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Speech by C

The following s & written version of the spoech Ziven ¥
we on the 18 November at the fession held by the Moscom
Committee, enlarged by the active Parly fupctionaries, sod,
feated on 10 Novemiber of the
{ the Trade Unjon council, and ov 21 November at the oo
crence of mihtary funclionaries . K

Comrades!

The subject of my speech will be comrade Trotzky's lates!
publication, the article which appeared on the eve of the seventh
anniversary of the October revolution, and entitled by its author

The Lessons of Odtober

Trotzky presents the Party with Dooks [airly frequentl
Hitherto we have not thought it necessary to pay much attentio
1o these books, although it is not difficalt to find in many of them
carjous deviations from Bolshevism, from the official ideclogy of
vur Party, But this book must be sceorded special attention, and
abjected to o therough analysis, the more that comrade Trotzk
has selected the theme of the Lessons of Oetober for his las
pubhication.

As our whole Party, the whole Communist International
the whole internationsl labour movement, and the whole working
vouth, are learning the lessons taught by the Ogtober revolution
snd will continue to learn ‘them, if is not pessible to conmsider
the interpretation of these lessons ag the private affair of this o
that writer. As the " Lessoms of Octeber * gppears with 1he
: as it bhas been written by o

and political buresu, of our Party,
which-—and this is no secret—is the leading Party in the Comin-

leninism or

the sommunist (ot .

Trotzkyism!

L. Kamenev.

Hiterateg are guarrelling among themselves, but ¢ Las nothing
.

ta do *. M. ”.

R ‘\0 onm it A siand  aside this confli It
x o SFAelIng Guestivps of i anger-dike,
wd of . ' b question is. Can the
Party recommiend the profetfiriat (o accept the lessons as taugh!

by eomrade Trotzky's book, or should the Parly exercise the
whole of its authevity in warning the proletariat against the
teaching of the " Lessons of Oectober?

1 am not desirous of here entertng into a long controversy
with this article of comrade Trotzky's. Comrade Troleky is an
ckoellent writer, and bhis gifted pen has done the Party mueh
valuable service. Bui here it serves interests hostile to the Party,
here it does not serve Bolshevism, bul the cause of those seeking
to0 disintegrate and discredit Bolshevism—both ‘the Bolshevisa
embodyng the ideology of the proletarian revolution and the Bel
shevism organising the fighting force of the proletariat. And com
rade Trotzky does this by means of an exceedingly artistie, but
casentially incorrect; and inaccurate, description of the whole of
the events between February and October. 1 have no doubt but
thai the Party will call upon s number of its writers, among
hose who participated in the events of this period and took im-
mediate part in the struggle leading up to the Oclober revelution,
and that these will refute the various misrepresentations made by
comppde Tmtumwh reference to decisive moments y the
histety of our y during this epech.

The April demonstration is misrepresented, the April con -

ference is misrepresented, the events in June and July sre wis:
represented, the evenls in connection with the

or on the confronting of comrade
mentary evidence. What | want to deal with
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ist leaders ™ are to u'amn for s«\'er\-tbi?c—-
* ohifosophy of history © doex mat differ in any way from
1 of Axelrod and Alexinsky. .~
“1t i not difficult to see”, eontinues Lenin " how Uk
gw phrases of Trotzky's resolution serve for Uw
j the same standpoint-es that adopted by Axelrod & Co
and Alexinsky & Co. Here lies the great and wbysma), difference
* betweon the conciliatory pose of Trotzky & Co, in reality thi
most faithful servants of the Lquidaturs and Otsovists, and
Torming the more rous evi) for the Party that they are skilled
mw their true character behind clever and artificial
a-ﬁ..‘ behind apparently anti-fractional and pro-Party
Vigns, and between that really Party standpoint which
stands lm:‘ the puging of the Party from al} linwidators ’anll

- The srreconcilable siuggle for the principles of Bolshevisn
ued. All the enemics of Bolshevism joined hands and
, Bolsheviki, the Party, and its central authoritic..
des with the significance of this struggle and Trotzky's

0 it, weote as follows af the end of 1910 (X2, pp 182,

s
expressing & 7 r-fractional © justice. But whal is s actual
5 “i‘oﬁw

»

i&

* Martov's article and Trotzky's resolution are backed up
by eertai i against the Party, Martov's
Mbm*nimntwmcbmmommunm
taken by the Me iki for the purpose of causing shism in
wur CC. Trotzky's rosolution pursues the same Menshevist aims.
the destruction of the central authorities (of the Bolsheviki) so
the liquidators, and with this the destruction of the
organisation. It is not sufficient merely to expose thes:
the” Mensheviki and Trotzky;

) will sce, comrades, that many things have happened
. in our Pagty and many of the things which may appear new to
wawmhmw no macans so new to older ones, or
mm who' have studied Lenin's works
; !  is nothing new under the sun. *
Lenin continues: :
* We therelore Xeelue, on beball of the whole Party, that
is earrying on an anti-Party policy, that he is under
the legality of the Party, and entering on a path of
. Comrade Trotzky preserves silence on
i-Party groups), because

-~

o

cannot stand truth. These real
Such a bloe is bang and
without saying Trotzky

nothing whalever in common with the RSDLP, are now the
“disease of the age”. lo reality they are the ol capi-
(ulation to the Hauidstors, who are anxious 1o a labour
party on Stolipin's lices. ™

After the lapse of a few months, Lenin wrole a8 follows
@ special eircular addressed " to all Party otganisations,
groups, and cireles ™;

“Let us merely mention one feature, the most charac-
torisgtie and general one, in the utterances of Trotzky's little
group: In the question ol tacties, and of differences of opinion on
prineiples within the Party, Trotzky's arsenal can only supply
weapons against the left wing of the Parly. It need not be sad
that such a poliey is grist to the mill of the adherents of the
" Giolos * (the Menshevist newspaper, the " Voice *} and to ali
(he other various degrees of opportunists. * (XU12, pp. B36/38.)

Trotzky ocontinued his policy, apd lLenin continued his
eharacterisation: i 4

“The real liguidators conceal iHemselves behind their
phraseology, and make every endeavour to frustrate the work
being done by the anti-hquidators, that is, the Bolsheviki..
Trotzky, and the Trotzkyists and opportunists like him, are more
harmiul than all the hguidators, for the convinced liguidators
slate their views openly, and it is easy for the workers to re-
cognise the errors of these views, But Trotzky and thosé simila:
to him deceive the workers, conceal the evil, and make it im
possible to expose and remedy it Everyone who supporis
Trotzky's group supports the policy of lies and deception of the
workers, the policy concealing liouidatory aims, Full liberty ol
action for Messrs Potressov & Co, in Russia, and the clothing of
their actions in " revolutionary * phrases for ~-this is the
essential character of Trotzky's policy. " (XI/2, pp. 359/60.)

This characterisation: the disguise of Right actions in Left
pseuda-revolutionary phrases, was for Lenin the distinguishing
feature of Trolzkyism, repeating itself from year to year in dif-
ferent and progressive forms. And Lenin was never weary of
pointing out this feature to the Party as the most important and
haracievistic, and at the samme lime most dangerous feature of
Trotzkyvism. A few months after wriling the characterisation here
ruoked, Lenin wrote as follgws en Trotzky:

*One trifle has beell overiooked by this poor hero of
phraseology: A social democrat (in our present terminology
a communist) is not a revolutionist unless he recognises the
harmfulness of anfi-revelutionary pseudo-socialism in a given
country al a given time, that is, unless he is able to recognise
that liquidafory and Otsovist aims are harmful in Russia, and
unless he knows now to ecombht similar unsoeial demoeratic
tendencies, * 4

A few months after this (December 1011) Lenin wrote:

“ Trotzky calls himsell an adherent of the Party pon
ciples, but on the basis of almost total disregard of the Russian
into existence by the over

E
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lighten the Party on Trotzkywsm, aud his chaaclerisution proved  important economuc interests ol the proletariat, the lberal
correct at every twning point of Party histery, whether the tide  bourgeoisie, and the democratic peasantry, is to sink e the

of revolution was rising, falling, or rising again, then it is not
a case of animosity, of personal opinion, but it is perfectly ob-
vious that Trotzkyism represents a trend of poliey which re-
appears systematically, and that the foundation of Bolsheyism
45 theory and practice of the proletarian communist revolution
can only be laid down by fighting against this trend of policy.

‘unrade Trotzky confined himself to defending to the
Russian workers the standpoint which 1 have above characterised
in Lenin's words. The position held by the Bolsheviki in the
Second International is well known, Even al that time the Bol
sheviki, especially Lenin, were hated by the leaders of the Second
International. Even at that time these leaders felt that Bolshe
vism, aml again especially Lenin, represented somwe new fore
destined to supplant them, and therefore the press orgaus of the
Second International opened their pages 1o every slander agains
the Bolsheviki and Dolshevism. But during the whole peried of
Lenin's gxile, during the whole period of the revolution and
counter-révolution, Lenin was never given et one single op
portunity of appealing to the workers from the tribune of the
press organs of the Second Infernational, and of telling the
German, French, or Austriap workers the about Be!
~hevism.

In actual fact we wele boyeotted by the Second Inter
national. But on the other hand Lenin's opponents: Martov, Dan,
and Trotzky, were given every opportunity of expressing thei:
views, and these were able to spread abroad any amount of les
and slanders, since they were assured in advance that Lenin
would not be permitted to reply. Trotzky availed himself of this
opportunity to lay the * philosophy * of Bolshevism before the
international labour movement in something like the following
torm: The Leninists were a clique of intellectunls who, under
the leadership of Lenin, a man who shrank at nothing, wee
holding the Russian proletarian movement in their hands in
some obscure manner, whilst it was only the ignorance and
backwardness of the Russian proletariat which made it trust the
Bolsheviki. The most impurtant task was to rescue proles
tariat of Russia from the power of this cligue and its leader

Lenin. . - “ b

This is the conception of Bolshevism which comyade
Trotzky forced upon the International at that time. This is the
manner in which he represented ihe historiea}l victory of the
inner Party struggle in i

truth

ia, the import of the struggle be-
iween the Bolsheviki and the Mensheviki, to the socialist workers
of Europe. With reference to the articles sent on this subject to
the Internationsl by Martov and Trotzky, Lenin wrole the follow-

jng in the vear 1911: .

“Martov expresses the view of the Menshevists; Trotzky
clings to the Mensheviki and hides behind particolarly sounding
and hollow phrases, For Martov the " Russian experience -
meant that the * Blanauist and anarchist unculture had won the
vietory over Marxist culture * (r;ﬁ: Bolshevism over Menshe-

matter to him. ;
After deseribing the views

level of the most vulgar journalism.
Comrade Lemin uglauwd the matter to compade Trotzky:
 “Martov defends the education of the peasantry {who are
carryng on & revolutionary struggle against the aritocracy) by
the hberals (who betrayed the peasantry to the aristocracy’.
This is nothing else than the substitution of liberalism Aor
Marxism, it is pothing more nor less than liberalism disguised
Tn Marxist phrases.. The struggle belween Menshevism and
Bolshevism is indissolubly bound up with this actuality, for it
s here the struggle between the support lent to the liberals (on
e part of the Mensheviki) and the overthrow of the hegemouy
Jf the liberals over the peasantry (by the Bolsheviki), Thus the
attempt o explain away our dissensions by the influence ol
e intelligenzia, the immatutity of the proletariat, v, Ls merely
Chaive and chilgish repetition of libetad fairy fales. ;

We see that * Trotzky came to Lenin * by means of telling
e international proletariat Nberal fairy tales on Leniaism.

“A ehasm lies between our standpoint and  Martov's
~andpoint, and  this chasm between the views of various
“intellectnals ™ merely reflects, despite Trotzky's opinions to
b contrary, the chasm which actually existed in the vear 1906
belween two classes, that is, between the revolutionary fighting
weoletariat and the treacherous bourgeoisie.”

This.is what comrade Tiotzky, aceording to Lenin, did not
comprehend about Bolshevism, But if he did not comprehend
this, did he comprehend anything about it at all?

“ Trotzky distorts Bolshevism, for he has never been able
1 lorm any definite views on the 1ole played by the proletariat
i1 the Russian bourgeois revblution.”

Commde Lenin, after characterisiug Trotzky's whole
representation of Bolshevism to the uninformed German workers
4s & * refined brelieh of fwith ®, closed his characterisation with

ihe following waords:

* Ig 1008 Trotzky was a Menshevist, hie lelt the Mensheviki
s 1904, returned to the Mensheviki in 1008, brandishing ultva-
revolutionary phrases the while.and again tvined his back upon
the Mensheviki m 1006; ot the end of 1906 he defended the
vlection alliance with the cadets (thus actually siding with the
Mensheviki again), and in the spring of 1907 he declared at the
London congress that * the difference belween him and Rosa
Luxemburg was rather a difference of individua! shading than of
political tendeney. ” Trotzky plagiarizes foday from the ideus of
one fraction, tomorrow from those of the uther, ¢4 thus he
vegards himsel! as a beine superiot o both fractions, Theoretically,
Trotzky does not agree with the liquidators and Otsovists op any
single question, but in actual practice he is entirely in urgmm
with the " Golos® apd “ Vperiod * wroup (that s, with the
supporters of bourgeols influence over the proletariat, L. K)
I must declare that Trotzky reprosents his fraction only, and
enjoys a certain amount of faith exclusively on the part of the
%m\;i’ti :m Niquidators. *  (Compl. works XU'2, 202, 2908, 206,
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bim 10 break the bonds fettefing him ) counter-revolutionary

& N M Trotzky remained true to himself and—to
i z replied the organisatory development and osla-

the MM Party by a closer alliance with the
in their struggle against Bolshevism. 1t was due to

g

i

his endeavours thal the so.called * August bloc ® eame into being:
this bloc was allianee and organisatory mustering of every
W and anti-Bolhevist group and sub-group.

" This blee is composed of lack of prin-

*, writes Lenin
., and Siioanes ... The Dasis of this bloc

comrade 'h"gll'l m":m’ tbmv !:M Tvolut}iﬁnmr\:

s M m m % him to nothing.

I works. XTUL, p, 94, April 1912,

of the proletarian ﬁ.mu then M':.m Comrade Leni
& i SN
charasterised Trolzky's writings at that time as " deceiving and
olass *.  With regard to an
- article writen by Trolzky for the German workers, Lenin wrote

~ "such a copilation of unconsidered self-praise and sententious
; be no boubt but that the louidatory

- can
w write this article was placed in competent
bands® ", (IbM. p. 93)

-

‘ spread abroad
evili. as Jeaders

|

the aims, and lbg tactics of

tasks
n referving to the
i t us ask Lenin

and by the other liquidators, in every possible key. It is oune of
the main rivets securing their opportunism, Their oppertunism
lies in the fact that the moment which they choose for impar.
ting a * European °, parliamentary propagandist character to the
Parly is precisely the moment when the Pary is mot faced Ly
Ruvepean tasks, but by an immediate struggle on the spol. Their
idea is thus to aveid the lask of pevolution, and to substitute
revolutionary tactios by parliamentary tactics, *

The little word ~ Europeanism , on the lips of the liqui
dators and Trotzky duriog the period between 1810 and 1914,
further supplemented by the little word " barbariem ® (ol {he
Bolsheviki), served to conceal the renunciation of the revelu-
tionary tasks and revelutionary tacties of the proletariat of
Russia. Let us read what Lenin wrote in reply to such a ° Buro
pean © article from comrade Trolzky's pen:

* This is the da m of an epportunist intellectual
wite, in the midet of the icult-and Bon-Burdpean conditions
facing the labour movement in Russia (Lenin wrote this article
for the legal “ Svesda ® and therefore emploved legal terms.
here we should read: under the conditions imposed by th
revolubionary tasks facing the labour movement in Russia
L. K) has worked out an excellent European plan, and
becatise he has done this, boasis of his " Europeanism ™ to the
whole world. * (Compl. works. XIU1, pp. 222, 228, July 1924

These tacties, actually implying approbation of the tran
sition of the Party from the path of revolution to the path of
the then peaceful Buropean socialists, were proclaimed at the
time when the new wave of revelution following the blood bath
on the Lena demanded an expressly revolutiomary leadership
It iz possible that someone will submit the gquestion: " How is it
possible that the theory of * permanent revelution ” did not
restrain  comrade Trolzky from such unrevolutionary factics?
How could he, the representative of this ultra-Left theory, lend
his support to such anti revolutionary tactics, side by side with
the Mensheviki, during the obviously revolutionary situation from
W2 o 19149° o 5 .

But anyone putting &m guestion weuld only prove thai

K nod E{;‘t com v in's charactermation o
yism: " Right politi ised in Left phraseclogy. ”

“ Examine the standpoint of the ligquidaters “——Lenin
continved to explain 1o the naive in the year 1918 —(he
easential character of their liguidatory standpeoint is artificially
disguised bencath Trotzky's revelutienary phrases. The naive

and entirely inexperienced are still often deceived by this

disguise ... But the shightest closer examination immediately
disperses this self deception. *

1914, :

Then came the year 1914. The revolutiouary movement in
the proletarial made rapid sirides forward, the waves of the
tempest of revolution rose higher and higher.-Trotzky's viewpoint
remained unchanged in the guestions of the principles of
revolution and the taetics of the proletarian movement. Let us
read what Lenin wrote about him in the yeab 1914:

" Comrade Trotzkys has mever yet possessed a definite
opinion on any single earnest Marxian question; he has always
crept into the breach made by this or fhat difference, and

2,..
i

(that i,

il

o )
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and had it
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to ammed demonstrations, only interrupted by the mobihisation
of the army. In July the workers of Petersburg were already ot
e Suritaden. 1 whs mecemager (0 SRS & DHON careonia

0 ing class the itical currents
m emerging from illegality and from the influence
of the refugees from abroad, in order that they might eary
on their movement further. Le.in wrole a comprehensive article
m in May 1914 in the Bolshevist periodical:

* Proswesch (* Enlightenment *), Here he drew the

balance of the ten years of utmu)l‘: between Bolshevism and
T::ukvum. the struggle which we
stages:

ve followed in its various

“The old rnﬁclutun in Russia's Marxist movement
: mvmm;mummwm
anything about him to them. But the younger generation of
woikers does not know him, for represents a eertain type.
At tbe time of the old “ Jekra o people is
type oscillated between the ° ists " and the T
group . . .
. When we speak of the liguidators, we so designate o
certain u_leulguml tendency rooled in 7 Menshevism * and
Economism * . . . a tendency closcly bound up with the
policy and ideology of a certain class, the liberal bourgeoisie.
; These people “explain“ that they are above the
fractions, but the sole basis for this assertion is that they take
their ideas from one fraction today, from tomormow .
“Protzky was an open adhercnt of the Iskra * from
1901 till 1903, and Riasanov named the role played by Troteky
at the Party Congress in 1908 that of a * Lenin's  eudge! *.
By the end of 1908 Trotzky was an open Menshevist, he hud
deserted from the * Iskra “ to the " Economists *. He proclaimed
that “a deep chasm yawned between the old and the new
Iskra . In the years 1904-05 he left the Mensheviki and
mquntlirwd an irresolute attitude; at one time he cooperaled
with Martinow (an " economist *), at another lime he dished
up his lott“.;m'mumn‘lk mluuo& " uaia.‘ In 1'315-07 |
vached Bolsheviki, in spring of 1907 he declar
Biself in full@greement with Resa Luxenirg. .
Mnmmh'ﬂmcmchetumadwm& M
after lengthy " anti-fract “ vaeillations, in
August 1912 he joined the bloe of the liquidators. Now he
leaves them again, but in all essentials he repeats their

‘Such types are characteristic of the crumbling away of
the historical formations of yesterday, when the mass labous

movement in Russia was not fully awakened.
~ The younger generation ol workers must learn to recoguise
this "ﬁ'd person, who, without concerning himself about
Party i or . about the experience won in the
labour wmovément in Russia, simply step forward with

- the most unheard of claims. * (X11/2. p. 402)
Lenin deemed it necessary to say this lo the younger
genesation of workers on the eve of a fresh advance of the
ing class; he here drew the

history of his own life and to the history of the Party, we have
not considered it possible to enter into this question, But when

Jhe takes it upon himself to falsify the history and the idess of

Bolshevism, when he attempts o appropriale to himself the
ideology of the Parly, when he endeavours o supplant Leninism
by Trotzkyism in the wdeolugy of the Russian dud international
proletariat, then he himself forces us to puyl this question.

Did the war actually separale Trotzky from the opportu-
nists? Did the " inferior diplomaey * cease in the face of these
great events? Not at all. Just as compade Trotzky contrived to
combine an archrevolulionary “left © phrase with co-operation
with the Mensheviki in 1905, n the same manner he managed
to combine his inlernationalisin durige the war with the support
of opportunism. -

1915,

As early as the summer of 1910, Lenin wiote as lollows:

“In a rébelionary war, the revdlutionary class is bound
to desire the defeat of its government. This s an axion,
contested only by the conscious adherents or unskilled assi-
stants of social democracy . .. Trotzky belongs to these last.”

“ Protzky, who as usual does nol agree in principle with
the social democrats on any single question, coineides with
them in every question in aclual practice ..

“ Martov and Trotzky are anxious to combine ihe
Platonic defenge of internationalism with the uneonditd
demand for unily with the * Nasha Surja® (" Our Dawn s
with the organisation commitiee (éontral committeg of the
Mensheviki), or with the Tscheidze fraction.”

At the end of 1015 Lenin wole:

“In reality Trotzky is supporting the liberal politieians
of Russia, who, by their disavowal of the role played by the
peasantry, veally mean that they do not wish 1o raise the
peasantry o m‘ution_"

Again: -

“Protzky, and the company of foreign flunkeys of oppor-
{unism,, are doing their utmost to pateh up the differences,
to suve the opportunism of " Nascha Savia ®  group by the
defence and praise of the Pecheidze fraction.”

8 1916
At the beginning of 1910 ?

“The powerless diplomatisis, and such  preachers ol
compromise as Kautsky in Germany, Longuet in Frange, and
Martov ‘n Russia, are most harmiul to the labour movement,
for they defend the fiction of unity and thus prevent the
real and matured alliance of the apposition of all conntries,
the founding of the Third International.”

in March 1916: . §on

“ And Trotzky? He is entirely in favour of the right of
selfdetermination, but for him this is merely an empty phrase,
since he does not demand separation of the nation oppre
by the * Fatherland “ of the socialists in any given case. He
preserves silence on the hypoerisy of Kautsky and his
followers.”

In October 1916, just twelve months before our October:
* However good the intentions of Martov and Trotzky
may be subjectively, they are none the Jess aiding Russian
ial jmperialism by their eomplaisance.” :
ln"A early lOl&: 1902 Hobson recognised o
$ as the v hot
the 'E:wm ol : (K

; , may lake cognisance ol %
significance of a fact which the
Kautsky in every counlry are anxious
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'M‘ is one | . point which must not be onutied  Bolsheyist Purty; & “urient which in sstual practice served (b
Ty m"&"m period comrade Trotzky was & ends of Menshevism.

(8 locided adversary of the ° Zimmerwald Left “, whos leader was As comrade Lenin would say, it is comparatively easy to
wn, and which formed the geven of the Third International. oo yonchevism, for its open and consistent anti-preletaris
il The Inietational was pol born paly of the stragthe MBS charactyr, abvionaly liberal i ewentishs, b at endy |
8 § pann, Vandervelde, and their hike, it originated and grew  pe gy slightly experienced workers, and is by th
; i n at the same lime in '59 struggle against the Zimmer- oo It is more nced!ul to combat the forms ‘o
vald * * against Kautsky and Trolzky. The practieal polic ¥ Menshevism, those forms which cluthe opportunist policy in L-
" of this Centre was as follows: Bo final ruptuse with the ol tionary phraseology, the form which adapts Menshevis:
z i e Internationa), no fousding of the Third International, the io the revelutionary fecling of the masses. Those who fight again
S aims striven for by Lenin o+ head of the Zimmerwald Left. as with open visor are not our sole enemivs, we have .aou;.-
B g smie Rl Sy Rb oty sl bt T ¥ v SO0
RO the 1 | ' means of rev urthers cause of the
ey tide o!mm was ot iy bighest, or al the time of ity ::..m of the Party by exploiting the confidence felt in thewe

Leninist taking the name seriously can admit %
ma:;u that mm’hm i th; M rwa&m L Lenin mersly formuiated the eelations to  Trutzkyisn:,

 comeade Troteky's standpoint for s many ; . vharsteristic for the whole Bolshevist Party, although comrade »
was influenced by any individual wotives, 'E'.M and  Trotzky suececded at times, in especially difficult momepts in th
fight munt Trotekyism Lenin was solely  life of the Party, in drewing some few Bolsheviki over to hin,
d by the fact that he saw i Trotzkyism a certain  if only for a brief period, by means of his phrases and inferion

current hostile to the umn and the mshauon of the diplomacy

mmmmm

The Gbove deseribéd relations betwesn Bolshevism and defaitiam, o the struggle for peace, and W the character o
Trolzkyismy were characteised by commade Trotzky himself 1o the approaching Russian revelutions " Nasche Slova ™ pejected]
words. "1 came 1o Lenin DHighting.” This phrase not only defaitismm (which Lenin had held from the beginning of th
shidences a desire to win jon,  but bt is very well wir o be the lundamental principle of really revolutionar
- wapressed. Comrade Trotzky is & master of elegant phraseclogy. mtemutionalisin, L. K) The " Soeial !h-m«m‘ gejectod the

But the matier in guestion is unfortunately oo serious 10 mamwm ...... nd epposed it by th.
slogan  of mﬂlwntmbv ﬁouh' L. K) " Nasche
is not Iy accurate, apd Nlove ", finally, octe &otmhtumhm&

¥

b lmum. of Teolaky + Biry. o
from ijiﬂ till lﬁ. osn be ‘ ey befes  Trotzky  inlotms  us u.nd thas
m '!‘:omlv is apparently extremely satishiod m the y ﬂ. ‘ a‘thﬂut. " had diminis tlu-dm th
&hnm to Bolshevism; umhmmhu Not only ¢, but # umwnnmum
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DS
Trotzky to have become convinced of his having been
on all these points? That he has ad
of the Bolsheviki? Comsade Martinov, one of the best-of the
Menshevist theorelicians, declared candidly: "1 have served
the working class for thirty vears in the way which I held 1y be
ihe best. Today I see that | have been in the wrong, History,
confirms the corpectness of Lenin's standpoint with wgard to Uie
Russian revolution, and I join Lenin.” But comgade Troteky has
siven the Party no such answer.

Trotsky on Himsel! and Leninism,
Trotzky, in his book “ 1906 " (pp. #/6) writes as follows:
“In the period between 8. January end strike in
October 19006 I formed those views of the :

development in hich M mﬁ 3:;
oy An Russia Vg 1
inlgen o *ormanead meliln . bl he e
of years, this es! has Tully confinmed.

was written in the year LK ;

But during the whole of these twelve years this theory
\m by another theory, Lenin's theory, expressed in the
f . Revolutionary democratic dictatorship of the proletariat
wnd peasantry.”

“This idea ° -~ so wiote comrade Trotzky in 1918, and
wrote it again in 1082 without the slightest reservation—" this
dea has been repeated unwearingly by Lenin since 1904 But
that does not make # comect .

In this book (19056 ") Trotzky describes lenin's funda-
mental idea as an emply abstraction, and writes that the Bolshe
viki “arvive at the idea of a bourgeois-demecratic self-limi
tation of the proletariat possessing state power "

He continues: " Whilst the anti-revolutionary features
of Menshevism are already visible to their full extent, the
antirevolutionary features of Bolshevism (I underline thes
words on aecount of their impertance. L. K.) threaten to appoar
as mighty danger only in the case of a revol w vietory,”

Comrade Trotzky, who caused this ph
of the antirevolutionary features of Bolshevism to be republished’
and contirmed in e the following: = ..

“As is a this did not bamnﬁ\ar
Bolshevism, under comrade Lenin's leadership, changed i
ideologieal egquipment 1 this most important gquestion. in the
spring of 1917, that is, before the conquest of powir’
Trotzky., " 1906, Russiap ed. p. 286.)

Trotzky's idea is now clear. The standpoint held by Lenia
4nd by the Bolshevist Party on the charseter of the revolution,
us developed between 1004 and the spring of 1917, had not only
been wrong, but even counter-revolutionary with respect to the
socialist revoiution, - Lenin and the Bolsheviki were thuy
obliged to "change their equipment” in the spring of 1817,
twfore the conquest of met. for the purpose of accompldishic;

’ t is, they found themselves obliged to
wabstitute the counter-revolutionary equipment of Bolshevism

Trotzky has proved to be in thtlgt during the whole
course of his intellectual conflicts with and with
J0 I Wwert. 44 =R Tetibys

munt sete 1 ops -

the art of realising proletarian revelution is

the dannﬂq“

strategy ugainwt the Or we must ot least say: Bus
‘ not. tﬁ be learnt
from Leni's works up to 1917, but from Troteky's works
sinee 1905,

The October revolution was either accomplished. beneath
the banper of uneorrected Leninism, or it was !
bepeath the banner of Trotzkyism and its correction of Leninisn
Here we are at a parting of the weys.

It was to be expected that comrade Trotzky, ia order to

mant a certain amount of satisfaction to the Party which he |

tas thus benelitted, should willingly admit that he has com-
mitted certain organisatory errors in the past. What does sueh
an  acknowledgment cost, when i serves ag oloak for the
unpunished assertion that Bolshevism, Leninism, confains anti.
revolatignney  features? Paris is worth a mass! H one ean

i 1 of intellectual and theoretical leader ol

and" “October revolution, it is worth while to
admit to even considerable errors in the past,

Trotzky, in his * Lessons of Octobier " actually does make
such a confession 1o the Party. “ 1 have acknowledged my real
and great organisatory mistakes *. be writes, But was the filteen
vears' conflict between Lenin and the Bolsheviki on the one
vide, and Trotzkvism on the other, concerned with organisatory
questions? This 18 nonsense, an endeavour to distract from the
noint. The contlict was directly concerned with the fundamental
questions of the revolution, with the mutual relations of the
different classes during the revolution with the question of
* permanent revolution © or comrade Lenin's theory and this is
the guestion of the role played by the peasantry in the revelu-
tion, the question of the paths leading to socialism in an
agravian country, the question of the methods and conditions
for the realisation of the proletarian dietatorship in a country
in which the peasant population preponderates. This is no eon-
ention on abstract formulas. The theory of permanent revolution
s based upon 2 complete underestimation of the role played by
the peasaptry; it replies to one guestion only: it tells us bow
power capnot be seized or maiptained under these conditions,

Trotzky's viewpoint, summmed up fran’a study of the
‘ Lessons of October *, may be expressad as follows: “ On the eve
of the events of 1908, Lenin imparted a peculiar character to the
Hussian revolution by the formula: Democratic dictatorship of
the proletariat and peasantry. But, as later developments showed, -
this formula had only significance for one stage on the o
This iz followed by a literary disseriation to the effect that this
slage was a stage on the way to Trotzky's formala. And this is
the aectual inielleciual kernel of all Trowzky's latest writings,
Trotzky shufiles his Trotzkyism beneath Lendndsm  with the
whole of the literary art and talent peculiar to him. This last
Look of his is net wntten for the whole Party, but for the
vounger generation new growing up, for the Youth who within
4 year or two will have to determine the destiny of the Party.

The aim of Trotzky's Iatest book “ 1917 is to take revenge
tor the twelve years in which Lenin exposed Trotzky's wretched

policy, to ve that the revolution confirms his (Trotzky's)
theory, and isom the minds of the future leaders of the Parly,
now studying in communist universities, worker's faculties,
'-U‘Wt

o DO, shultling of Trotzkyism into Leninism, We
cunnot p this Le realised,

T N st R S AN KMy .. ..
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mwumne&—umbvmmuwnubvw
that idea of the " revolutionary democratic
dietatorstup the proletariat and peasantry * was fully and
completely realised 1w the Russian revolution, and, afwer its
roulisalion,
dictatorship

54
g

! m o develop into the Bolshevist idea of the
:mwﬂz:m'm«: ‘de B

w which Lenin lad his peinciples at time: * s
on Tacties °, in which be conunents on snd explains to the Paity

pever quit the firm greund of
analysis of class relations. The bourgeoisie is i power. And
not another bourgeoisie be-

deseription

ship of the proletarial. Lenin, as real politiciag g
knowing that we pursued the policy of the pra und
peculiar conditions of an agrarian country, arranged his taetic
both possibilities.

Lenin would not have been Lenin, that is, he would nol
havé been the practical leader of millions in class war, i he
pad really taken over Trotzky's equipment, for Trotzky's theory
would have inevitably led to the breakdown of the proletariat
and of the peasantry as well. In its pure form, the line taken by
Trotzky is simply the ignoring of the peasantry, the ignoring of
that transition stage during which the peasantry still places its
confidence in the ruling bourgecisie at first, is disappointed and
turns againat the bourgeoisie, but still does not join the prole
woriat; this transitional stage which ends by the proletariat taking
wer the leadership of the peasantry in the farm of peasant's
risings, realising the dictatorship, and endeavouritig to bring about
an alliance belween womers and peasants in  various and
changing forms,

Lesin, in the same pamphlet in which he wrote agaiust
the old Bolsheviki, states:

“in my theses 1 have secured mysell agamst any
leaps over agrarian or petty-bourgecis movements which have
not yel been overcome, against any playing with * seizure of
power * by & labour government... *Trotzkyism ~ down with
the Tsar, up with the labour governmenti “is wrong. The
petty-bourgecisie (that is, the peasantry. L. K.) exists, and
cannot be ignored.

fs this not the lideral repetition, in the heal of revolution,
of all that Lenin had long warned the Party against? In 1910
Lenin had already said that: “ Tretzky's fundamental error.. is
the lack of the smallest thought about the question of the trans
ition from this (the bourgeois) revolution to a socialist revolu
tion, *

Troteky's * original * theory takes from the Bolshev ki the
demand for decisive revolutionary struggle on the part of the
W&%%“ the seizwe of politieal power,

the it the * denial * of the role played by
thet pessantry.. Trotzky did not, however, reflect that when the

it induces the nom-prolelarian masses of the peusanliy
of the landowners and to overthrow the
bourgeois yev ®od .

in (including e
not ohserved that the revolution had already passod
phase to apother. He feared most that progress would
hwwthhm':humuinmmarutofmw
Mm.udwnhwndwluuutamiucum
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whick it trouble about the peasantry of provide any splu- by t SR, the de the govermment created by
mm‘&% of the allimnce between the proletariat he A s' g0 i
ihe peasantry, renders the labuur goverumen! in b als of Lenin, was all this not a growing
solutely dependent upon the immediate prolelarian i in el p of the proletariat and peasantiry into & m
ihe Wesl, According to this theory the proletariat, after b whose setual essonge was already the dictatorship of the -

taken over power,
dictions. s power 3 limited by ubjective social difficuliies
“ Their sobstion ' mrevented by the ‘oegunie Tavs.
wartdness of the ecuntry. Within the eonfines of & naiienal
revolution there is no means of escape [rom this cont o
dietion. © (Trotzky, " 1905 °, Ruwian edition, p. 288)
Under such ceonditions = delav or postpomement of 4w
prolelarian world rovelution would have ineitubly e
immediate cullapse of the werkers' diclatorshiy. i b, Rhw

the dals of the ﬂmmn v i 4ty houtd bogeos
e ; by iy gt A5 0 AT 40 le ok
:;? B sy W o B v_f.&.*' .»t*;“. R g:
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; \', pobey, &y pursued By Leain from Febpuuy
1 @ rﬁ%.u 0% in. common with either this poliey

How
afterwards?

‘matiers solly stand o Ocluber and immedite'y
o froms the stawdpoint of Marxism, tom 4

stundpoint of the analysis of the cluss forees of the revolubiv.,

was Not the ageepiacce of the secial revelutionary deciee

mnded property, the sopplementabion of the Soviet. governmal,
A

” &

setivity. The one aspect is comrade Trotiky as he caithed @90
the instroctions of the Party strictly und wecurately, leaing u‘ﬂg
the other members of the Parly on he totali'y of conpaon pits

et s o Py vk oy P At y_w‘,ﬁ“h\'
mﬂ%rnua T sz" o ¢
the Party. At this time conrade Tultaky s deeds were splendid.
and added many bulliant pages 10 his own history and that of
the Party. Bul since comade Trolzky has come forward as in
dividualist, believing that he and not the Party is in the right
in the fundumental questions of revolution, and thai Leninism
must be improved by Trotzkyism, we are obliged fo wee that
other aspect of comsade Trotzky which shows him to be no
Bolshevik.

Pour Attempls made by Comrade Trolzky al Improving the

Thy Party remembers four oceasions upon which comrade
Trotzky has tried to instruct the Party, and to foree upon it his
own Trolzkyist deviations. The first occasion was a few months
after comrade Trolzky eniered the Party. Il was al the time of

“Brest Litovsk. The Parly is adequately and accurately informed
as to comrade Trolzky's attitade at that time. He underestimated
the role played by the peasantry,and govered this over by re-
volutionary phraseology. This was the road to the deleat of the
profetariat and the revolution. I we recallect the evidence brought
at this time sgainst comrade Trol byrecomrage Lenin, wa see
that comrade Leuwin brought ne qvidcm the sub-
stantistion with which he had rejecied comrade v's general
attitude during the course ol the preceding decade

Comrade Lenjn
Lack of comprehension for the
peasaniry, and liability to be

appasently revolutionary phrases. These of
MMV'WMMOQWIMV.MMM
hum within it *

....

is plunged into the wost hopeless e, -

We must ditferentiate betwesn (wo aspesis of Protaky

tarial? oy ¢
It is pmm omit some of these facts of the October
revolation; but the ‘&c do nol arrive at any scientific analysis
of Lenin’s policy. And vhat about the transition from war com-
munism to the new eepromic policy, from Lie committees for the
mpoverished  peasgatry o Lenin's spooch on  the
farmiers *?  How ean this be brought into harmoeny
theory of permanent revolution whieh has proved so
correvt “ 2 ¢

g 10 o wiote thad \WM i decads

VT WPt e thweory, Nowr ¥
@ Bues  Hv g proiomitance Wt L i . Trolak
ety By Tor @l yes s sy Y m

¥

abhy e voupee. Leninism by Trotzk st

sinee life has passed Trotaky's theory by, Teol
jemapts in his books to not anly cormest Leninism, bat lifs as well,
andd o prove by every art of which he is master that life follows
Trolzky after all

It is meambent .
trary, and to prove to not only Trolzky but every new member
the neeessity of * Bolshevising Trotzky °. How far has the Party
succecded i this?

E

on the Parly to show precisely the con-

liability @ be carried away by externals, by metheds ol
TR A st iglar gl Yy

And comrade 1ok
vade Lenin's lifetime—, the
o his peculiar conception, his s
ship of industry *, were not these again attempis 1o fores pe
bourgeois elementarity upon us from above with bonds of iron,
did they not once moee show that lack of e ion of
those conerete conditions under which it is alone possible to
realise & dictatorship in an agrarian country with undermined
industries at a time when the international revolution is retarded?

Beneath comrade Trotzky's effective formulas we can here
casily distinguish the feelings inevitably invalved by his original
theory: On the one hand despair, pessimism, dishelief, and on the
other hand exaggerated hopes in the of supreme ad-
ministration (a term of Lenin's),
economic difficulties from above,

The last
the Party a
errors, as i

methods
in the competent subjeetion of

y ol

aule '1.““ Qwh‘ o -
e 1‘ plan ° according
formulas © on be 5 s
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ish- does. not trouble about the peasantry or provide any solu-
8 for the question of the alliance between the proleu[rliil a:d
3 try, renders the labour government in Russia ab-
tely dependent upon the immediate proletarian revolution in
s West. According to this theory the proletariat, after having
en over power, 18 plunged into the most hopeless contra-
dions. Its power is limited by objective social difficulties

K “Their solution is prevented by the economic back
- wardness of the country. Within the confines of a national
* revolution there 18 no means of escape from this contra-
diction. “ (Trotzky, “ 1906 “, Russian edition, p 286

Under such conditions a delay or postponement of (he
wletarian warld revolution would have inevitably caused the
mediate collapse of the workers' dictitorship in Russia. Thus
s adherents_of the “ permanent revolution * are bound to pass
ough stages of despair and profoundest pessimism to attempts
overcoming the economic backwardness of the country by
pee, with the aid of military commands

Real Bolshevist policy, as pursued by Lenin from February
‘October, has nothing in common with cither this policy o
s psychalogy:

. How did malters really stand in October and immedialely
lerwards? Seen from the standpoint of Marxism, from the
indpoint of the analysis of the class forces of the revolution,
not the acceptance of the social revolutionary decree on
ded property, the supplementation of the Soviet government

1l

- We must differentiate * between t(wo aspecte of Trotzkv's
ivity. The one aspect is comrade Trotzky a< he carried oot
instructions of the Party strictly and accurately. leaning with
other members of the Party on the tatality of common pol
experience in the Parly and on the whole Party mass
mnisation, and carrying out this or that task or command of
Party. At this time comrade Trotzky's deeds were splendid,
2 added@ many brilliant pages to his own history and that of
fParty. But since comrade Trotzky has come forward as in
dualist, believing that he and not the Party 15 1 the right
the fyndamental questions of revolution, and that Lenimsm
gst be ‘improved by Trotzkyism, we are obliged to see that
er. aspect of comrade Trotzky which shows him to be no

ur Attempts made by Comrade Trotzky at Improving the
! Party.
wThe Party remembers four occasions upon which comrade
h&s tried to instruct the Party, and to force upon it his
I Trotzkyist deviations. The first occasion wax a few months
er comrade Trotzky entered the Purty. It was at the ume of
gst- Litovsk. The Party 1s adequately and accurately informed
o comrade Trotzky's altitude at that time He noderestimated
) r0le played by the peasantry, and covered us over by e
ptionary phraseology. This was the road (o the defeat of the
etariat and the revolution. If we recollect e evidence hrought
this time against comrade Trolzky by comrade Lenin we s
comrade Lenin brought no other evidence than the sub
tiation with which he had rejected comrade Trutzky s general
lude during the course of the preceding decade
Comrade Lenin reproached him with two poliical sis
ik of comprehension for the relations between proletanat and
fsaniry, and liability to be carried away by apparently Left,
rently revolutionary phrases. These two errors, typical of
rade Trotzky whilst outside of our Party, were repeated n
), within it.
*/ ‘Then came the civil war, the epoch of war communism
--Tl’étzkv executed the task allotted to him. His parti-
fion in the direction of the general policy of the Party was
i bﬁe But. now the revolution reached a fresh turning
% slations between the classes shifted. The Party anti-
/in the form of a'discussion on'trade unions, the question

8
¥

)
3&’ 2 few:weeks later at Cronstadt; the question of the

sit “from war communism’ to the new economic policy.
comrade Lenin seeking for at that time? He was
ng‘mew ‘forms for an allianee between the proletariat and
2 try, 'new forms for leading the working masses by
By of gaining their convinced adherence rather than by force.

[

e

rotzky In the Party. Our Errors. October according
to Trotzky.

by the left S.R., the designadion of the government created. #.ﬂ

the October revolution as * Workers' and Peasanis’ gove ¥
all proposals of Lenin, was all this not a growing development
of the dietatorship of the proletariat and peasaniry into a-system
whose actual essence was already the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat? §
It 15 possible 1o omit some of these facts of the October
revolution, but then we do not arrive at any scientific analysis ~
of Lemn's policy. And what about the transition from war com-
munism ta the new ¢ onomic policy, from the committees for the
impovershed  peasantry to Lenin's speech on  the “ medium
farmers “2  How can this be hrought into harmony with that
theory of permanent revolution which has proved so “ perfectly
rarrect “ ¢ - ;
In 19160 Lenin wrote that hie was already a decade ahead
ol Trotzky's magnifivent theory Now we can add another eight
vears  Does the circumstance that hfe has passed Trotzky's
theory by for eighteen vears jusufy Trotzky m claiming to be
able to vorrect Lemimism by Trotzkyiwsm ?

Sinee hfe has passed Trotzky's theory by, Trotzky ab-
tempts 0 hs books to not only eorrect Leninsm, but life as well,
and to prove by every art of which he is master that hfe follows
Trotzky after all

It s meumbent on the Party to show precsely the con-
trary . and to prove to uot only Trotzky bul every new member
the pecessity of * Bolshevisiug Trotzky “ How far has the Party
succeeded i this?

To what did comrade Trotzky look for salvation at that
Lme? He advised us to tighten the gcrews of war communism,
This was again and again an underestimate of the peasantry, the
Liability to be carmed away by externals, by melhods  of
" pressure T and T admimstration from above :

And comrade Trolzky's further attempts—even during com-
rade Lenin's lLifetime the question of the “plan® according
ta his pecubar conception, s “ formulas ® on  the “ dictator-
shup of idustry “, were not these again attempls to force petty
bourgeols elementanity upon us from above with bonds of irom,
did they not once more show that lack of comprehension of
those concrele conditions under which it 15 alone possible to
realise a dictatorship in an agrarian country with undermined
mdustrics at a time when the international revolution is retarded ?

Beneath comrade Tratzky's effective formulas we can here
vasly distingush the feelings inevitably 1ovolved by hig original
theory - On the one hand despair, pessimism dishelief, and on the
other hand exaggerated hopes i the methods of supreme ad-
mimstration a term of Tenimns), e the competent subjection of
eeanomie difficulties frome above

The last discusston 15 still fresh 1 our memonies 1t gave
the Party a graphoe <urvey of the totahty of comrade Trotzky's
cerors, as deadt with above  But ot also showed with special
clewriess another error. another feature of Trotzkyism, and one
far from being new. This is the attempt to undermine and weaken
the main frame work of the dictatorship, the Parly. The same
Abject was ammed at by the diserediting of the -~ cadres © of the
Party, Ly the resurrected Menshevist conception of the Party as
a colleetion of " groups and currents ©, and the e~sentially liqui-
datery undermining of the autheritv of the leading institutions
" they are leading the country ta destruction *7 And has it not
heen under comrade Trotzky's banner that the idea of greater
freedom from Party influence for extra-Party organisations has
fourished? Has not all this, taken together, led to a weakeping
of the dictatorship of the proletariat, and has it not all been /
upon an underestimation of the conditions under which we—in
an agrarian country— have to realise the dictatorship? Is it not
) petty-bourgeors deviation? "

So long as the Parly is perfectly sound and every
goes - well, comrade Trotzky quietly performs every- task ''w
falls to him: but as soon as the Party encounters any
as soon as it has to adjust its rudder, then comrade T
onee springs forward in the réle of saviour and teacher of°
Party, but invariably points out the wrong way, sihce he hag
absorbed the principles of Bolshevism. : *)
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trump i his hand against
s of cerlain errors committed by
by me and Zinoviev, then those
The errors of the
1 by our enemies.
s0 long a5 he hoped
rotzkvism by means
question. But alter
on the economic
o him that he cannot
from s path, after he
conference that we,
10 be corvected by

hrumng. :
e EEFoY 5

: . but i
buried beneath the thundeea
; time neither the errors them-
use of by hostile gquarters resulted
It is only since then that these
, up again maliciously by those who had

Levi, Frossard, Balabanova. Levi and
being followed by Trotzky.
were unallowable. Lenin  ammed himselt
ali the power and passion of a leader who
are liable to carry confusion into their
decisive moments. He exposed every
in critical and decisive moments he
 saverest words or propositions. And he
without reservation.
cahm discussion arrived, the

for
mmammiads’mmmmm

1 not
L to mind esrors which buve been made perfectly good, unless
bR ihere is somse special reason for doiug so.”

§ . Special stiention must be sccorded to the manner in which
, Lenin formulated our errors: “In the period of which 1 soeak
they vacillated, fearing that the Bolsheviki were isolating them-

too recklessly into a cising, were too un-
of & certain section of the ™ men-
revolutionists *. The conflict went vo far
named resigned demcnsiiatively from #il re-
both in the Party and in Soviet work, to

of the Soviet revolution. The alfair
nmymmmﬁeimhthommmmn
our Party, against the resigning comvades. And
t Jatest after a few meonths, all these com-

eoror and relurned 1o their responvible

i
I
|

3
i

; A st Parties, then Lenin characterised these errons
;A . When Serrati uﬁ‘r to cloak his withdrawal
bt [ by these errors poviey and Kamenev, com-
3 B vade Lenin wyote: * Before : ion in Ryssia, and
w § o g “. a ‘ " dal

f errors which we do no to now., Why do
1 wa like o remember them? Becouse it s wiong to call

‘s book, @ resolution Wus passed in the Petrogiud Soviut,
Im motion of comrade Trotzky, ending with the sintence.
“The Petrograd Workers' and Soldiers’ Soviet cannet be respon-
sible to the army for wuch strategy on the part of the Provisional
Government, and especially for the removal of troops from Petro

-

said that this was an important resglution
which d¢id not want to go to the front,
But listen to how Trotzky deseribex
¢ the 9. October: ” From this moment
0. Octeber) onwards we wete actually in a state of armed insur-
rection... The issue of the nsing on the 25. October was alvead,
ihiree parts pre-determined at this moment... In all essentials
an armed insurrection bad alimudy been brought about., Here
W a “quiet” and ~ almost’ legal * armed insurvection, one
W was two thirds, il n&ninv tenths, sn accomplished fact .

it need not be
it united the garnson,
with the Petrograd Soviet,
and estimates this event o

his m | onya we had & vigtorious rising in the
cap y. " '

Thus it appears that the 25, October was not more than
o olight supplement to the grest 9. Bul now the guestion arises
i the " victorious ™ insurrection was already an accomplished fact
i the extent of nine tenths on the 0. October, what are we to
ihink of the mental capacity of those who sat in the Bolhevs
C.C. and decided in a heated debate, on 10. Octaber, whether v
should proceed to an insurrection or not, and if so, what theu’
What are we to think of people ho en 15, October gathervd
together as plenary session of the C.C., together with the functin
paries and co-workers from the military organisations, and stli
doliberated on the prospects of the insurrection, en the foree.
of the insurrection, and on the dute of the insurrection, Had o
oot been all arranged on the Oth, quietly and legally? So quieth
that neither the Party nor the CC. heard anything about 1!

But this is merely a side isste, What is the Party, what 15
the Petrograd Committee, or the C. C. when Trotzky writes &
bistory of the October revolution? In this history neither the C.C.

the Party exist ut all as real living powers, as cotlective
mmuerf of the mass movement. And there is not a word to be
" ns of October * with regard top whal took
[ 4 t in rad, but in glusc«m snd
vo Vosnessensk there” was a meoletariat which was aiso
doing something. And with reference to Lenin the Leok infosin
as: * Lenit who was not in Petrograd, did not fully estimate the
importance of this fact. .. Lenin, living illegally, had no pos-
sibility of estimating the thorough upheaval °, etc. We see that
not one of us really knew auything about the October revalution.
We had thought that it was precisely Lenin whao led the October
revalution, and that the C.C, the Party, and the military organi
sations of the Party organised it. But it appears that they did
aot appear o the scene at all .

In order to throw even more light on the part played b
Lenin, Trotzky reports as follows: * I the insurrection had be
sun i Moseow (in accordance with Lenin's advice. L. K., hefore
the revoluition in Petrograd, it would mevitably have dragged
much more and the issue would have besn very doubtful, and
a failure in Moscow would have had a very seveve effect upen
Petrograd. ©

Whilst Lenin i» engaged in imparting such " adviee 7,
Trotaky, with his " quiet * bt ® vietorious insurrection * already
in hiy pocket, is execuling “an extensive manoeuvre *. " We

1" he writes tri antly " in huing our ememies into
the* thap of Soviet legabty *, Leniu, caleulatiog much more upon
the Workers, sailors, and soldiers than npon comrade Trotzky s

manoeuvres , wrote st this tme: * It is a erime 0 hesitale,
it is & piece of childishness and formality to wait fort the Soviet
Congress, a betrayal of the revolution®. But Trotzky refutes
Lenin's words with an air of victory at the close of his des:
eription of the roles played by him and by Lenin i October

It is one thing o organise an armed insurrection under the
hase slogan of seiznie of power by the Party ™ Trotzky instructs
Lemin: " but it is semething very different to prepare realise
an imsurrection under the slogam of the ‘
of the Soviet congress *. :
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prehensible (o the broad masses, the slogan of “defence of the
rights of the Soviet congress " v

What do these " Lessons of Qctober * endeavour o teach
us? That in the spring Lenin was obliged to alter his attitude, to
abandon his old theory, &nd to borrow weapons's from Trotzky's
equipinent. Ard that in October Lenin endeavoured UNSUEEE
fully to lead the insurrection which comrade Trotzke was destined
to lead to victory.

‘ We have to choose what we are to learn and to teach
Kiher this Ristory of October, this history ef Trotzky's, ¢t the
Listory as given in the works of Lenio

In the guestion of the Constiluent Assembly comrade
frotzky guotes my and Zinoviev's letter of 11, Oectober, in which
we wrote: " The constituent Assembly will be able to lean upon
the Soviets only for aid in its revolutionary work, The Comsti-
tuent Assembly and the Soviet form hc‘cumhgnﬂd type ol witale
institutions towards i‘h'xc‘x we are dgdvancing. ;

Trotzky's comments as follows: " It is extremely intesesting
lor the characterisation of the whole line adopted by the Right
1 nate that the theory of * combined * state institutions unitiny
the Constiluent Assembly with the Soviels, is one which was
repeated one or two years later in Germany by Rudelf Hilfe
ding, an opponent of seizure of power by the proletariat, ™

Zinoviev's and my letter was written on 11, October; und
i iake Lenin's article written on 6. October. Lenin wriles as

Hows: " During the transition from old o new combined t, pes
ure possible at times (as the * Workeis’ Path” rightly poeinted
out a few days ago), for instance Soviet Republie and Con
stituant Assembly, "

What does this imply? It implies that in the case befw
us Lenin resembled Hilferding. Historical truth is of little hm
portance to Trotzky. The alteration of tactics at moments whet
the situatign glters from day to. day is of no interest to him;
what interests him is to discredit Bolshevism by every possikh
Imeans.

A final example, again in two words. In this same lette
of October 1917 we wiole: " Thesa masses of the soldiery aré
not supporting us for the > of sfogan of wor, bul fogefly
logan of peace.. Should we find clrselves In a position, Mie
.eizing power, in which the international siluation obliges us 1o
resort to a revolutionary war, the soldiery will turn away from u»
The best of the vouth among the soldiers will remain true t
as, but the great mass will leave us. The historian may judge
in how far this estimate was justified, But what does comrade
Trotzky do? He writes: " Here we see fundamental arguments
i favour of the signing of the Brest Litovsk peace.”

Thus it appears that the Brest Litovsk peace, signed by
the Party on the urging and iron pressure of Lenin, agains!
Trotzky, was substantiated by “ fundamental arguments’ sup-
plied by us, the * Right “, the followers of Hilferding. I is nol
to be wondered at when our enemies, who bave a very fine feel-
ing for anything wrong, comment on such books abeut Lenin by
remarking that it is difficult to distinguish whether they hav
been written by a co-worker or a rvival of Lenin.

Leninism against Trotskyism.
The results may now be summed up. We are the mono-
polv Party in our country, We gather together in our ranks every

*

organiged worker in the country;

but we must not l%
a moment thal we e surrounded by

elements foreign

for C;
e,
class, and that these elementary forces do not diminish, but m okt )

multiply and become palitically more enlightened. They do not
possess the form of legal organisation. Petty-bourgecis intelligence
will also grow on the seil provided by the development of in-
dustry, of the works and fuctories, and of trade, All these petty
bourgevis ¢lements, tinding no open means of expression in any
coeinl organisstion, are naturally endeavouring to further theu
aims through the mediam of our Party itsell. The petty-bourgeols
eletusnts, 1n exercising this pressure upon our Party, naturally
seek the weakest link in the chain, and as naturally they find
this weakest link ‘where people have entered the Party withou!
being assimilated tu it, and are possessed by @ secret conviclign,
Jeaving them no peave, that they are mece in the right than the
Purty, and that it is were narrow-mindedness on the part of the
Parl, mere cedgpevatism, tradition, wid adherence to this o
that elique in leading positions, which prevents the Party from
learning from its real saviours, such as coinrade Trotzky

I is with great regret that 1 state this, and the whole
Party will echo this regret, but it has to be soid:  Comrade
Trotzky has become the ¢Minnel through which thy elementary
forces of the peity-bourgecisie find their way into our Party,
The whole character of his advancés, and his whole historieal
past; show this to be the case. In his contentions against the
Party he has already become a symbol, all over the country, for
everything directed against our Party. This is a fact which it is
most important for comrade Trotzky to grasp. I he will grasp
his and draw the necessary conclusions, then everything can
be made good aguin, Whether he wants it or not (and assurvedly
he does met want it} he has become, for all who regard com
munism #s their greatest enemy, a symbol for cimancipation
fromn the thrall of the Communist Party. This s the regrettable
hut perfeetly inevitable eonclusion of all who are accustomed
1o judge political events from the standpoint of actual analysis
of eluss yelations, and pot from the standpeint of mere words,

I am awore that in Mescow, a oty partieularly receptive
for all manuer of TUROUrS "pc%:mly solialde * inlormgtion
already  Being spread fbroad: %o effoct that,Yirsty, ;
Trotzky's book has been prohibited, and secondly, that Trotzky's
exelusion from the Parly is contemplated wnd Frotzky himselt
% no longer in Moscow. All this is naturally mere gossip, It has
not oceurred to anybody to probibit comrade Trotzky's book; ne
single member of the C.C. has raised the question of any re
prisals against comrade Trotzky. Reprisals, expulsion, and the
like would not enlighten anybody, but would on the contrary
render enlightenmen! more difficult and at the same time give
opportunities to those brewers of confusion who would like to
sow the seeds of schism in the Party, and prevent the real funda-
montals of Bolshevism being explained in their dilferentiation
from Trotzkyism; and it is this explanation which is of funda
mental importance at present,

It must be perfectly cléar to every conscious member of
the Party that for us, the Bolsheviki, and for the ioternational
proletariat marching forward to victory, Leninism is sufficient, and
ihat it is not necessary to substitute or improve Leninism by
Trotzkvism. (Enthusiastic applavse.

Why We Were Victorious in October.

By 1. Jakoviev. -

o‘tbevhokmdthenvolnuonsho:h:
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posses as much land as 10 million
s rule, suppress, subjugate and
non-Great Russian population; the State
on the states, has the Tsarist clique of
head. '
Lenin saw t(he possibility of two methods of solving this
fundameniai nirads on: it is mlvoduemm»—-n it has been in
all bourgeos

revolutions~~by the bourgeoisie, who use the

- working as their cannon-fodder, or by the working class
of Hussia taking the task of solving the contradiction upon itsell.
The Russian bowrgevisie showed itsell objectively incapable
NS SN B e e
peria ween the twe

revolutions, and the experience of the vevolution of 1917. The
) causes aress the bourgeois elomenty deing ‘um'rw:'m

v

A

In the period between the two revolutions, the Stolypiniad
was the only serious attempt at u solution of the fundamental
eobtradictions in a bowrgeois way. Stelypin iried to solve the task
of the national Lourgeois revolution on the subject of the land

Byt just his asttempt, which helped bundreds of
é . whereas milllons were in guestion, best proves that
L was the only possible and the inevitable way to solve

: ‘all contradietions,

The bousgecisie supported the military adventure of the
to & considesable degroe, because the imperialistic war
postponed the revelution which had aleady threatened in 1914,
and it did pot realise that the war would become the sirongest
incentive to revolution,

-~

ienced just in the fact that im the
with this fask, the
wwards the

? very well formulated in the tactical plaitform
of 00

1
*The proletariat will only be able to

same {ime P o4
completely confirmed the

The slogan “land * becomes

S =
of the whole
Party in the
only

evenls of February reveals in an buposing way the impelling
forces of the revolution, The fate of Tsarism was decided when
tens of thousands of peasants, who at that tume called themselves
soldiers of the Guard, slavghtered some of their officers and,
without their officers, joined the peasants. Neither those forces
which had been mobilised by Tsardom against the insurgenis
in Petrograd ilself, nor the regiments which had been recalled
from the Northern and Western fronls, nor even general lvaney's
selected division which had distinguished itself at the suppression
of the revolutionaries in Cronstadl, were able to #and against
this mass of workers, bucked by the peasants,

In the meantume the bourgeois and  their Menshevisi
helpers did all they could to hinder the revolution, On the eve
of February Miljukev and the leaders of the workers' group of
thewar industry commiltee warned the workers against responding
to provocation; Rodsianke implored the Tsar *for the sake of
savieg the wmonarchy, to oall up the officers that they might
make order in Petrograd, and not to leave the capital before the
situstion was eleared up; whilst even on Monday the leaders of
the bourgeoisie showed themselves capable of nothing better
than creating a commitiee of the Duma in order to ecalm the
cupifal.

On February 27th however, the committee of the workers
members of parliament met, and decided to convert themselves
into_a Soviet of workers' and soldiers’ delegates, organised the
workers' militia, took eontrol of the means of finance, in short,
became the raling power. The fact that the Soviets thus organised
the power, although the heads of this Seviet were Mensheviki
and half-Mensheviki, emphasises more than ever the fun
dawental relationship of forces which bhad been cremted aned
prepared by the previous history of Russia: on the one side (he
block of armed workers and soldiers, i. e. of the workers and
peasants under the leadership of the workers, and on the othe
side the bourgeots who, only after Tsarism had vanished, turned
from the attempt to save Tsardom to the attempt to confirm and
direct the revolution, in other words to the attempt, during the
Feb days in Pelrograd, 1o wrench the power from the hands
of sctugl mmsters of tha siluation—the Soviet of the workers'
and soldiers’ delegates.

The insulflicient oveganisation of the . workers, (he dis-
organisation of our Pacly by Tsardom during the years of the
war, the want of wmmedinte knowledge of the bourgeois regime
on the part of the masses made i possible for the upper strala
of the bourgeoisie once more o form a government. On the
situation of this government, on the relation of the powers of
this government to the powers of the armed soldiers and workers,
after the Menshewists had for 9 days made efforts to weaken the
Seviets, the War Minister of the Provisional Government, one
of the most gifted men of the Russian bourgeoisie, Guischkov
wrote to » Who at that tume was Chief of the Staff to
the Commander in Chief

“1 beg you lo believe that the actual situation of
things is as follows. The Provisional Governinent has sbsolutely
no power, and its decrees are only earried out in 50 far as the
Soviet of the workers' and soldiers' delegates allows; the latter
has control over the most important elements of actual power,
such as the troops, lhe railways, post and telegraph, which
am in its hands. It éan, as matler of fuct, be said, that the
Provisional Government only exists to the degree that it is
tolerated by the Soviet of the workers' and soldiers' delegates.
In the War Office i particalar it is now impossible to issue
comunands, even il they are not in direet coptradiction to the
orders of the above mentioned Soviet, *

the ite

Peovisional Government wiigh - frm the sos
mummmmm;mmmm
. of England and France, there has arisen & new,
unofficial workers' government, sti
paratively weak, which gives expression
B Rt ‘i e o o e
This relation of
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sovelution. Just this was the starting 1oitbadvance iotic, was forbidden o the ommn The soldies,
of the socialist revolution, Mﬂ Wmm cxactly the same a6 did his m
According to comrade Trotzky's formula, the before  his brother when they killed the large estate owners and
hhnn could “ be reg rebduunpmudeuherol consolida.  Oul their nests. In this fight our Party was wholly on the side
m dmlounem or of the completion of the democratic  ©f the peasants and carried them with it

uhmon (" 1975, p. XVIIL)
This contrasling is in itself absolutely wrong, as lhe

was nothing of the sort in the social conditions of the Russia -

of those days. Had the position been: either the sccialist revolu-
tion er the Bowrgeois-democratic one, we should never have been
uctorm- in October. In reality there was no contrasting of
“either——or “, but a " both-—and *: both the completion of the
democratic remluuon and the preparation of October,

The fact is that the October revolution completed the
democratic revolution, and thus laid the wav for the beginning
of the socialist revolubion, va

Lenin's attitude in his replies to cumrlde Kameney in
Apui 1917 and especially in his artiele on the fourth anniversary
of October, which takes into copsideration the experiences of
four years of our power, implies not only the issue of the slogan
of the purely socialist revolution, bul the recognition of the
possibility and neecessity of the development of the demoeratic
mnto the sozialist revolution under certain conditions,

With comrade Trotzky there is no question of the com-
plete carrying through of the democratic revolution by eur
socialist October revolution; this mistake is the natural resull
of his formula of the " permanent”™ revolution,

The whole course of the development of the revolution
{rom February to October is evidence of the correctness of Lenin's
views as to the carrying on from the democratic into the secialisg
revolution,

The fact that the working class, which had cairied 1)
peasantry with it, accomplished the bourgeois-democritic vl
tion as early as in February, delermined those enormons ifieu
ties by which the Russian bourgecisie was met in carying oul
its attempt to realise s power. The Provisional Goversmment in
all the combinations of ity cabinets used all s forces v prdo
to maintain untouched all the foundations of the fovda! pder,
even the Constituent Assembly, and by means of it

As regards the land questions the poliey of the Provisional
Government consisied only in a merciless suppression of the at-
tempts of the peasants to seize the land of the large estate owners
this policy 1s the same with the cadets Schimgarev, as with the
“sovialists © Techermev and Maslov),

In the national question, lhe bourgecisie conlinued the
Tsarist policy. Even the most modest demands of the Finnish,
Ucranian and Moslem bourgeoisie were met hy furivus resislance
on the part of the Great Russian bourgeoisie and petly bourgeoisie,
Thus the contradictions which had preparel February were
intensified to an iheredible degree towards October: the result
of the seven months of lasting, hopeless and ridiculous attempis
of the Greal Russian bourgeoisie was that they had to relinguish the
golution of the problem of thé bourgeois-democratic revolution,
even after the insurrection of the workers and soldiers in Feb-
ruary had made it possiblé for them to come into power,

Ourl'utr' thoau!y?aﬂv‘hiehhmbm
ﬁnm the bourgeois-democratic revolution to
in other words, which is
mumm

i
sf
L
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Whilst the State organisation of the Greal Russian bour-
geoisie was cracking at every joint, and the whole land was
taking up the bourgeois idea of national sell-determination, we
were the only Party which actually recognised self-determination,
Thus in the period from Febrary to Oectober, it is not the

bourgeoisie but the working class, which appears as the huhr
of the beurgevis democratic—under our ecirenmstances
peasant-—revolution, This greatly facilitates the realisation al
the actual alliance with the peasants and the winning over of
the peasants to our policy..

- October 1 liguidated first of all the national mbm
caste and thus fully mnmmad wha

estiaie
“and our Party had written dozens of times:

only eapable of earryving through the democratic moluthm to Sh
end under the condition that, as the only class of society, which
is revolutionary to the end, it should carry the mass’ of the
peasantry with it.”

Just as in February, the mechanism of the Oclober revolu-
ton brilliantly confirms this: The workers were the vanguard
who ecarried the soldiers along with them; no part of the army
which was composed of peasants, could resist the alliance which
had actually been concluded between the workers and peasants,
anid any encounter with it caused their dizintegration, Even
Krasnov's Cossacks did not resist the forces of this alliance,
they were not so much defeated by our guns, as by those workers
and peasants who hewed, disintegrated and divided up every
part of the Cossack army inlo its components {(on the one side
Cossacks, on the other side commanders). Neither did they
suceeed o setting any part of the army from the front in molion
against us, however much Kerensky, and Tschernov
worked to attain this end.

And only the circumsishee that weé carried the peasantry
with us in the bourgesis-demfocralic revolution, has created such
an orgamic combination between the whole of the peasastry and
soldiers and the working eliss, such confidence on the part
of the great mass of peasants in the working class, as to have
rendered the further development of the democratic into the so
st revolution possible. The conditions of the epoch of tho
g o listie war which intensified class anlagonism to an enor-
e ddegree, and had changed the army into a peasant militia
witerspersed with workers, formed the foundation for such deve-
l-wuant. The fundamental points are the following:

). The October revolution oceurred at the end of the im
permluhc war, when the working class of all countries was
faced by the epoch-making task of taking the power into their
own hands in order to achieve socialism. We completed, or rather
we carried out to its completion the bourgeois-demoeralic revolu-
tion at a time when the beginning of the end of capitalism

e prominent with unwonted clearness in a world-wide
measure.

2) At the very moment of the February revolulion, the
lmbzo‘?dummm%mmtmgw
geois arose course of seven mon! eloped
mh,thhm old State organisation of the

»:‘nbvmaum the best form of

brov s the resistance of
us it is & form of democracy for
been seen in history in this
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It 8 just in the of the democratic into the
wocialist w. find the key to the
awmammmmmo‘hwm we
, examined and realised the relations of the mil-
Lons of puoole. the relations of the peasanis and the warbm
mmmmywhymmmmmmmu
. Can we a correet answer to the question why
uud how we 50 in gaining the v in October
The first four or five wmonths of um of the
© Soviet power give the most striking example of this furthes
development, In every possible decree of this period find two
aspects: the one is that of the democratic gw , which
coﬂbkzlv annibilated (he remnants of feudalism and serfdom,
and the other is that of the sveialist revolution. The decree
regarding the land, the declaration of the rights of the Russian

the decree regagding the peace, the Jation u he
w ! contiol, even decree regarding ? ol
power to the Soviels, age on the one hand still on the plane of

the democratic revolutign, and on the other hund they open the
door to the fight for socialism.
Thus in the question of the land. The clinunation of Janded
operty is the yesterday and today of the democratic revolution
al the same time such a blow o private property that it i
hdny and tomorrow of the social revolution. In the same way
revolutionary issue led from the war into the socialist
Mun. in that Soviet Russia, in willidrawing from the war,
sat off all connections with the Eutente capital

??i‘
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m‘m examples

hy uself. We quote these here in order to illustrate that there
i3 in reality no diving line between the democratic and the socia-
st revolution, that actually it was rather a mmwu
to the other and that therefore comndo Trotzky
wreng when he formally places the democmm iu owndtwn 1o
e socinlist revolution,

Comrade Treteky giv in 7
%t he fails to nke into &&nﬂmw h ‘of one
into the other " and further fails tg tthmmm

(hmcw wall Dbetween' the two nwduﬁons.
demeeratic and the sccialist, and that the first cmr into ﬂ\ﬂ

latter, whilst the latter consolidated and solved the problems of
the former,
This mistake of comrade Trotzky's is no less tmportant

than his ipcorrect valuation and Mt»oslm of the pari
yhyed' k:’v m’e Party in Oectober, which hu already been dealt
with in deta

S




	v04n89-p1027
	v04n89-p1028
	v04n89-p1029
	v04n89-p1030
	v04n89-p1031
	v04n89-p1032
	v04n89-p1033
	v04n89-p1034
	v04n89-p1035
	v04n89-p1036
	v04n89-p1037
	v04n89-p1038
	v04n89-p1039
	v04n89-p1040

