).

Comrade Trotzky already therelore, when he advicag
uniting with the Bolsheviki, condemned bolshevist sectanany
as a bad inheritance of the wicked past.

But do we repudiate this heritgg? Not in the least, lor i
so-called sectarianism was, as a matier of fact, the method of
creation of our Party, that is the organisatory basic princ
of bolshevism. And when Comrade Trotzky writes on I'age §
of his “preface”: that he has ised his “great ergau sito
mistakes, and on page 66 justilies the charge of sectinans
directed against pre-revolutionary bolshevism, this means &
et drawn all the consequences and all the teachuw
of our Party. He can, however, not do this il
ders the birthday of the li'artzl to be the day of i un
with the “Meshrajonzy”, or even e orrous October Jays,
which Comrade Trotzky, not without irth pangs, wa> hins
born a bolshevik. -

4. Fight against the Zimmerwald Left. Finally, there must
mentioned the attitade of Comrade Trotzky on a “world scf
Comrade Trotzky who conducted the fight against chauvins
social patriots efc, was scornful 'lou(ards the Zinmmerwald Lg
He regarded them likewise as sectarians, as a bolshey st whi
quite unada for the conditions abroad. Already in Ame
where, as Lenzner assures us,-Comrade Trotzky A
cipated the later standpoint of Comrade Lenin, he conducted
active fight against solidarising with the_Z:mmerv»-«ld _
Tmmyco““miappmﬂhis 1t” fromthe Zu_rqnerWaIdven”

ades who were entru with the editing of T

trouble to illuminate for the 1nt'm'nahunal o

letariat this part of our Party history, which is_quie &

rtant for the International as the question of civil war. of

eatism etc.; for here there is no less at stake than the o
between the II. and the IIL. International.

5. The Conception 0 “permanent” l_te'volution, Con
Trotzkys has, as is proved,;- not only “m'mcma_ued" Lenin's
standpoint, but he proved himself t0 be right in one of the o
essential points of our revolutionary theory and at the ~ame!
of our revolutionary strategie, a that is, in the queston
“permanent” revolution. Comrade Trotzky writes concerning’
as follows:

“Lenin, immediately belore 1905,
¢ character of the Russian T

peasantry. This formuia, as she later ;d-evdog)m:»: sho!
oould merely be of i rtance as a ge ..;
dictatorship of the pmnn, supported by the pea

905 there was 3/
“dictatorship

one hand and the T}

“Down with the Tsar 80

other hand and finally ¥

From this it is

cxpres\ on 0
ution in the for®
jat A

1
4

Fof this idea is v

| on their draditions of the

. LW
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r» Poles, at the head of whom stood Rosa Luxemburg, who
cued the formula: “the proletariat sypported by the peasantry”.
Whose standpoint proved to.be correct?
Comrade Trotzky evades giving " definite and detailed reply
p this question. nrcc_lt!{ however he finds the correctness of
jis formula contirmed: The formula of Lemn could “merely” be
stage 1o the formula of Trotzky. But to say that the standpoint
i Trotzky proved to be correct is false. It proved to be incor-
bect, and the further development has proved its incorrectness.
The peculiarity of Comrade Trotzky’s attitude consists precisely
L the fact that he wished to skip a stage which could not be
gipped. (He forgot one trifle, the peasantry.)

“It is not sufficient to be a revolutionary and a follower of
ocialisill or a comumupist in ral” wrote Comrade Lenin.
“One must understand how to find at any moment the particular
jok in the chain which one must seize with all his force in order
o hold the entire chain and to p re a sure transition to the
ollowing link.” (Collected works Volume 15, Page 223.)

It is precisely this which the slogan of Comrade Trotzky
giled to give. He has “disregarded” that special link of-the chain
which should have been grasped with aH force, he has under-
stimated the role of the peasantry and (hereby practically isolated
pimself from the workers.

“Magnificent,
0 basis — that is the nature of the
lemin XV. Page 100.)

It does not follow from the fact that after many years, and
sfter we have passed over a certain stage, the socialist revolution
ms set im, that Comrade Trotzky is right. Such an assertion
would contradict the facts and would be based upon a mis-
understanding of the nature of the tactics of bolshevism, of its,
ii one may so say, political methodology, wich unites a per-
sistend march forward to the great aim with an austere soberness,
which rejects all prejudices and ail superficiality in its estimate of
every concrete” situation. Here also Comrade Trotzky is in the
wrong. Here also his book entirely misleads th ader. Not to
mention the fact that Comrade Trotzky remains silent as to how
his “permanemt” ultra-left phrase was wedded to an extremely
right policy and a bitter struggle against the Bolshevik Party.

revolutionary phrase.”

“1V.
The Legsons of October and the Communist International.

One of the practical foundations upon which the “Preface”
of Trotzky is based is the endeavour, to put it mildly, to “dis-
Eﬂe" the policy of the E.C.C.1 He sets out to take revenge

r the discussion he logt in 1923 and thereby to e, not
only the line of the C.C., but also the policy of the gmintem
2 a whole. For this pu he has distorted the meaning of
the most important of“the class struggle of the pro-
letariat in Qermany and.in Bulgaria. In this he hiants that the
mistakes of several comrades in 1917 caused the failure of the
Communists in Oermany and in Bulgaria in 1923. The structure
! simple when we strip off the husk of words.
XY7 erred.in the Russian October, XYZ now lead the Communist -
International. The Comintern has lost the battles a, b ¢ I
killows that XYZ are responsible for this, as they are carrying
( Russian October. Briefly stated that
is the meaning of the long effusion.

The frame of this completely ridiculons s
toncrete content. It is therefore critica

A necessary y to illuminate
this content, whereupon the whole complicated

construction of

i Comrade Trotzky will collapse.

Point 1. Bulgaria.
Comrade Trotzky writes:
“lntheputyesrwehadtwoaevereddubin
garia. First the , OWi et;h'dodriuirehmdhtl:lilﬁc

a gordinary favourable mo- -
ﬁthe 48’ revolt after the
, in order to make gx
the September wi

catching, intoxicating slogans, which have -

unlimited optimism (no preparation etc.). These two features ‘e’
also mentioned in characterising the types of October opph ¥
tunism. The connection between the .Russian October and iig"
present Comintern leadership is therefore completely set up, - 28
Let us, however, examine fhe facts a little more ;
The first defeat was the result of the fact that the Bulg,
Party had dealt with the peasantry quite incorrectly, and .did
not know how to estimate their movement or the role of ‘the'
peasants’ League as a whole, or its left wing. They o
adopted the standpoint: “Down with the king, up with a workers® 49
government.” At the decisive moment, when it was necessary 4
takg the leadership into their hands and to mount up on
crest of a powerful peasants’ wave, the Party declared itself
neutral, claiming that the fight was between the town and the,
rural bourgeoisie, which was no concern of the proletariat. These "
were the %considerations” of the C.P.of Bulgaria. They have %&
been commitied to writing, and can be now proved by docus” 3
ments. If we wish to have an anmalogy with our Octo (we 3
should, by the way, be more cautious with analo ies), it would. -4
be mitich more apt to take the Kormikov days &erensky-Stu'li-' )
buliski, Kornilov-Zankov). Here, according to the statement of
comrade 1rotzky himself, too much support was given to Ke- ¢
rensky, and the distinction between the fight against Kornilow 8l
and the defence of Kerensky was not understood. In Bulgaria, 5
however, the exact opposite error was committed. o
Wherein therefore lie the “Lessons of October”? £y, A

Apart from this, the comrades who are at present members:
of the E.C.C.1. adopted during the Kornilov days a thoroughly"3
correct attitude, and the whole E. C.C. 1. exercised a thoroudll”
correct criticism of the C. P. of Bulgaria and urged them om. .

The second defeat in Budgaria is a fact, and Comrade #
Trotzky describes the conditions under which it took place. w
you be so good, Comrade Trotzky, to say, whether in this case
you support the old formula of Plechanov during the time.
of the menshevist decay: “omne should not have taken up arms”?.
Was it necessary or not for the Bulgarian Comumunists to
take up arms?

Yes or no?

Comrade Trotzky does not reply to this. According to ouf
opinion it was necessary O take up arms, as only by this
means w# it possible to maintain contact with the paasanb;
who were entering the struggle with elementary force. But
there was no time for preparation. That is the true picture of 2%
the events. The “Lessons” of Comrade Trotzky have nothing =
in the least to do with it. :

Point 2. Germany.

Still more inleresting is the question of the defeat of the
German proletariat in October last year. o
“\We have seen there in the second half of the p
year a classical (heavy type by the “Pravda”) demonstration
of the fact that a most extraordinary favourable r -
tionary eituation of world historical _importance can be
missed”. (XII.) .
According to the opinion of Comrade Trotzky therefore, t
failure here consisted in the fact that a “classical”  moment
was missed, |t was-necessary at all costs to take up the decig
sur:gzi; and the vict would have been ours. Here Commade
T draws a complete analogy with the October revolut
in Russia. There as here, we were pushed forward. In Russis
under the pressure of Lenin, we decided upon actjon and”
victorious — in Germany, without the pressure of Lenin,*
decision was made and the gppn:griate moment was lost. Now
however, under the influence of the Russian October reyolufiont
it is declared that the forces for the decisive struggle were 2
sufficient. That is the megping of the “German events” &€

ing to Comrade Trotzky.

g hereWeh&v‘:k{dm

been written if the oppouents of

nuiorityintthuuimC.C.:h"

theiormsmmtoonmibd.fht ‘
xnthisisoolyontwmlly

that history would have been

is in mo wa nm&qu

then have been _;"'
enemy was fearini

-
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i thou‘ht An analogy with the Russian Ociober is gmte out The book of Comrade Trotzky calls for a study of Octope
,d place here. In Germany there were no armed soldiers who This slogan does not contain anything new. It is appropriy,
-, for the revolution. We could not issue the slogan of peace. for the members of our Party as well as for our foreign m,:
. Therc was no peasant agrarian movement. There was no such rades. Comrade Trotzky’s book, or to be more correct, f
B as ours. But apart from all that it proved that social face, claims to be a guide in this study. To this we nug,
acy has not yet outlived itself. These concrete facts had in the most definite manner: it canmot fulfill this role. |, ﬂ
*ﬁg’elore to be dealt with. At the time of the decisive events however, mislead the comrades, who, behind the exteri; f,m
~the E. C. C. I declared itself in favour of the October policy. style, will not observe the complete lack of proportion, th,
qu as,owing to the objective conditions this suffered a defeat, distortion of the true Party history. That is no murror of y,

. and as, thanks to the ri, _th leaders, this defeat was “greater than  Party but a caricature.

_ .mecessary” rotzky, who has in fact always sup- The publication of this “caricature” is by no me
:,m t{:d right (:i)p&rtul::t n:)v:vnz ‘&hnch“ };:o{g‘:ﬁﬂtgrggi chance event. After what we have said above it is mtm(;ﬁ:
n and oppos e gi a It to perceive to what th 1 indicated by o
- bais of hxs conception, and thereby launches a blow against (i"urotzgy Jead. ve o w R SRy o Y Comod

Gra{rci‘: (t)l{:emReummot:nt]h eS"Gd' lesso&:g:_t not be In fact: if, as Comrade Trotzky falsely states, in October 1417
‘- < It is also quite inadmissable to cling to many errors to Something correct could be carried through omly agaiust e
C. C. is 1t not possible that such a situation may arise aygay

L~ which Comrade Trotzky still clings.
. One of the lessons, (the actual lessons) of the German What mmmhg :?ef: otohat mixt]?mm?lgmgﬁ ‘1}';]( ”ﬂ:

i " October is, that before action the most far-reaching mobilisation ?"e'),
'~ lof the masses is necessary. This work has been greatly neglected. :gsog tlhs1 O;S?WADLQZM C'“ot“ ﬂ?%muf;::ma hgl.\f(.,m'
~ In Hamburg, for example, during the revolt there were no coun- SBu.lgaria Sand in a nin uence of these M‘J{_“‘; a

«cils and our Party organisation was not capable of drawing %S toeltudma ythe N o such @ way 'h”“]S
. the fen thousands of strikers into the struggle. Throughout the :h no “;g?s”y o:x)ry I oseloc‘bbvgﬁ ted? y that jut
nlhole of Germany there were no soviets; according to Comrade ''c°¢ Proviems are . y nvestiga

\, “Trotzky’s opinion that was right, as the soviets were substitued That is the essence of those problems which Comrade

B by the factory councils. As a matter of fact, these fadory Trotzky, after the failure of his frental attack in the past vea,

& councils could not replace the soviets, as they did not com brings forward for the aftention of his readers. Comrade Imukv
i .the whole p?f.r!abon. including the most backward a in-  can, however, be quite convinced that the Party will under stand

. different, as soviets do in the critical and tense moments how to j rightly and in good time this quiet undermung
" ‘of the class struggle. work. The Part h\:vants work and no fresh discussion. The Party
& * desires true bolshevist unity.

SRS

5

Proprictor, Pabliaber and mpomnzm Ednard Ste boger, Vi,-m‘hxq Pernersioriergase 64,

rinters: “Elbéinuhl”, Vienna,
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