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Bolshevism or Trotzkyism?

Where the Line of Trotzkyism is Leading.
By G. Zinoviev.

1 with the Kornilov period. I, who at that time was livi

some facts '..ll’dlll' Brest and the First illegally, fell a victim 0 my failure precisely owing to this

peculiarity of that phase of October.

Party Conference after October. When Comrade Lenin reverted to our error, three years
alter 1t had been committed, he wrote as follows:
The Difterences of Opinion in October

“Immediately before the October revolution, and soon

and my Mistake at that Time. aiterwards, a number of excellent communists in Russia com-

1 Lot [' Trotakyi that is the task whict mitted errors, of which one does not like to be reminded.

__To replace Leginism by Trotzkyism, that is t € task which Why not? Because it is uot right, except on a special occasion.
Comrade 1 rotzky has set out 10 accomplish. In this respect he

" . 10 refer to such errors, which have been completely made
had already in 1922 in his book “1905", attempted “to attain good. They showed hesitations in the period iu' qutzﬂon in
something by allusions”. So long as comrade Lenin held the that they {eared that the bolsheviki would isolate themselves
threads in his hand, comrade Troizky decided not to undertake and undertake 100 great a risk in holding aloof oo much
a d“f“ attack. Comrade Trotzky h"’_ now obviously decided from a cerain section of the Mensheviki and of the Social
that “the moment has arvived”. ‘According to all the rules of revolutionarics. The conflict went so far that the comrades in
strategy, belore one strikes the decisive blow, one must prepaie question, as a demonstration, resigned from all responsible
the way by artillery fire. The atfack upon the so-called right t5, both in the Party and in the Soviet, 1o the greatest
Wing of bolshevism is intended as a smoke-screen, particularly )(:()7 of the enemies of the social revolution. The matler led
regarding the October failures of the writer of these lines. 10 the most bitter polemics in the press on the pant of the

It is an actual fact that at the beginning of November 1017 C. C. of our Partv against those who had resigned. And atfer
I committed a great error. This error was freely admitted by [

A ; weeks, at the most after some wonths, all these com- :
me and made good in the course of a few days. As, however, RORYS. WhoWs, : " {
these days were not ordinary days but veryyhtelul days, as rades gfﬁvmxa:mﬂx'gtuﬁ“?mi;o &wm |
this was a time of extremes{ temsion, the error was ighly ‘:ol“umc XVIL. Page 373.) : ' . {
dangerous. oo o, ,

n‘ln any event | will not minimise the extent of this error. _ Comrade Lenin makes no reference whatever fo a “right” ‘
3 " ; ‘wing.
I It was ga?d\'lylib‘?lﬁ;itgl: :2' "‘"“’;‘*"y"y mlog For myself, 1 endeavoured more than once, before the Party ‘
error. All these extremely draconic ,iw: measures, which 40d before the whole Comintern, to deal with my error. | 3poke
uum:.mmmammmpm“mmg d"'ﬁ”.w.““"mi"l““"'%w@“m"
which Be inflicted, were of course hly justified. In the the Comintern, which took place on the .Aamvc'uryo(Ob~
shortest time after these events, some a at the tober, as follows:

seems to that 1, particular V.
hkemuﬁau,mcﬂedambsyw“l

of

about to say. You ware comrades that

-
was

life. At that time

commencement of the inn "Mbwmetouyuqordwngngmm:u

my
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had b!ih against the Mensheviki for over ten years, never-
v a8 well as many other comrades, could not at the
rig of the idea that the Mensheviki and
. althongh were ouly the right fraction and the
right wing, nevert 3 formed a portion of the working
class., As a muatter of facr | were and are the “left”, ex-
H e especially dangerous
: bourgeoisie. | therciore believe,
con:.ndu. that 1t 8 our duty to vemind all owr comrades, ..

I spoke of cur crror in the most widely circulated book

frosn my pen, in the “Phistory of the R.C. P and on vumerous
: g ;

earier
To camsider the writer of these lines as belonging to the
“right of the Bolsheviki, is simpiy absurd. The whole of
vik Party is aware that I, working hand in hand with
sde Lenin in the course of nearly 20 years, never once had
of opimion with him, except in the one
case The epoch of the years 19141017, from the
conmencement of the imperialist war up 10 the commencement of
i our country, was a not usimportant
in vears there took place the decisive
in the camp of the infernational labour movement.
i books “Socialism and War” (1915) and “Against the
‘ " ape sulficient witness that during that time 1 in no
Way came forward as represenfative of a right wing of bol-

At the April Conference of 1917, the mmportance of which .

comrade Trotzky misrcpresents, 1 had not the smailest difference
T 0% S ol s Kumear: Nov
A £ ameney,
and ?a\”ﬂk oﬁtr:a I was whelly on the side of
comrade Lenin, as was to be seen fram a sumber of my
at  the il Conferenge. The whole
maturally contined within the limits of bolshevism
comrade Lenin and the Party regarded it - and only
the of comrade Trotzky does it assume the form
str of a “right wing” against the Party.
Not the least difierences of opinion occurred between myself
#od comrade Lenin during and afier the July davs. We had

the 1o test this at our leisure iu the course of
uv‘m tong “as | lived together with Viadimir lyitch
hﬂﬁz._ . The first difference ol was noticed by
me at th

opinion !

begiuming of October, after the liquidation of the

Kormdloy period, alier the article of comrade Leain “On Com-

amises” (in this aride Leain . under certyn Qom-

m;- " with the iki and the S.R). My

that | endeavoured 1o continue the

ises” some days later. In all
thai time comuted as wmonths,

ﬁﬁ"i..: .

we were and remained of one mind, ("Pravda”, 21st November
1917.)

The unsigned leading article which appeared in our Ceniral
organ “Rabotshi Puti” (The Path of the Warkers), which ap-
peared in place of “Pravda”, on the day of the revuli, 25th of
October, was written by me The second article was likewise
written by me and was signed by me. In this last article we
read:

“It is a great task which confronts the second Soviet
Congress. The events of history are following each other with
breathless speed. The final hour is approaching. The least
further hesitation brings the danger of immediate collapse..."”

The last hopes for a peaceful solution of the crisis are
past. The last peaceful hopes which — | must confess — up
to the last days were cherished by the writer of these lines,
have been dispelled by facts,

All Power to the Soviets. — It is here that cverything is
being concentrated at the present historical moment.”

In the number of cur Central Organ “Rabotshi Putj” which
appeared ou 20th October, a short report was published of my
first speech after the period of illegality in the sitting of the
Petrograd Soviet o 25 th October, the day of the revolt. Here
we read as follows:

The Speech of Zinoviev,

“Comrades, We are now in the period of revoli | believe
however that uo doubt can exist regarding the outcome of the
revolt we shall be victorious!”

“l am convinced thai the overwheluing portion of the
peasantry will come over to our side as soon as they become
acquainted with our proposals regarding the land question.

Long Hve the social revolution which is now beginning,
Long live the Petrograd working class who still achieve the
final victory!

Today we have paid our debt to the mlernational pro-
letariat and delivered a terrible blow to the war. a blow at the
breast of all imperialists, the greatest blow at the breast of

the hangman Wilhelm. ' X
Down with the war: Long live International Peace!”

Sharp differences arose in our cwcle again in the first days
of November (according to old calender) at the moment when
the right S. R, and Mensheviki were already shattered and when
it was the question whether we would not succeed i bringing
over the left 5. R. and the best section of the Mensheviki 10 the
side of the Soviet power. ln these days | had to take part
with other comrades in the famous negotiations with ihe then
existing organisation of the railwaymen., These negotiations ‘ed
o a com agroement of the C.C. of our Party with the then
Central Executive Committee of the Workers' and Peasants’
Councils. These differences lasted actually from two to three
days. but during this time they were exceedingly heated.

On the 2nd of November 1017 the C.C. of our Party, in
the preserce of comrade lLenmin, adopted a resolution which,
among other things, stated: 2

“The C. C. conlirms *hat, without having wxcluded anybody
from the Second Soviet Congress it is even now lully pre-
pared to nole ihe return of the Soviet members who have

1 (uisknmnlheﬁgh(S.R.mdei

withdrew from the second Soviet Congress
the coalition with those who have withdraun
that therelore the assertions
with any
£
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mida I delivered at the session of the Central Executive
of the S.R. and of the Social Democrats on the
2nd November 1017:

“In the name of the C.C. of the Rusdian Social Democratic
Labour Party (at that time our Party was not yet a Communist
Party), | declare that the comrades of the S, R. (it was the
question of the left 5. R. whom the C.C. of our Party, with
comrade Lenin at the head, tried at that time to induce 1o
participate in the first Soviet government) should not have
started to criticise us bolsheviki while events were taking place
in the streets of Moscow regarding which our Moscow dele-
g;t/es have reported today. (At this time the struggle for the

iet power was still going on in Moscow.) On this occasion
:;‘: remind the cog‘umdes of the S. R. that blel:gre we puhblﬂishe.i

ition our govermment we ca upon them to
takeugq:to”in the governggwnt. but they declared that they
would take part in the work of the government, but for the
time being would not enter the government.”
At the session of the Petrograd Soviet of 3rd November
1917 the writer stated:

“Comrades. There are among us comrades from the Red
Army, soldiers and sailors, who in a few hours will hasten
to the aid of our Moscow comrades and brothers. (Loud
and prolonged applause.) The revolutionary military com-
mittee wished two days ago to send help, but met with
obstacles precisely from those quarters from which one could
only have expected support. | speak here of some leading
circles of the leaders of the railway employees, who in these
hours so fateful for the revolution have adopted a “neutral”
attitude. In these ferrible hcurs, however, one cannot be
“neither hot nor cold” — 1 do not wish to speak too sharply,
but you yourselves will understand comrades, how the future
will judge these facts.

Just recently a tran‘:rort of troops to Moscow was held
up. When the leaders the railway workers’ union were
asked how they could act in this manner, they replied: We
have also held up transports from the other side.

We must appeal to the lower sections of the railwaymen
and explain to them what “neutrality” means under present con-
ditions. 1 do not doubt that 900% of the lower sections of the
railway yees and workers will side with the fighting
soldiers and workers. A whole number of central committees
are sitting on the fence. Uniortuualelk among these is the central
committee of the railway workers. No one could have foreseen
that the leading organ of the railway workers would preserve
“nettrality” whilst workers and solJiers were fighting on the
barricades. This state of affairs must be ended. The railway
proletariat rwst stand like one man on the side af the ii‘ibtinz
workers and soldiers, they must help them to br the
resistance of the bour and of the landowpers ...

In reply to the resolution of the C, E.C. the mensheviki
submitted a number of preconditions. The C.E,C, as it did
not wish fo place any difficulties in the way, a reso-
lution preposed by us which removed the hindrances in the
way of these negotiations.

In spite of this the ofher side would not make any
concessions to the C. E. C. The conditions submitted by the
latter were rejected by the Mensheviki and the . R. " The.
attempt to arrive at an agreement was consisteutly carried
out in spite of all obstacles; it led, however, to no result.
It is now evident that the Mensheviki and the S R. did not
want an understanding and only sought for a pretext to
wreck it,

Now all the workers and soldiers will know who bears
the responsibility for the wrecking of the agreement, Now

- 1 am convinced - also the left S. R, will throw the blame

for the wrecking of the understanding upon the mensheviki
and into our government,

In the present state of affairs | adhere to the proposition
of the comrades and withdraw my declaration regarding
resignation from the C.C.

appeal to my immediate comrades. Comrades. We made
a great sacrifice when we openly raised a protest against
the majority of our C.C. and demanded the agreement. This
agreement however was rejected by the other side. We are
|iviuf in a serious, responsible time. It is our duty to warn
the Party of errors. But we remain with the Party, we prefer
to commit errors along with the millions of workers and
soldiers and to die with them than to stand aside from them
at this decisive historical moment.

There will and shall be no splitt in our Party.)

Since the 8th November 1 participated as jously i
work of our C.C. On the dep.:lovunherw I i in ‘]hlﬂm$h
at the All-Russian Peasants Congress, and on the 10th of
November at the session of the Petrograd Soviet. Here | said
that we would recognise the Constituent Assembly, *if the Con-
stituent Assembly would give expression to the actual will of
the workers, soldiers and peasants”,

Naturally, now afier seven years, it seems monstrous io
every member of our Party how one could deceive himself
with regard 1o the real forces of the leaders of the railwaymen
and those alleged Internationalists from the camp of the S. R,
and Mensheviki grouped round the railway leaders. Of course,
in order 1o understand the situation one must place
in the position obtaining at the thime. — Ii was not until
months after the October revolt that it became evident that
left S.R. had also become a counter-revolutionary force. :
October 1917 however they were vxpressly invited by comrade
Lenin and our C. C. 10 participate in our first Soviet B‘M e
as they were then connected with a large section of : ]
and with a portion of the workers. In fact, even the i
with the leaders of the railwaymen’s union were, as reader
has seen, conducted with the approval of the C.C. A

The result of the exposure of the Mensheviki of the
S.R. on the occasion of the railway workers' C&l::w
that the left S.R., whom comrade {enm had formerly
called upon to participate in the Soviet el ‘entered
into it; although some diys before the (
tion even to resign from the C.E.C. w

existing would have meant a severe
and would have hindered the winning of the

In the “Pravda™ of 4th Nevember we
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our attitude during these days there was again refiected
hesitation of these workers — in this respect our error was
not an accidental error.
Now, seven years afterwards, do not the words in the
solution of our Central Committee that “the assertion that
the Bolsheviki would not share power with anybody is devoid
ol all foundation” sound monstrous from our present stand-
yet these words were written down by comrade
3rd Novumber 1917 and approved by our C. C.
Everyone who reflects over these facts, everyonc who re-
s that the left S. R. at that time represented an im-
portant section of the peasamts, everyone who reflects at all
over the conditions at that time, will understand the extent
and the character of our error. It was a great, bui nevertheles
wot a “sovial democratic” error,
do not say that in order to prove that
:'ur ervor was a small ome. We swod outside of the C. C

e v, of this this error, as we already said at

the Opening Session of the 1V. World Congress of the Com-
test error we made in our life. The only

wish to prove here is that it is not correct to draw
this error the conclusion that there existed a “right wing’

E one who experienced those historical days knows that
these how much they sirained the relations of such
near comrades and friends, left no bitter feeling behind. Fvery-

W a si attitude towards the errors of the others,
withou t to “make use of” these errors for “di-
tic”, fractionist purposes, Evervbody understood that only
exweptional moment Jed to exceplional means of solving
dilferences, which arose like & whirlwind but which, lLke a
irlwind soon calmed down without causing great damage.

|

=

These differences were swept awav by avalanche of
fresh events, - they remained isolated with the leading circles
of the Party. A few days passed and the error was admitted
;?rtbuc comstiitied it and the general staff of the

arty and the whole Party could proceed to the solution of
actual tasks. These differences have left behind such little traces
in the Party that at the first Party Conference (VI1) which

H
i
i
?

October revolt (which dealt already with
Brest Peace), nobody mentioned a single
‘ us this error, it 20
wd that 1, on behall kgc..mwﬁgmmrzvﬁ-
-#anmkyudtheW)mditis

the Party, under the fresh impression of the
Mﬂdhmuwrthrﬂtyomiltkym

|

y doés now.

s in the “Lessons of October”,
our attitude to the ?utwn
rotzky

capitalation™. What did
himsel say on this VI Party Congress some weeks after the
“Before the list journey to Brest-Litovsk we discussed
whole time the question of our further tactics. And
only ore vole in the C. C. in favour of i
: that of Zinoviev, (We assert thar there
vote, but also Lenin, Stalin and Sverdlov
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sible posts**). (Minutes Page 147 148.) Against Trotzky aug
against the “left” communists, there was directed the resolution
of Lenin and Zinoviev” (Minutes Page 3), and as regards
resignation from the* C. C. in general, comrade Lenin said
the following words: .
“1 also found myself in a similar situation n the C. C,
when the proposal was adopted not to sign the Peace, and
I kept silent without closing my eyes to the fact that I could
not take over responsibility for this. Every member of the
C. C. is free to repudiate responsibility without resigning
from the C. . and without creating a scandal, h 1s, of
course, permissable under certain conditions, and is sometime;
even unavoidable; but whether that was necessary just now,
with this orgamsation of the Soviet power which enables us
to control in so far as we do not l.f)ﬁe contact with the
masses, ihere can only wxist one Opinion .

At the VI Party Congress Comrade Trotzky, who at that
time had only been six months in our Party, provoked the tirst
Trotzky crisis. Since that time, unfortunately, these crises occur
periodically.

18

The Revision of Leninism under the Flag
of Lenin.

The last attack of Comrade Trotzky (the “Lessons of Ok
tober”) is nothing else than a fairly open attempt to revise
or even directly to liquidate the foundation of Lenmism. It
will onl uire a short time and this will be plun to the
whole o;tﬁpuny and to the whole International. The “novelty”
in this attempt consists in the fact that. out of “strategical”
considerations, it is attempted to carry out fhis revision in the
name of Lenin,

We experienced something sunilar at the beginning o1 the
campaign of Bernstein and his fellowers, when ﬁlt‘) hegan the
“revision” of the foundation of Marxism. The ideas of Marx
were already so generally recognised in the international labour
movement, that even their revision, at least at the beginning, had
to be undertaken in the name of Marx, A guarter of a century
was necessary before the revisionists could finally throw aside
their mask and openly pronounce that in the field of theory,
they had entirely broken away from Marx. This ook place
in a most open manner, in literature, only in the year 1024 in
the recenﬂ{ published collection of articles devoted to the 70th
birthday of Kautsky. \

The ideas of Leninism at present predominate to such au
extent in the international revolutionary movement — and parti-
cularly in our country that the “critics” of Leninisim consider
it necessary to have recourse to similar methods. They undertake
the revision of Leninism “in the name of Lenin”, citing Lenin,
empha their fidelity to the principles of Leninism. This
“strategy” ever does not help. ﬁ is already seen thr by
the Leminist Party. It only needs 2 few weeks and the
:’rrrpm it the house-tops will be twittering over the col

this remarkable strategy. Comrade T has
one trifle: that our Party is so Leninist and so mature that ifis
capable of distinguishing Leuinism from Trotzkyism.

The attack of Comrade Trotzky is an attack with inadequate
means. Nobody will succeed in liquidating the foundations of
Leninism, or carrying out even a partial revision of the principles

**) “The Party Conference, the
Party. has indirec
comrades from our

v highest authority of the

rm-m the policy which I, with other

-Litovsk Jdelepation followed, and
ternational :
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of Leninism, or even succeed in Yﬂiug Trotzkyism recognised
as a “justifiable tendency” within Leninism. Nobody will succed
in convincing the Party that we now need some sort of synthesis
of Leninism and Trotzkyism. Trotzkyism is as fit to be a con-
stituent part of Leninism as a spoonful of tar can be a con-
stituent part of a vat of honey.

What is Leninism? Leninism is the Marxism of the epoch
of the imperialist wars in the world revolution, which began
in a country where the peasantry preponderate. Lenin was
from head to foot a proletarian revolutionary. But he knew
at ‘he same time that he had to work in a country in which
the peasantry predominated, and in which the proletariat there-
fore can only be victorious when it adopis a correct attitude
towards the peasantry. After Lenin already in the revolution of
1005 had issued the slogan of “the democratic dictatorship of
the proletariat and of the peasantry”, he did not cease for a
single moment to be a proletarian revolutionary; he made no
concession to bourgeois democracy (the Mensheviki, among them
comrade Trotzky, accused Comrade Lenin at that time that he,
who called himself a Marxist, was an ideologist of bourgeois
democracy), but he was the only one who, not with mere
words, but by deeds, prepared the way for the socialist revolu-
tion in a situation when bourgeois democracy was still a force
and was capable of shattering tsarist despotism.

Leniu felt himself at that time to be the recognised leader
of the proletarian revolution and this he was in fact. He
knew and believed that the Bolshevik Party, that is, the genuine
advance-guard of the proletariat, would help the working cluss
as far as possible on the road to the realisation of its class
aims, that is to proceed on the road to the victory of the
proletarian revolution. He knew that he and his Party, in every
country, would do everything possible to extract from this situa-
tion the maximum for the final aim of the proletarian revolution.
He so understood the connection between the bourgeois-de-
mocratic and the proletarian-socialist revolution, that the first
precedes the second. that the second solves in passing the
uestions of the first, that the second comdirms the work of the
rat, .

And as Lenin kuew this, he manoeuvred with the mastership
of a genius in three revolutions, always at the head of the
working class. always concretisi his tactics so that every
suitable historical sitvation is used to its fullest limis in the
interests of his class. Lenin was, on the 24th October 1917, not
the same man that he became on the 20th October 1017, “Who
laughs last, laughs the longest” wrote Lenin some days before
the October revolt in an article on the Party programme.

Thercfore Lenin defended at that time among other things
the necessity of retaining the minimum programme. But on the
morrow, after the victory of the October msurrection, the in-

nious commander of the working class was not the same as
E: was one day before this victory. My class has become
stronger, the enemies of my class have become weaker, the forces
of the workers’ revolution have increased, hence therefure, more
more boldly forwards! That is the real Lenin! He

wows that it is a very difficult way along which oue has to
lead millions of workers, behind whom, if we wish to be vic-
torious. there must follow the millions and millons of peasants

slogan! “democratic dictatorship of the
t (1005--1907) via the “dic-

tator the proletariat and poorest ts” (1917) to
m.m“ ip of the i 'thwitl_hemhud’
on the basis of “alliance with peasantry” — that is the road
of Lenmism. ;

Fron: Menshevism

of the Axelrod type (1903—1905) via the
(1905-—-1007) variation of menshevisin, to the com-
m abandonment of the revolution and its substitution by the
menshevik free w (l%l@tt). to the of vacil-
the war (:m——m’! —m the road of old

a penetrating analysis of the theory of Marxism and the most
concrete, profound study of economics and of the social structure
of that country in which Bolshevism commences to come into
action. “What is to be done” along with “Two kinds of
Tactics” is the incomparable criticism of social democratic op-
timism, the unsurpassed elucidation of the role of the workers
Party in the revolution together with the laying down of the
tactics of the proletariat in a peasant country on the eve of the
bourgeois-democratic revolution which one must endeavour so to
carry through that it begins as soon as ible to develop
into the socialist revolution. The “State and Revolution” and the
“Renegade Kautsky” are the application of Leninism to the
world arena, are along with the book “Imperialism, the latest
Stage of Capitalism” the most profound analysis of the latest
imperialism and the laying down of the tactics of the already
heginning socialist revolution, which grows out from the first
i. e. the bourgeois-democratic revolution.

Compare all this with Trotzkyism!

If Lenin is the classical type of the proletarian revolutionary,
Trotzky is the “classical” type of the mtellectual revolutionary.
The latter has of course certain strong features, he succeeds some-
times in- combining with the proletarian mass, but that which
forms the nature of his political activity is the intellectual
revolutionarism,

We give below a compressed political description of the life
of Trotzkyism which possesses the authority of coming from the
pen of Lenin:

“He, Trotzky, was in the year 1903 a menshevik, left this
Party in 1904, returned to the ‘lmshcviki in 1905
round with ultra-revolutionary phrases. In 1906 he again
abandoned this Party; at the end of 1900 he again defended
the election alliance with the cadets and in the spring of 1907
he stated at the London Conference that the difference between
him and Rosa Luxemburg rather constituted a difference of
individual shades of opinion than a difference of political
tendency. Today Trotzky borrows some ideas from the one
fraction and to-morrew from the other and therefore considers
himself as a man standing above buth fractions.” (Lenin’s
Collected Works, Volume XI. Part Il. Page 308-.1309.)

“Never i a single serious question of Marxism has
Trotzky had a firm opinion, he always squeezes s in a
division between this or that differences i always
runs Tr(xbvqf' oue side to the other. At mm% is in CL
company of the “Bund” and of the liquidators,”

Thus wrote Leuin in an article in the revue “Enlightenment”
published in 1014,

“However well meant the intentions of Martow and
Trotzky may be subjectively, objectively they support by their
tolerance Russian imperialism.”

- Thus wrote Lenin in the “Socialdemokrat” No. 1 October
6.

Let us compare the literary sign posts of bolshevism with
those indicating the road of development of Trotzkyism. These
are the iollowmg books of comrade Trotzt‘z: “Our

). then col-

tasks” (1903), “Our Revolution” 190510 E
laboration 1o the liquidatory journal “Nasha Sarja” sOur Da Wiy
ﬂwnabrightmnmt—thehookoverl(u“kyﬁﬂ‘))-' ;
was followed h{ the “New Course” and “The of T
tober” (1923--1024). The retrogrule..hvdomat of comrade
kay finds particular sharp expression in two last named
works, : .

What was the hook: “Our political tasks”? This
with a dedication of the Menshevist
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ing with certainty: it will much rather encounter po-

‘ than be by the technical back-
direct state support of the
working class of Russia will not

power transform their temporary

rule into a long emduring socialist dicwatorship. One cannot

doubt this for 2 momen.” (Trotzky: Our Revolution 1004.
Russian edition Page 277--288.)

What is the meaning of the state support of the Luropean

In order (o possess tie possibility of alording state

10 the Russian revolution, the Furopean proletariat woukd

first have to capture power iu Europe. In the vear 1905 and i

al ap to war 1914--18 there could be no talk of this.

Trotzky preached the “permanent” revolution in the jear
1905,

What is to be inferred from this? Ouly this tha Trotzky n
the m 1005 either did not seriously believe in any permanent
I ion or that he preached the maneat revolution in
1905 only under the condition that Enropean proletariat
aflorded us “state support”, which meant that Trotzky “post-
m workers revolution in Russia until the victory of the

a0 revolution i Europe, In the latter case Trotzky

appears as the tive of the most stereotvped social
democratic sta got: let “them” first make the revolution
and then “immediately” make the workers' revolution.

Trotzky wrote in those times a great deal as to a victorious
Russian revolution being onlv possible as a part of a victorious
m:nw revolution, for Western European capital supported
&u with o‘::y” elc, “Thue was a gr;‘:\ of tmthkin t“;s aB?:d

Frotzk repeated that which the Bolsheviki said. But
r as {nnn! conceived this connection of the Russian revo-
fudion with the international revolution too mechanically,

Comrade Trotzky did not grasp the concrete way of the

Miqmm.mwnotwmoylﬂgr| the

mportance v in our revolution. any

gﬂmmrykntﬁ' Trotzky has provided this in his
work: the Lessons of October”. e quote the following:

astomshed humanity would have experienced the apotheosis of
Trotzkyism.

It ‘apparently has never occured to our author that “if ifs
and ands were pots and pans” if there had not been an im-
perialist war with all its inevitable consequences, there would
probably never had been the revolution 1017 and no such
relatively easy victory. Our author is also obviously unaware
that precisely the development of the revolution from February
to October 1917 confirmed “in passing” the already obvious
truth that the whole Trotzkyism with its theory of its “per-
manent” revolution was nothing else than a cleverly thought-out
intellectual schema which was cut according to the requirements
of menshevism.

et us refer once wore to comrade Lenin:

Hence their (the mensheviki) monsirous, idiotic, renegade
idea that the dictatorship of the prolefariat and of the
peasantry contradicts every course of economic development.
With us there appears at every crisis of our epoch (1005
1909) a general democratic wovement of the mushik and
to ignore this would he a profound error which in fact would
lead to menshevism.” Thus wrote Lenin im December 1009,

But comrade Trotzky even in the year 1024 does not under-
stand that the role of the mushik in such a crisis as 1917 was
niot by chance not removed from the course of the class struggle.

It is obvious that it has also never occured to our author
that the course of the great revolution between February and
October 19017 wonderiully confirmed Lenimism, among other
thi in that section i which Lenin with the theoretical
rm&xms. peculiar to him, deals with the Trotzkyist varieiy
of menshevism. ‘

A collaborator of Comrade Trotzky and the “editor™ of his
book 1017, comrade lLenzner, asserts in all seriousness that
already in the articles written by Trotzky at the beginning of
March 1017 in America in the paper “Nove Mir” (“New World")
he anticipated the attitude to the questions taken by Comrade
Lenin in his famous “Letters from Abroad”. Comrade Trotzky
did not even know what the question was whilst comrade Lenin
in his truly famous “Letters from Abroad” already submitted
to the Russian working class the scheme of the real October
worked out in almost all details,

But this is only hali the trouble. The present trouble is that
comrade Trotzky can say nothing better than if there had been
no imperialist war and if the peasantry had not predominated
in our country, then Trotzkyism wouid have been right as
opposed to Leninism.

Is any further proof necessary that comrade Trotzky under-
stood the bolshevist attitude to the question of the peasantry
as little as he understands it now?

The “Lessons of October” have clearly shown one thing:
that even now in the eighth year of the proletarian revolution
comrade Trotzky has not grasped the true nature of Leninism
and that he now as previously is revolving round in the same
circle — in the tion of the peasantry -- in the guestion
which is the chiel source of the false conclusions of comrade
Trotzky beginning from his error of Brest to his error in the
question of the trade unions in 1921, ending with his errors at the
present time,

-
-

In the “Lessons of October” there are almost as miany er-
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comrade Trotzky in the question of the German revolution**)
said the exaot contrary in January 1924 t0 what he now says in
the “Lessons of October”. '

Hence it comes that such important episodes of the revolu-
tion as the question of the July demonstration, as the fight
for Kronstadt and even the question of the July days are
described by Comrade Trotzky after the manner of Suchano
and the paper “Deni” (The “Day” bourgeois) and not as they
actually occured. Hence it comes that the question of the tactics
of the bolsheviki with regard to the Preliminary Parliament and
the Democratic Conference are dealt with in an equally incorrect
and biassed manner. :

These “small” errors have been sufficiently refuted by
authovitative witnesses of the events. Perhaps we shall be able
on another occasion to give an exact description of some of
the very rmportant epi of the revolution.

HIL

Was there a Right Wing in the Bolshevist
Party?

- We must give a clear answer 1o this question, Fverbody who
is familiar with the real history of shevism will, without
hesitation, give the following answer: there was none and there
could be none.

There could be no right wing because the Leninist funda-
mental principles of the structure of the bolsheyist Party ex-
cluded every possibility of a right and of a left wing.

There could be no right wing because the first split between
bolsheviki and mensheviki had already taken place in 1903 on the
eve of the first revolution of 1905, *

Comrade Lenin wrote regarding the Italian Socialist Party
that even its first splitting from the extreme chauvinists which
took place some years before the world war — that even this
su al split which was far from being complete, helped it
in the first period ol the imperialist war, in the year 1014 fo
adopta more cammendable standpoint than the standpoint of those
socialdemocratic Parties who up to the year 1917 and even later
remained united. Every one has read the articles of com-
cade Lenin from the years 19141015 on German Social De-
moctacy (“Against the Stream”) will remember how passionately
Lenin advocates the splitting of the German Social Deniocracy.

what great hopes he placed on this split, how he explained the

complete collapse of CGerman social democracy among other
things as being due to the belated split between the left and
right wings.
“The type of the socialist Parties of the epoch of the
H. International was the Party which tolerated opportunism in
its midst, which during the ten years of the period of peace
continually grew in numbers but which hid itself and adapted
itself to the revolutionary workers from whom it took over
its marxist i and avoided every clear definition of
inciple. This type outlived its time.
In Italy the Party was an exception for the epoch of the
11, Interna : the tunists with Bissolati at the head
were expelled from the . The result of this crisis was
excellent . i

present moment there is no such deception. That which for the

1. International was a fortunate exception, wwst and will be

a rule for the I, International. The proletariat will always -~

so long as capitalism exists — be in contact with the petty- H
bourgeoisie. 1t is unwise, sometimes 1o reject a temporsry al :
liance with them, but to unite with them, to be united with

the opportunists can at present only be defended by the
enemies of the proletariat in the present epoch.” (“Against the
Stream” p. 30.)

Whoever thinks over these words will understand why in a
Party which was formed by comrade Lenin in the fight against
the Mensheviki and against Trotzky there could exist no right
wing.

“Our Russian Party has long since broken with the op.
portunist groups and elements... The dead weight of op-
portunism was pot able to drag dowu our Party into the deep,
And this circumstance rendered it possible as the split of
the Itahan Party to fulfill its revolutionary duty.”

So wrote Lenin jn “Socialism and War". (2ud chapter,)

Comrade Trotzky must understand all this %ind then he will
understand why one cannot speak of a right wing of the Bol-
shevist Party which was created by Lemmn i a “Herce” struggle
against all non-bolshevist fractions, groups and iendencies.

Whoever understands anything of the theory, of the tactics
and of the organisatory principles of Leninism cannot claim that
4 right wing existed in the Bolshevik Party. Balshevism differed
fundamentally in that it could not permit and did not permit the
Party to be organised as a block of all possible tendencies, as a
block of a right, of a left wing, of a centre efc.

Think over what comrade Lenin has written for example
regarding the period of the emigration time of the Party. He
said: the great variely of political tendencies in emigration --
Mensheviki, S.R. anarchists, maximalists, which were again !
divided into sub sections, had the eifect that all non-bolshevist }
elements were withdrawp, as by a plaster, from the body of the
Party. The same was the case in the period of legal and i
existence of our Party between February and October 1017, At
that time we saw“the same variety and multpliticity of political
Parties, fractions and minor fractions, which inevitably
everything that was not thorougly bolshevik. In this mauner the
bolshevik Party became a crystallisation pomnt only for bolsheviki.
Hence our Party was one indivisible whoﬁc.'

It involves a compiete ignorance of Lenin and of Leninism
to admit the possibility that Lenin, even if for a short time,
had tolerated the existence of a right wing in, the bolshevik Party.
And what is still more importaut is, that Leuinism is irrecon-
cilable with the existence of a right wing in the bolshevist Party. ,

It could be argued that there were hohhevik-“mm& i e
ators” who greatly resembled a right wing of bolshevism.

Yes, that is a_fact. The bolshevik “reconciliators” played an
episodal role at the commencement of the t betwee: the
bolsheviki and the mensheviki (1003-1004). and then also in the
years of the counter-revolution (19010--1911). But at the moment
of this hesitating attitude of the bol “reconciliators”, it
came essentially to a direct split between us aud them.

Bolshevik Party, under Lenin’s ludtrm. was to ‘
this small fragment from its e this lm in m:
remain a homo‘:mus bolshevik Party.

The overw majority of these reconcilors are at
present in our rmﬁnfud mbodyw y !
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section of the bolsheviki att od ‘wity with
comrade Lemin and other ik leaders,
the present writer) were emphatically against this
. however, were only episodal differences of opinion.
ifferences which we had with the people :rouped
“Vperjod” (Forward) in 1908 and which lasted
rs, ¢ not be regarded as episodal. These alleged
, as a matter of fact, defenued opporunist tactics,
8, they abaundoued the fundamenrtal basis of bolshevism. The
was expelled from our organisation and only those have
thoroughly recovered from the “Vperjod”

]
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Also those differences canpot be characterised as being
episodal which arose in conpection with the war, and which ex-
tended only to & few inent bolsheviki at the beginnng of the
i ialist war. mal a whole adopted a thoroughly
correct aititnde towonds the hmperialist war and was conscious
of the world-historical slogan: “comversion of the mmperialist
war into civil war”, A few important bolshevist functionaries,
for example, |. &ioldenberg, vmted regafding the question of
the character of the war, and it came to an organisatory break
with these comrades. Goldenberg was not able to return 10 the
Party umiil 1921, after he bad thoroughly recognised his fault.

What 5 the ex‘tuﬁoa of some of the errors committed in
the first days of February Revolution? The General Staff
of the Bolsheviki, after years of imperialist war and white terror,
came together | various s of the earth, after the central
functionaives of the bolsheviki had lived separated from their best
friends. All were overwhelmed by the world historical events.
Many things quroed out differently from what had been expected.
In the first days of the revolution the bolsheviki themselves were
in the minority among the Pet ad workers, The mood of the
soldiers, whom Lenin later ca “honest defenders of their
country”, created ' great factical difficulties for us. We asked
these masses, how we could &t
least get them to listen to us. All this led to those difficulties
which were responsible for the errors of the “Pravda” in the
first days after the February revolution, before the arrival of
Comrade Lenin,

Cau one from this infer the existence of a right wing in the

Party, which comrade Trotzky attemspts to esent

25 a “social democrafic”, “semi-menshevist” wing, Only who

does oot know the Bolshevist Party can say a thing, who

the Pmi'bm the outside, who for fifteen years has

: gm : Party, and who in 1924 again declares war
Party

§
:
;
|

the bolsheviki in the

:
i
g
:

Yes,

From whence can a right wing, a right fraction, a right
tendency arise? It would beabsurd to explain this by the S
responsibility of this or that comrade. No, there exist indisputable
objective pre<conditions therefor.

What constitute the essential differences between the present
state of affairs in our Party and the position of our Party before
the October revolution?

First: The mensheviki, the S.R. the anarchists and the
remaining groups have disappeared from the open political life
of our country. In the interest of the successful carrying out of
the proletarian dictatorship, the victorious working class, under
the lead of our Party, had to render illegal the S. R. the Menshe-
viki, the anti-soviet section of the Anarchists, and other grou
opposed to the idva of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Ounly t
Russian C. P. is legally active. Today it cannot be otherwise. With
such a state of affairs it is unavoidable that many elements enter
our Party, who, in the e.ent of the existence of other legal
Parties, would not be with us.

Secondly: We have ideologically shattered two important
Parties which during two decades were our rivals: the S. R, and
the Mensheviki. Some ten thousand members of these DParties
have come over to our Parly, among them many very active
members, as for instance comrade Trotzky. A considerable portion
of these comrades have been completely assimilated by our
Party and now are good bolsheviki. But we must not disguise
the fact that the anuihilation of the S.R. and the Mensheviki
as legal Parties does not serve fo promote the homogeneous
composition of our Party.

Thirdly: Our Country is passing through a transition period.
Up to October 1917 the situation was in many respects more
difficult, but clearer. The Party was confronted with an im-
mediate task: the overthrow of the Bourgeoisie. The present
situation is more complicated. The Nep, the bourgeois environ-
ment, all these factors render our situation extremely complicated.
Never in the history of the struggle of the imternational worki
class was a workers’ Party in such complicated transition peri

Fourthly: The social composition of the Party has become
heterogeneous. Up to October 1017 our Party was almost
eutirely a Party of workers. After 1017 the situation has changed.
We have at present over a bundred thousand peasant members,
some thousands of members from m«mer educational insti-
tutions, and many thousands of soviet employees.

What is the meaning of all our efforts to purge our Party.'

the Lenin recruitment? The aim of all these efforts is to render
the composition of the Party as homogeneous as possible, to
prevent a dilution of its social composition.

All these together create the pre-requisites under which the
formation of a right wing is possible in the Party created by
Lenin - and is now without Lenin.

When we deal with the attacks of coinrade Trotzky upon
the Bolshevist C.C. with the test objectivity, then we see
that their conteni is the following: during these years comrade
Trotzky gave expression to everything which is not strictly
bolshevist. and which feels itself cramped within the frame of the
old Leninist tactics, Trotzky is sincerely convinced that the old
methods of Leninism can no louger today fulfil their task, when
the Party is acting in such a vast arena. According to his
opn:n::u. 'gilc Party must become a block of various tendencies
and fractions.

We all know that all those social processes which are
developing in our country are reflected in our Party, which is in
possession of power and which has su all the other,
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case to the substitution of the Bolshevik Party by a “broad”
“Labour Party”, after the model of the English MacDonald
Labour Party in a “soviet edition”. It is quite possible that
comrade Trotzky has not thought out his ides to its logical con-
clusion, but he is steering in this direction, unless he returns to

Bolshevism.
A Party which has to work under such conditions ueeds
a number of transmission belts to secure its influence upon the

peasantry, upon the employees, upon the intelligenzia etc. The
system of levers which secures the dictatorship oﬁ‘hc proletariat
is complicated (soviets, trade unions eic.). Buf it does not follow
from this that the Party can becone a block of tendencies, 4 sort
of “parliament of opinions”.

It is a matter of course that the Bolshevik Party in the year
1924 cannot s'mwlv copy the Bolshevik Party of, say 1914, or
even of 1017. We cannot limit ourselves merely 10 admitting
workers into cur Party as members. By means of the Lenin
recruitement we did everything possible in order to increase the
number of industrial workers in our Party, For some years we
held back the influx of peasants into our Party. But ‘we have
now come to the conclusion that we must again admit a con-
siderable number of peasants. A workers' Party which governs
the state in a peasant country, must have among its members
a certain percentage of peasants.

The regulation of the composition of our Party is a com-
plicated and difficult task. 1t is closely conuected with the most
difticult and sometimes the most delicate political problems
The Party must manoeuvre in this connection. At the present
epoch the Party cannot be so homogeneous as it was before
the seizure of power.

Therefore the policy, and also the leadership of the Pariy,
must be as bolshevik as it has been hitherto, as Lenin has taught
us. The working class realises its hegemony in the revolution,
and the Party is the leading advance guard of the class posses-
sing this hegemony.

From this there arises the question of the inner orientation
of the Party. The Bolshevist Party of 1924 must base itself upon
the picked troops of its members, upon the workers. No other
section outside the workers can serve as the barometer for the
policy of our Party.

Must we therefore permit the existence or the formation of
a right wing in our Party?

We must not!

I does not in the least follow that because we have o be
contenr with a non-sufficiently homogencous social composition
of our Party, that because¢ we have to attract a certain number
of mon-workers into our Party, we can water down the policy
of ‘the Party, that the leadership of the Party must also be
heterogenous. On the contrary! Preciscly because the Party,
under the present conditions, cannot be so homogeneous in its
composition as it was belore the seizure of power, the policy
of the Party must. more strictly than ever, base itsel upon the
workers; and precisely therefore the leadership of the Party
must be specially firm snd Leninist.

The objective conditions under which our Party must work
that there exists ; i

i
!
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of a right wing. He who wishes to remain true to the spinic of
Leninism Mmaﬂhulomiuoqﬁ:ﬂhﬂpdwhm
a

happens, and begins o demand that the policy of the Party shall
be based, not upon the workers but upon the peasants, or when
he begins 10 demand that the General Stalf of the Party should
be transformed into a block of various groups — what would
our Party say to this comrade A. in this event?

Something similar, but in a more serious form, is now
being done by Comrade Trotzky. He is giving expression {o
everything in whe Party which is not bolsgevik.

Can the Party tolerate this? Is it to be wondered if the
Party administers such a severe rebuke to comrade Trotzky?

v

Whither is the Present Development of
Trotzky Leading?

Comrade Trotzky, as an obvious individualist, has of course
many tatures of character which are only characteristic for him
personally. Comrade Trotzky olten sets up such a political plai-
form that only one person can stand om it: Comrade
Trotzky himself, as 1 this platiorm there is no room for
anybody else. It would be a mistake however to see in this
standpoint of Trotzky only the individual. There is no doubt
that he represents a fairly broad section of the factors of our
situation.

Since 1922, but even more since 1923, there has been an
indisputatle increase in the prosperity of the country, an in-
disputable improvement in the material situation and the mood
of the workers. At the same time we see from all the ions
of comrade Trotzky that precisely during these years K’s poli-
tical mood has become worse. The curve of the “political mood
of the broad masses of the workers of our country is in an
upward direction, the political mood of comrade Trotzky is in a
downward direction.

Comrade Trotzky is beginning 1o see things in ever darker
colours, He prophesies the decline of the country on the eve
of an indisputable improvement in the economic situation, he
manes false diagnoses and proposes wrong remedies, he loses
more and more of his followers, ew. Let us call to mind that
comrade Trotzky, at the time of his first encounter with com-
rade Lenin and the Leninist C, C., at the time of the dispute

- over the Brest Peace, still had a considerable portion of the

Party on his side. At the time of the second encounter with
Leniu, in 1021 (trade union discussion), comrade Trotzky still
had about a hifth oi the delegates o the Party Conference on his
side, and this in"the presence of Lenin. During last s dis-
cussion Trotzky's following was already much m-’m. bat
nevertheless there were ::’lﬁ hundreds of comrades who were
prepared consistently to defend his platiorm. In the

attack of comrade [rotzky against the C. C, the de-
fending the platiorm of comrade Troizky can be counted on
the fingers. And this 1s not a mere chance,

This fact alone shows that comrade Trotzky in recent years,

of course without wishing it himself, has given w

to the mood of the proletarian masses, but often i ly

mﬁ;f' A f'“'?&"fym l.m:de Trotzky.
we pursue the line o y

if we test his latest political evolution in all its details

the last two or three years, it is not difficult o encounter
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His platform is not yet finally settled, His
k lndlﬂlem‘ouno(ﬂur'siqbon.

ihcal development is not
is taking place in a time of transition,

all the improvisatious of

one defiuite tendency.

amﬁnumﬂdbeﬂnsm:oi
i of energetically resisting the
Trotzky, had his most important
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li we add to all this the opportunist errors of comrade
Trmzk'y in the questions ol international politics, (over-estima-
tion of the democratic-pacifist era, over-estimation of the mira-
culous peace-making quadity of American super-imperialism
under-estimation of the counter-revolutionary nature of soclal
democracy, under-estimation of the duration of fascism) and
the fact that he supported all right, senisocial democratic ele-
ments in the varions sections of the Comintern, then it is clesr
in what direction comrade Trolzky is drawing our Party.

In this heaping up of ome error upon another comrade
Trotzky has his own “system”. As a whole that system is: right
deviation.

The new bourgeoisie of our country is precisely a new and
not the old bourgeoisie. It has seen a variety of things and has
also learnt something from the “Lessons of October”. It saw
the masses in actlon. It saw the ruthless handing of the bour-
geoisie by the bolsheviki in the first period of the October Re-
volution, and the concessions oi the bolsheviki to the bour-
geoisie m 1921, when these same ruthless bolsheviki were com-
pelled to introduce the new economic policy. It now knows
the value of the real relation of forces which, among others
consists in the internitional bourgeois environment of the first
Soviet country. It has its new intelligenzia, educated for the
most part in our educational establishments. It has learnt to

ate into the struggle of tendencies within our own Party,
it has learnt to take advantage of soviet legality.

It is a bourgeoisie which has passed through the fire of
the greatest revolution; a bourgeoisie which understands how
1o bring about its alliance with the leaders of the international
buum’ue. In one word, it s a bourgeoisie with a keen class-

;. an adaptable bourgeoisie, which has become
more clever through the experiences of the revolution and better
understands the importance of the Workers' Party and the cur-
remts within this Party.

We must nol disguise the fact: the social composition of
our state apparatus is such, that an important part of the per-
sonnel of this apparatus must be considered as an agency of this
new bourgeoisie. same must be said regarding a certain
section of the studeuts and of the intelligenzia in general.

To demand from the Boishevist Party in the years 1021

::,‘lm in the ' l;): t::mition. the bdo;v ml:.oan gi‘:
ns, means ng than to help, even if unwillingly.
new bourgeoisie. :

Comrade Tiotzky bas taken a wrong turuing. He wants
to ligh mﬁt the exaggerated “sectarianism” of the old Bol-
shev ich appears 10 him as “narrow-mindedness”, and in
m:&ﬁ agmﬁw ‘bases olhgohhcvism As a

! course without wishing it, he i g the
cdass enemy an invaluable service, e b Mt

We ask the former and present followers of comrade
Trotzky, whether they are aware ihat every attack of comrade

t the bolshevik C. C. since 1921 has been hailed
the whole of non-bolshevik camp with ever-

the
has already said that onv can express the feeling of
geoisie without oneself annlllbop-iun'qu
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Bolshevising of all strata of the Party! Ideological struggle
against Trotzkyism! . A
_And Dbefore all: enlightenment, enlightenment and again

t!

Our Party consists for the greater part of relatively new
members. It is necessary that the Party study the question of
Leninism and Trotzkyism. It is necessary that the Pariy clearly
see that here it js a question of two fundamentally “differemt
systems of tactics,

It is not merely a question of the {’a.sl history of the Party.
It is here a question of two methods of dealing with present-day
politics, which are closely connected with such cardinal ques-
tions as the question of the relation between the work ng class
and the peasantry. And we cannot avoid thanking comrade
Trotzky that he has at anv rate provided the Party with a good
opportunity of analysing a deviation from Leninism and thin-
king more deeply into the fundamentals of Leninsim,

Of course, the Party must insist that Party discipline is also
binding lor comrade Trotzky; and we are convinced that the
Party will be able to insist on this., The more clearness there
18 in the Party regarding the question of Leninism and of
Trotzkyism, the less ground there will be for such an attempt
as comrade Trotzky has undertaken. The less response there is
in the Purty to this attempt, the less desire he will have 10
repeat it. And the response this time is very small. Comrade
Trotzky has so changed the form of his “pladorm™ that there
s oy room for one man upon it comrade Trotzky himsell,

During the last dicussion cvmrade Trotzky declared the
student youth 10 be the reliable “barometer”. We did not agree
with him then and we do not agree with him now. But it must
be stated that even this, not entirely ideal, barometer has not
responded this time as in recent lyeara. which proves that the
student youth do not wish to replace Leninism by Trotzkyism.

The best means 1o hold comrade Trotzky back from further
errors, which will estrange i still further from Bolshevism,
is for the whole Party as one man to repudiate his doviation,
and then we hope he will soon retrieve his errors,

It is'to be hoped that comrade Trotzky, when he perceives
the harmiulness of this tendency and the unanimity of the Party
against his enormous errors, will turn hack from nis wrong
path.

Comrade Lenin more than once formulated the “law” of the
political evolution of comrade Trotzky. If things ire going well,
coimrade Trotzky approaches the Bolshevist line; wien thi
are going bad, then comrade Trotzky inclines to the right. In
order to keep him back from turming to the right, the i ical
defense of the whole Party is necessury,

The Party will say its final word, and once ayain whe pre-
mature hopes of the enemy will be disappointed. ['he Bolshevist
Party will receive a new and more powerbul <teeling. and true
Leninism will become the ideological equipment ol the whole
Party down to the last member.
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