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International are working quite consciously for a split in order

id of venient revolutionary elements. The Coa-

ress declared unanimously that it is the duty of adherents of the
i 10 yield 1o the policy provocation of the Lucerne
them Relormists) but to Fight for unity
anisations. The Congress calls uponr the

i hé with the R.S. 1. n this light and to
the R. 5. 1 to take part in the First Labowr

The highest forum, the World Congress ol the
R.S. L is still prepared to take part to
Labour Olympiad, and that it expects
case the Congress was perlecily aware
ol the enormous difficully of the situation and threw the whole
responsibility for the consequences of the splitting ol the Labour
iad on the shoulders of the leaders of the Lucerne Inter-

nati The masses must act, this was the slogan of the
Congress. | |

As the invitation 10 participate in the First Labour Clmeiad

bad up to the been denied them, the Congress resolved
re for the year WbamﬂWorldOlm(indoiall
ian organisations for education. This Olympiad
will then be actually the First International World Olympic
CGames, as it will carry the banner of umion and unity of the
International Labour movement for gymuastics and sport.

From whatever point of view we regard it, the Third World
Congress of the R.S.1. has done importamt work. It is our
duty io popularise its resolutions everywhere and, in common
with the revolutionary Labour movement, to organise the further
development of the Red Sport International, '

|  WORKERS' CORRESPONDENCE

How the Youth Live and Work in the Soviet

Union.

Lately many letters have been semt io papers abroad, but
it is the old people — our fathers and elder brothers — and
not the youth who write these fletters. That is why 1 am
writing now in order to tell the adult and workers in
Western countries how we workers live in the USSR,
and especially about the life work of the young workers
of the State brake factory in Moscow.

:
:
g

There is a six

and 18, and it is only after the age of 18 that workers
have to work 8 hours like the other adult workers, young
people who 4 and 6 hours a day receive full pay, namely

is also
carrying o educational the youth; it has organised Youth Correspondent of the paper “The Young Leninite”
various M.M|mwﬁfm Moscow, Lesnaya 28,
e b e

nucleus is also teaching everyone how to live in a commune
and how 1o exercise comradely discipline. There is also a club
in the factory, and the membership is made up mostly of
Young Comununists and voung people in general.

he club has many circles — dramatic circle, a circle for
choir singing, and a circle for band practice, a radio circle
and many rs, 10 which mostly young workers belong. Thus
we are not only given an opportunity, but we are even en-
couraged to take up all kinds of studies. The factory has also
a school for apprentices which has at present 90 pupils, 17 of
whom will have accomplished their apprenticeship n the school
year 24--25, about June—July 1925. Their apprenticeship will
have lasted four years. Every year there will be fresh batches
of young people who have gone through their full apprenti-
ceship course. This apprenticeship school is doing much good
to the young workers, for in addition to bemg taught to read
and write and to become an educated being, they are taught
some trade or other.

There is one particular thing of which 1 must tell you,
and that is, that there is in our school a committee consisting
ol the students themselves which conducts all the ailairs of the
school. This committee discusses together with the instructors
everything concerning the school. It decides what subjects
should be taught and by what methods. It also helps to draw
up the plan of work for every pupil and every padagogue. The plan
in vogue is that every pupil does the special task allotted to
him or her, in accordance with the school syllabus. The
apprenticeship lasts four years. The first year is considered
a preparatory year with a six-hour school day. During the
remaining three vears four hours are devoted to theoretical
studies and four to practical work in the factory. Our school
is really meant to be for the children of the workers of our
factory, but it also admits on special recommendation pupils
from children’s homes and youngsters sent by the Labour
Exchange. The apprenticeship school is training reserve forces
to take the place of factory workers who are obliged to give
up work because of old age or ill-health.
~ The pupils of the appreuticeship school receive pay, which
is of course, not very highbut nevertheless, sufficient for one
person. But if we should calculate the cost of the teaching staff,
of the necessary school material and other school expenses,
we see that a considerable sum of money is spent on every pupil
of this school. On the whole we can say that the pupils of the
apprenticeship school are very satisfied with their conditions
and are eager to prove themselves as useful as possible to the
workers and the Soviet Government.

A wall newspaper called the “Regulator” is published in
our factory, and our young workers are active contributors fo
it. All the numbers contain their ‘contributions. But they are not
only contributors to the paper, for the paper was founded by
them and the editorial board also consists of members of the
Young Communist League. We recently celebrated the Seventh
Anniversary of our Revolution. We came out info the streets
with our Red banners, the bands playing, and we rejoiced in
being free citizens. We are not afraid of anyone for we live in
a free country, where we ourselves are the masters. And on
the day of the Fifth Anniversary of the Young Communist
International our message to you is: “Follow in our footsteps
towards the world commune”.

Long live the Red Youth — the vanguard in the march
towards the World October,

With young commmurist greetings,
Zatranski,
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‘misim, speak of

Leninism or Trotzkyism!? _
Speech by Comrade Stalin.

At the Plenary Meeting of the Communist Section of the Central Trade Union Councll
on November 19th. 1924.

Comrades! | will confine m, to unmasking a few legends no attention to the mistakes of jJohn Reed and not
which hvebuusp:udbyCcumM Tmtzkmodmoldxe to correct them .am,ummmmdm
same opinion as to the October revolution, the played by  Trotzky, it is really nmpoaii:lebpnuomﬁaelqulhbh' g
(‘mmx“Trouk in the revolution, as to the and the efforts are b he lines of sl
preparations for Oc eic. In doing so | shall treat lpukl:um Iechdo.Mud: veuniortmnmiyah-lndxwl:.u»tymhsomeqmm.~
as a si ideol which is quite irreconcilable with Leni- | feel therefore compelled to confront silly §
duties of the Party in connection with the actual facts. !
Let us take the minutes of the meeting of the C. C. of |
our Party from 10th. — 23rd. Oct. 1917, Present: Lenin, .
Zinoviev, Kamenev, Stalin, Trotzky, Swerdlov, U A {

the recent literary undertakings of Comrade Trotzky.
The Facts as to the October Revolution.

First October revolution. Strong rumou Dzershinsky, Kollontay, Bubnov, olnikov, Lomov.

mbdudm.:d”cwﬁnmmaﬁem,:htt; q .tgbedimndistlnsimﬁqnmﬂwmad&

| oo i i opposed to the in- insurrection. After the debate, a resolution of Comrade Lenin's
on

been - 2

:  as to the revolt is put to the vote. The resolution was passed
in October 1917, The tale usually goes that on Oct R & il ai'te ok t 2 1t sse ‘
i vedbyann)ogﬂyolloﬁ

when the C. C. passed a resolution regarding the organi-
Lﬁoadhmolt.ﬁcmu ty of the C. C. pronounced agains fectly clear that the C. C. d
the revolt, bt that just a workman forced his way into 2 votes to proced immediately with the p
the commutice and said: “You have passed a resolution against organisation of the insurrection. A}ﬁmuﬁ%h C
the but 1 tell that it will take place in spite of chose a political central commitiee with the title of a 3
«rm.mc.c.'amdbunmmmm mM! dtmzm::.mmx. A ¥
mw?hmmdhmm ‘::d to lead 3
to organise These facts.
no simple rumour, Comrades. The wellsknown John 'ﬂnuthx i
was mot conmected with our Party and. naturally legend N
A e L oy
B 5 w
e m.'lthhlth b‘n
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~ that he would oot for a moment have gﬂd to have comrades These are the facts. & ‘(’)'cbher wa;rx?ﬁy»lfhem va‘rious m:‘ PP whit io% ‘m“i‘?&"‘..‘&m“& Lenin's }\m.'-."l tlAluu H:

. most important posts. ., Trotzky lought well in the October period. Yes, it is true, Com- y MR O AN OBk objection to this analogy, so evidently accepts it with thanks. :
£ How is it to be explained that the Party escaped a split? rade Trotzky really fought bravely in Ocfober. But in October, The fundamental facts of this period are: a) the fall of But first of all, Comrade Trotzky's letfers “i resemble® - i
N ne by the fact that these comrades were old Bolshe- not only Comrade Trotzky fought bravely, so did even the leff Caaciam; b) the formation of the provisional government (dic-  [oiie [otiery” either i spivit or i thelr conunie. ot

viki stood on the general foundation of Bolshevism. In  social revolutionaries who at that time siood side by side with tlorship of the bourgeoisie); c) the rise of soldiers’ and work- IS CUCT, SUber 0 Spiril OF in their co e NG T

what did this general foundation consist? In a conformity of the Bolsheviki. Altogether it must be said that it is not diffieult mew's soviets (dictalorship of the proletariat and the peasantry); . UV ORRACE TIOGKYS An w,,-‘c‘;,"m:“,n g Ao L
. wviews as to the fundamental tions, the questions as 1o the to fight bravely in a period of victorious insurrection, when d) the double government; €) the April demonsiration; f) the LS - the peasantry. It is only necojuuy o logk through

character of the Russian momoo. as 1o the driving force of the enemy is isolated and the insurrection is growing. In such first crisis of power. o these two groups of letters 10 convince onesell of this fact

the revolution, the role of the peasants, the principles of party moments even the backward ones become heroes. Bui the battle ., The characteristic feature of this period is the fact that g (O% o y rops it be explained in this that Lenin thosais
‘ “Teadership etc. Without such a general foundation, a split would  of the proletariat is not always an attack, not always exclusively side by side, conocurrently and simultaneously, there exist both i nec':gy)-m-, mf -k mg_ }1“5 m?u ."oase Wn‘lg = l'l:
! have beem isevitable. No split fook place and the difierences a chain of successes. The fight of the proletariat has its trials, the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and that of the proletariat y, JOETY WO CR ATEr W T Lom Abg g
i ol opinion only lasted a few days, and that because Comrades its defeats. A true revolutionary is one who not only shows ;I:i the ppa;:snter]!‘:)rttlw“:raqter show:‘tgucqlnﬁc‘:g‘km in thr:‘eiormer, Wuwr: .' . - “:ed {bmf o

i Leninists, were Bolsheviki. i iod of victori i ction, but 1s jeving in | a oe, voluntarily r wer i does not know in’s repea lons,
Kamenev and - i » e por R s whe- gk on "‘fm eoisie and tm turning itself into ;lt‘:g Appenpgnge. Trotzky's slogun “No Tsar, but a Labour Government”’ is an

Let us now on to the m as to the special part well in a victorious attack of the revolution, and the same time

i mohno:.k Comrade shows ”“3!5 at nmmmeul:et“ ol retre;t ?ii the mobluu?‘n, l.‘ne 3

rotzky's partisans vigorously spread rumours that imugu-  period of t of proletariat; who does not lose his hea
GA the ondy leader ol’thc October revolution was Com-  nor fall out, if the revolution fails and the enemy succeeds; who,

’ are speciall by Comrade in the period of the reireat of the revolution, does not fall a

Lenzner, editor of Trotzky's works. 2 \L that Comrade victim to panic and despair.

Serious conflicts between the two dictatorships had not yet arisen.  attempt 1o “overlook the peasant movement which is not yet

Instead of this there was a “contact commission”. out of date”, that this slogan is ,P"Y"“\f with the seizure of
This was the greatest change in the history of Russia and wer by the Labour Government”?*) What can Lenin's Bol

a hitherto unexperienced turn in the history of our Party, The vist theses have in common with the antibolshevist scheme of

old pre-revolutionary platiorm of the direct overthrow of the Comrade Trotzky, with his “playing with the seizure of power”?

‘ . : . . . : vernment was clear and definite, but was no lon suited And where do’ these people get the passion with which
m, ‘Wu:is silent umbm“w ¥ E't The .Jeit social revolutionaries did not m badly in the fg;)the new conditions of the fight. It was now impossible to aim  compare a miserable hovel with Mont Blanc? Why did Comr‘:cely_e
pla Wh. organisations in the work of the rcmt‘:)n, October period when they supported the Bolsheviki. Who ho- directly at the overthrow of the Government, for it was bound up  Lenzner have to add, to the many legends about our revolution,
z-‘. in the as its central figure, he himsell, WEVer 15 nol aware that these “brave” warriors were seized with the Soviets which were under the influence of the social another legend about “the anticipation” of Lenin’s famous “Letters
¢ loreground ’ ! with panic in the Brest period when the attack of German : ¥ Y ad? : o
tiopally or unintentiomally, promotes the spread of the s : - . triots, and. the Party would have had to carry on an unbearable from Abroad”, by the American letters of Comrade Trotzky?**)
rumour as to the special part p{;yd by him in the revolution. m“."‘m u"“‘:du‘g:‘ mto d::‘:‘.i.‘;o‘:'l's) hi‘}:f_)“}::a ilx‘)u;h:‘ws:ﬁ ilght against both the Government and ‘t(!’w ?howets But it w;:s R : :
» : ; but indisputable fac Comr ’ % i also impossible to carry out a policy for the support of the - i a " =
1 am far from denying the undoubtedly important part played ) “she October period, lost his courage i the Brest period, the dovisional G ! N e At i *) See Lenin's works, vol XIV. pag. 31 & 32 (Russian
2 Comrade Trotzky in revolution. | must however say that  ,oring of pifry lailure of the revolution, to suchl an extent ‘ i :,:::;ﬁ;?,m Qoo or S Wi & gowomend of i edition). See also the reports at the conference of the whole of
ade Trotzky neither did nor could play any special P‘f"o that in this difficult moment he was not steadiast enough to A reorientation of the Party under the new conditions of Petrograd and at the Imperial conference of the R. C. P, (Middle
that be, as chairmuan of the Petrograd Soviet only carried .°“d resist following in the footsteps of the left social revolutionaries. ) the fight was necessary. The Party (its majority) approached this and end of April, 1917).
e _wil %“ e Porty m th mm:, There is no doubt that the moment was a very difficult one, ! re-orientation very cautiously. {t addopted the policy of a **) We must consider as one of these legends the wide-
myou his wm. &: o~ ':‘::ym( oy that it was necessary to display an iron s:ell-p(nsessl(m':)i as - pressure of the Soviets on the Provisional Government in the spread version Jthat Comrade Trotzky was the “only” or the
the ““‘ |lsubchmcounwlmly m‘m% not 1o be wom out, to give way at the right ";’"‘e':_:)l“ ® tion of peace, but did not at once make up its mind 1o take ‘“chiel organiser” of the victories at the fronts in the civil war,
; . ; accept peace at the right moment, to protect the proletarian ' further step from the old slogan of the dictatorship of the In the interest of truth, Comrades, | must declare that this ver-
Let us take the Minutes of the h""""‘xe-m"’" of the army against the thrust of the Germau imperialism, 1o preserve 1 proletariat and the peasaniry {o the new slogan of the power sion is absolutely contrary to the truth, I am lar from denying
i 16th. of October. Present: the members of C. C. plus re-  the peasant reserves and, afier having in this way attained a of the Soviets. This doubledaced policy was calculated to con-  the important part played by Comrade Trotzky in the civil war,
| Ppresentatives of the Petrograd commitiee plus representatives  breathing mb strike out at the enemy with renewed force. ! vince the Soviets through the concrefe questions of peace of | must however declare with all firmmess, that the honour of
‘ of the military nm-iumn of the factory commitices of the But alas, Comrade Trotzky did not display such courage and ' the genuinely imperialistic nature of the Provisional Government, helugelhe organiser of our victories falls on no individual but
! trade u&u‘ of o‘ui‘: lucl;‘ 2 those prueu&. \:::. such revolutionary steadfastness at this diffioult moment. : and \lhns m‘kmr them Iaway frx‘m the lal‘t‘er. Lhis was an 3?8 'R great ?nnxllunlgyto}) t}: advl;u:ﬁce;ip wq{k:'isnol ?“t'n country,
besides members . Schotman, o Comrade Trotzky's opini iel lesson of the . . entirely mistaken policy; for it produced pacifist illusions, su ussian Communist Party. Pe s i no super-
Volodarsky, Schlapuikov, Lazis and - The question for dis- m,::. mﬁo’: of . x:;:, ‘?-:tc?odmn- off the ra‘n)lrsl”’. lied water (o the mills of soc&l patriotism and rendered 't?\: fluous to quote a few examples. You know that Koltschak and
cussion is the insurrection from the purely practical point of This is wrong, for the assertion of Comrade Trotzky contains revolutionary education of the masses diificult. This mistasken Denikin were regarded as the chief enemies of the Soviet Re-
view of tion. Lenin's resolution as to the insurrection only a small part of the truth as to the lessons of the revolution. . aftitude | shared at that time with other members of the Party, public. You know that our country only breathed freely aifer the
was a majority of 20 votes “g“‘" 2, 2 refraining The whole truth as to the lessons is to avoid “running of » and | only renounced it altogether in the middle of April after victory over these enemies. And history says that our troops
trom vou: practical central commitiee for the organi the rails”, not ouly in the days of the revolutionary attack, but ’ I had subscribed to Lenin’s theses*). defeated these two enemies, Koltschak ‘as well as Denikin in
goenciion o the senis S Mated. five comeades wire also in the days of retreat ol he revolution, when the enemy ‘ A reorientaion was necessary. This reorientation was opposition to Trotzky's plans. Judge for yourselves!
%o this commsitie: Sverdiov Stalin, Deherhinshy, Bubsov, Uritzky. 1, joed the upper hand and the revolution is sulfering deleat. iven fo the Party by Lenin in his famous theses of April 1. Re Koltschak. It was in the summer of 1919, Our tn
The dutles of the cmtral commities consisted in directing all the 7o, To ol ion is not exbeusted with Oclober, October is only will not enter into detail as o these theses, as they are aiacked Kolischak and operated before Ula. Meeting of
T oo Pl or gy Bt s sl oun ing of the proletarian revolution, It is bad %o rus of ' known lo everyone. Were there at that time differences of opinion C. C. Comrade Trotzky proposed (o siop the atiack ou the line
i‘ R i eting of e G (e i, the rails when the revolution is in the process of development, e sarty and Lauia? Ve rs wern, How Joog 4id of the Blaais. river (helore Uta), o leave the Utals ia, Koli-
i \ U ' hen it happens i evere trial of these differences of opinion more a fortni schak’s hands, to remove our Eastern
{ the figure”, the y leader” of the issuryection, cm‘i :'tev.&uhon. after - has be‘::mrhoi'ssm bsrz.mpothnt conference of the organisation of the whole fown of Petrograd front and to throw them onpi‘onthe Southern . Heated debates
j  vede Trotzky, was not clecied & member of the practical cemtra tohddhdbﬂ:pw«onthcdlyaherﬂumohﬁon.&u - (second half of April), which accepted Lenin's theses, was a ook place. The C. C. did not agree with Comrade T and
£ v, whote dety # wes o dlewt he Samewction. o0 seize it. Since Comrade Trotzky ran off the vails in the Brest : turning-point in the ment of our Party. The State Con- found that the Urals with their works, their network of rail-
: How can this be reconciled with the opimion in general : the period of severe trial for our revolution, when it N m‘t&eenddAprdodym-plaed.meworko(the ways, should not be left in Koltschak’s hands, because he could
. cirewlation whwdpnplasdbyam-d-'fmﬂy? was a case of yielding up the power, he ought to under- Petrograd conference in a measure a te to the State, mmmnybringhi.uoop-imm.mn-ctmsh—;
i .uSMorw stand his poioting out the mistakes made by and mﬂ‘. the united attitude of the riy, nine-tenths of the round him and advance to the Volga, but that first all Kolt~
W!‘F‘*‘?«m“h’ Zinoviev in Oclober, is entirely out of itself. ‘ schak should be driven back over the of the Urals into
| | ., o "’u..“““"g.d‘“' Olorsaces of opimice amng o BB, tocps 1o, ke Biwih: be procesded il The C O BRe
. i, 00pPs wi
£ S’mmmm g ey gt b i The. Comame In. T Want =
| o O o T R Ry e o
i whole ; for the Bolshevist has outlived these diffe- by a new Commander in
\ M:.u Party would :. hm and .
our a
not admit different shades of
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! Fundamental facts of this period: a) The April

in Petrograd and the formation of a Coalition

with pﬂuﬂtm of the “Socialists”; b) the

on Ist the most important centres of

, with the slogan of the “democratic peace”; ¢) the June

r-dnﬁm in Pctnw'ud with the chief slogan: “Down with

ministers!”; d) the June offensive on the front

and the of the Russian army; ¢) the armed July de-

moustration in Petrograd and the resignation of the ministers

of the Cadet party from the government; f) the bringing up

of counter-revolutionary troops from the front, the destruction

of the editorial office of the “Prawda”, the fight of the counter-

revolution against the Soviets and the formation of a new coa-

tion government with Kerenski at its head; g) the O6th Party

at wich was given the slogan for the preparation of an

g‘ insurrection; h) the counter-revolutionary imperial coun-

and the general strike in Moscow; i) the unfortunate attack

of Kormilov on Petrograd, the revival of the Soviets, resignation
of the cadets and tormation of the “directorium”.

As the characteristic feature of this period we must regard

the sharpening of the crisis and the idestruction of that unstable

between the Soviets and the Provisional Governmeat,

¢h in the previous period had, for better or worse, continued

to exist, The double rule was unbearable for both sides. The

1

Hragile construction of the “contact commission” saw its last

days. The “crisis of power” and the “ministerial leap-frog” were
at that time the most Yashionable expressions. The crisis at the
front and the disintegration behind front did their work in
strengthened the extreme wings and wedged in the
isers antd social patriots on both sides. The revo-
was mobilised, which brought about the mobilisation of the
coun . The counter-revolution on the other hand fan-
ned the flame of the revolution by intensifying the revolutionary
ion. The question of transference of power fo a
$8 the question of the day.
Were there at that time differences of opinion in our Party?
There were. But, contrary to the statements of Comrade Trotzky
mm . a'mmdaﬂd{_"'uwingd&e
Party were of a rurvly ive nature. t is to say,
they were differences i of a kind without which no ac-
tive Party lfe and no real party work can exist.
Comrade T is wrong when he maintains that the April
i brought about differences of opinion
. C. was in this question dm)‘utzy un-
mwmtheamnndn&r:updmum,m
mg“mew.t moment when the
were in the minority both in the Soviets and in the
army, 1 had not written his “history” of Oc-
tober according to Suchanow’s material but on the basis of the
actual docements, he could easily have couvinced himself of the
incorrectness of his assertion.
Comrade

Ttﬂtthwr when he asserts
"""ﬁum&n‘."‘mm‘”“‘“m'
i to organise a -

Oth. ¥ Commade Trotvky - Ti in ac-
lu\_«c

n

ing of

?g;

’ had not written
Suchanow’s information he would certainly
“hmdm was
with the
an

qr—ld ,uni--ld“&qaddmu post
! i ._Md&emm

have been “rights”, to have been members of the C. C, is 10
distort history in a reckless manner.

Comrade Trotzky is wrong when he tledlares that in the
Kornilov days, some of the heads of the Party showed a ten-
dency to form a blook with the social patriots in order to sup-
port the Provisional Government. Of course the same so-called
“rights” are meant, the comrades who disturb Trotzky's sleep.
Trotzky is wrong; documents exist, such as the central organ of
the Party at that time, which t Comrade Trotsky's statements.
Comrade Trotzky refers to a letter of Lenin’s to the C. C. with
a warning against supporting Kerensky, But Comrade Trotzky
fails to understand Lenin's letters, their significance, their object.
Sometimes Lenin purposely anticipates in his letters anid places
in the foreground those possible mistakes which might occur,
criticises them in advance, so as to warn the Party and deter
it from mistakes, or he sometimes exaggerates a “trifle” and
“makes a mountain out of a molehill” for the same educational
purpose,

A Party leader, especially when he is in an ilegal position
cannot act otherwise, for he must see further than his compan-
jons and it is his duty to warn against every possible mistake,
even “trifles”. Bul to draw a conclusion as to “tragic” differen-
ces of opinion from these letters of Lenin (and there are plent,
of such letters) and to blazon it forth, snows a lack of under
standing of Lenin’s letters, a lack of knowledge of Lenin. This
no doubt explains the fact that Comrade Trotzky sometimes enti-
rely fails to hit the mark. To resume: There were in the days of
Kornilov's advance, as a matter of fact, absolutely no differences
of opinion in the C. C.

After the July defeat, it is true, a difference of opinion did
arise between the C. C. and Lenin as to the fate of the Soviets
It is well-known that Lenin, who wished to concentrate the atten-
tion of the Party on the preparations for the insurrection outside
the Soviets, warned it against allowing itself to be seduced
by the Soviets, as in his opinion, the Soviets which had already
been rendered nauseous by the social patriots, had become
hopelessly barren. The C. C. and the 6th Party Session took a
more cautious line and decided that there was no sufficient reason
for thinking it impossible 1o revive the Soviets, Kornilov's ad-
vance showed that this decision was right. In any case this
difference of opinion had no actual significance for the Party.
Lenin subsequently admitted that the line taken by the 6th
Party Session had been the right one. It is interesting that Com-
rade Trotzky did not dling to this difference of opinion and did
not exaggerate it to a “monstrous” degree.

A united and consolidated Party which stands in the centre
of the revolutionary mobilisation of the masses, this is the
picture_r(:e the situation of our Party at that period.

3. Period of the Organisation of the Attack (S ber
Odqber). The fundamental facts of this period are: m? sum-
moning of the Democratic Council and the of the idea
of a with the cadets; b) the oing over the Soviets of
Moscow and Petrograd to the sheviki; c) the Soviet Con-
g:qsofﬂgNormcndntrhmdtbemoMiono{mePﬂ?nd

iet against the transfer of troops; d) the resolution of the
C. C. of the revolutionary military committee of the P
Soviet; e) the resolution of the Pet i
the system of the commissioners of rev
committee; f) the formation of armed Bolshevist fi
the arrest of members of the “Provisional

of power by the revolutionary mili
: and the formation of the
Congress.
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" military stalf. There is no idoubt that the open going over of the
‘garrison to the revolutionary military commiﬂ:e and the or-

msurrection; nevertheless these steps were
the slogan of the defence of the Petrograd Soviets
against possible attacks of the counter-revolution.

It is as though the revolution had hidden its acts of aggres-
sion under the cloak of defence so as to attract all the more
easily the undecided elements into its sphere of influence. This
must also "mm the apparent defensive character of the
speeches, articles and slogans of this period, which none the less,
in their intrinsic value, bare a thoroughly offensive character.

Were there at this perial differences of opinion within the
C. C.? Yes, there were, and those not unimportant ones. I have
already mentioned the differences of opinion as regards the insur-
rection. were fully explained in the Minutes of the C. C.
of October 10th and 16th. We must now give more attention to
three questions: the questions of the participation in the “Pre-
liminary Parliament”, of the part played by the Soviets in the
insurrection and the time fixed for the insurrection. This is all
the more necessary because Comrade Trotzky in his eagerness to
i‘{ut himself in a conspicuous place, unintentionally misrepresents

enin’s attitude towards the last two questions.

There is no doubt that the differences of opinion as to the
uestion of the Preliminary Parliament were of a serious nature.
/hat was, so to speak, the cbject of the Preliminary Parliament?

That of helping the bourgeoisie to push the Soviets into the
background and to lay the foundations of bourgeois parliamen-
tarism. Whether the Preliminary Parliament, in the revolutionary
situation which had become so complicated, was able to carry
out this task, is another question. Events have shown that this
object was unattainable, and the Preliminary Parliament itself

esented a miscarriage of the Korniloviad. There is however
no doubt that this was the aim pursued by the Menshewiki and
the social revolution=:ies when they created the revolutionary
parfiament. What can, under these circumstances, have been the
share of the Bolsheviki in the Preliminary Parliament? Nothing
else than the intention to deceive the proletariat as to the real
character of the Preliminary Parliament. This chiefly explains
that passion with which Lenin, in his letters, scourges the ad-
herents of the Preliminary Parliament.

The participation in the Preliminary Parliament was doubt-
less a serious mistake. It would however be wrong to take for
granted, as does Comrade Trotzky, that the partisans of partici-
pation enfered the Preliminary Parliament with the object of
organic work, to “guide the Labour movement into the channel
of social democracy”. This is quite wrong. This is not true. If
it were frue the party woulld not have succeeded in correcting
this mistake by the demonstrative exit from the Preliminary Par-
liament. The living force and the revdution&r‘y power ol{ie our
were expressed, among other ways, in that it was able so
to make good its mistake. And now allow me to
a ‘,3" inexactness which has crept into the report of
the “editor” Tmtzkﬁn works, Comrade Lenzner, concerning the
committee of the ist fraction which decided the tion of
the Preliminary Parliament. Comrade Lenzner states that at this
meeting there were two reporters, Kamenew and Trotzky. This
is untrue. As a matter of fact there were four r rs: two

the Prelimin Parliament & rotzky and

participation (Kamenew and Nogin).
is seen in a still worse light when
towarids the qu;dion of the form of
appear as though,
in October have seized

Eﬂhﬂ of '?h.e network of Soviet commissioners indicated the

i

that at this meeting “a resolution was passed to the effect
the insurrection should take place not later than October .
(Trotzky “On Lenin”, pag. 72. Russian edition). It looks as
though the C. C. had fixed the day of the revolution for October
15th and had then itself made the resolution of no effect by

postponing it to October 25th. Is this true? No, it is untrue,

n this whole period, the C. C. only passed two resolutions

altogether concerning the insurrection, one on the tenth, and .

one on the 16th of October. Let us look at these retqlutiou.

The resolution of the C. C. on October 10th is as follows:

“The C. C. finds that for the following reasons an armed
insurrection is on the agenda: the international situation of
the Russian revolution (mutiny in the German navy, the
increasing growth of the socialist world revolution
whole of Europe, the fear that the imperialists would make
peace in order to choke the revolution in Russia), the military
situation (the unquestionable determination of the Russian
bourgeoisie and of Kerensky & Co to hand over Petrograd
to the Germans), the conquest of a majority in the Soviets
by the proletarian Party, all this in connection with the

sant insurrection and with the transference of the con-
idence of the masses of the people to our Party (elections
in Moscow), finally the obvious preparations for the second
Korniloviad (removal of the troops from Petrograd, transfer
of Cossacks to Petrograd, the encircling of Minsk by Cos-
sacks etc.).

The C. C. thus finds that the insurrection has unavoi-
dably and completely matured, and therefore calls upon
organisations of the Party to act accordingly and to judge
and solve all practical 1uestions (concerning the Soviet Con-
sress of the Northern ferritory, the removal of tr from

etrograd, the coming into action of those from
Minks etc.) from this point of view.”

The resolution of the conference between the C. C. and the
responsible functionaries on October 16th is as follows:

“This assemblé welcomes and warmly supports the re-
solution of the C. C, and calls upon all organisations and all
workers and soldiers to support the armed insurrection in
every way and with all infensity, and to support the central
committee which has been appointed for this purpodlx
C. C.; it expresses its full conviction that the C. C. z
Soviets will in due time make known the right moment and
the suitable means for the insurrection.”

You see, that Comrade Trotzky's memory played him false
as regards the date fixed for the insurrection and the resolution
of the C. C. concerning the insurrection. i

Comrade Trotzky is absolutely in the wrong when he main- '

tains that Lenin unterestimated the legalit
Lenin had not understood the serious significance
of power,by the AH-Russian Soviet Congress on

at any moment hand over Petrograd to the
would have cost the rising insurrection blood, and that
geeondly because
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i he significance of the legality of the
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; arty, at the head of the revolu-
masses, who sform and overthrow the bourgeois power,
our Party at that period.

s to the legends regarding the prepara-

Trotzkyism or Leaigism,

spoken of the legends abuut the Party and
Comrade Trotzky and his iollowruyhave
vnveiled and refuted these legends. Now

question arises: for what purpose did Comrade
| these !ﬁds as o the rations for Octo-
and in's Party? Why were the recent

Comrade Trotzky on the party necessary?
sense, the purpose, the aim of
y does not wish to discuss, when the
th a large amount of urgent tasks,
needs united work for the restoration
not a new quarrel about old questions?
rotzky want to drag the Party back to

declares that all this is necessary for
ber. But is it not possible to study the
thout ouce more attacking the Party and
what kind of a “history” of October
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Trotzky had no altePnative but to acknowledge the
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dements, Trotzkyism is, in the sphere of organisation, the
of an association of revolutionaries and opportunists, of
groups and grouplets in the bosom of ome united Party, The
history of Comrade Trotzky's “August block” is surel known
to you, in which Martov's adherents and Otsowists (those in
favour of the withdrawal of the Duma delegates), liquidators
and Trotzkians, having formed a “real” Party, work comfortably
together. It is known that the aim of this strangely patchad Party
was the destruction of the Boishevist Party. ﬁat then were at
that time our “differences of opinion?” In that Leninism saw the
s::rantge of the development of the proletarian Party in the
struction of the “August block”, whereas Trotzkyism saw in
this block the foundation for the creation of a “real” Party.
Again, as you see, two opposed lines.

_ Thirdly. Trotzkyism is a misttrust of the leaders of Bolshe-
vism, an attempt to discredit and dethrone them. I know no cur-
rent in the Party which could be compared with Trotzkyism in
its discrediting of the leaders of Leninism or of the central in-
stitutions of the Party. What for instance is Comrade Trotzky's
“amiable” remark about Lenir: worth, when he describes him
as a “professional exploiter of every backwardness in the Russian
workers’ movement?” (See the already quoted letter to Tscheidse).
I'his is however by no means the most “amiable” remark of all
the “amiable” remarks of Comrade Trotzky.

How was it possible that Comrade Trotzky who bore such
an unpleasant burden on his back, yet found himeelf during the
October movement in the ranks of the Bolsheviki? This happened
because Comrade Trotzky at that time relieved himself (literally
relieved) of his burden and hid it in a cupboard. Without this
“operation”, serious ation with Comrade Trotzky would
have been impossible. The theory of the “August block”, 1. e.
the theory of unity with the shewiki had been destroyed
and cast away by the revolution, for how could there be any
gz‘emoq of umgewhcn there was an armed fight between the

sheviki and Meushewiki? Comrade Trotzky had no alter-
native than to recognise the fact of the uselessness of this theory.

~ The same unpleasant affair “h " with the permanent
revolution, for none of the Bolsheviki thought of seizin power
immediately on the day after the February revolution; ade
Trotzky should have known that the Bolsheviki, to quote Lenin’s
words, would not allow him “to play with the seizure of power”,
bk : policy of the
Bolsheviki in the question of the atrugjlc or influence in the
Soviets, the str for the conquest of the peasantry. As for
the third characteristic of Trotzkyism (the mistrust of the Bol-
shevik leaders) it of course had to retire into the
n view of the obvious breakdown of the first two characteristics.

.. Could Comrade Trotzky in such a situation do anything but
hide his burden in a cupboard and go fo the Bolsheviki, he
who, without even the pretence of a serious group behind him,
came to the Bolsheviki as a political bankrupt, robbed of his
army? Of course he could do nothing. else!

What lesson is to be learned trom this? There is only one
lesson: “the cooperation of the Leninists with Comrade

; : t of Leninism. This for the reason that it is weak.
cannot m as an accident that the rise of the new
%a‘ w
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ith the moment of Lenin’s death. Under
ould not have dared to take this step.

What are the Characteristic Features of the New Trotzkyism?

1. The question of the permanent revolution. The new
Trotzkyism does not consider it necessary openly to defend the
t revolution. It “simply” affirms that the October revo-
m fully confirmed the idea of the permanent revolution.
From this it draws the following conclusion: the correct and
acceptable features of Leninism are those which existed since
the war, in the period of the October revolution, and on the
other hand the incorrect and unacceptable features are those
which existed before the war, before the October Revolution.
Hence the theory of the Trotzkians as to the division of
Leninism into two parts: the pre-war Leninism, the “old”, “worth-
less” Leninism with its idea of a dictatorship of the proletariat
amnd the peasantry, ami the new post-war Leninism of October,
which they intend to adapt to the demands of Trotzkyism.
Trotzkyism needs this theory of the division of Leninism as a
first, more or less “acceptable” siep which should facilitate the
subsequent steps in the hight against Leninism.

But Leninism is no eclectical theory which is cemented
together out of various elements and which permits of being
divided. Leninism is an indivisible theory, which arose in the
ear 1903, has experienced three revolufions and now marches

rwarll as the war banner of the world’s proletariat. “Bolshe-
vism”, says Lenin, “has existed as a current in political life and
as a political Party, since the year 1003. Only the history of
Bolshevism in the whole period of ifs existence can satisfactoril
explain how it could, under the most difficult conditions, wo
out and preserve the iron discipline which is necessary for the
victory of the proletariat” (see in “Infantile Sickness’.). Bol-
shevism and Leninism are essentially one. They are two names
for one and the same object. Therefore the theory of the
division of Leninism in two parts is a theory of the destruction
of Leninism, a theory of a replacement of Leninism by Trotz-
kyism.
' We need not waste words in proving that the Party anno‘
reconcile itself to these strange theories.

2. The tion of the nature of the Party. The old Trotz-
kyism under::i.:ed the Bolshevist Party with the aid of the theory

practice) of wnity with the Menscheviki. But this theory
so utterly become a scariial, that one does not care to be
even reminded of it. Modern Trotzkyism has invented a new,
less scandalous and almost “democratic” theory of the oppo-

important of preparation for our Party, That
Sark ‘of tha Mbtory. of the Parky sfier October is the realy

Bolsheviki. Why did Comrade Trotzky need this unnecessary and

in no way justified laying on of colour?

The Party knows Lenin as an exemplary comrade who did
not care to answer questions oun his own responsability, impulsi-
vely, without the leading committee, without carefully ¥edin‘ his
way and after cautious examination. Comrade Trotzky deals with
this side of the question also in his book. But he gives us a
picture not of Lemn, but of some Chinese mandarin, who decides
at random the most important questions in the silence of his
study, as though he were illuminated by the Holy Spirit.

You wish to know how our Party decided the question of
%ie issolution of the Constituent Assembly? Hear Comrade
rotzky:

“The Constituent Assembly must of course be dissolved”,
said Lenin, “but what then about the left social revolutio-
naries”? ON} Natanson reassuerd us however. He cume to
us “to talk things over”, and said immediately after the first
words:

- “Well, if it comes to that, as far as | am concerned,
dissolve the Constituent Assembly by force.”

“Bravo,” cried Lenin, full of joy, “what is right, must
remnain right. But will your people agree to it.”

“Some of us are vacillating, but 1 believe that in the long
run they will agree”, answered Natanson, (See Trotzky
“On Lenin”, pag. 92, Russian edition.)

Thus is history written.

You want to know how the Party decided the question of
the supreme war council. Listen to Comrade Trotzky:

“Without serious and experienced mili leaders, we
shall not emerge from this chaos”, sald | to Viadimir
Hyitsch, every time that 1 visited the staff.

“That is obviously true; but they will certainly betray us.”
“We will attach a commissar to each of them.”

“Two would be better still”, exclaimed Lenin, “but stal
wart ones. It is surely impossible that we have no stalwart
Communists.”

Thus began the formation of the supreme mi
council. (kay: “On Lenin”, pare 106 Russian edition.
That is how Comrade Trotzky writes history. ;

Why did Comrade Trotzkl need these Arabian night enter-
tainments which compromise Lenin? Surely not to magnify the
Party leader V. 1. Lenin? We can hardly think so.

The Party knows Lenin as the greatest Marxist of our time,
the profom»dzst theoretician and tﬁ: most experienced revolu-
tionary who was not guilty of even a shade of blanguism,
Comrade Trotzky treats this side of the question also his
book. His characterisation however reveals no giant Lenin, but
some kind of a blanquist dwarf, who advises P in the
October days “to seize the power with their own hands
dently of the Soviet and behind its back”. | have said that
this characterisation does not contain a word of

Why did Comrade Trotzky need this ... inexaciness?
Is it not an attempt to slight Lenin “p?ﬂi“d“?
These are the characteristic features of the new Trotzkyism.

Wherein the duﬁ' of the new Trotzkyism? In that
o to whole inner m:tt. shows

the

What then? you will ask. What are the immediate
mp"?mwthﬂnmlimaﬁ&d mrade
Trotzky

oy
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‘The Rank and File of the C. P. of Russia against

Trotzkyism.
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