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FOREWORD.

mhe following pamphlet was m"ighml]y issued as a
«heses O Bolshevism,’’ by th 3 iroup of 11_1‘te1'nut10n;1]
.-C;mmunists of Hollapd, Left Communist Groups and
ouneil Movements of Europe. . . ]
'cﬂmr_[']le first English translation was published in
=:-:-(j,bunulil Gm‘l-espcm_c}enee," organ of the United Work-
Ty Party of Amemca.._. and is here reproduced exaectly

gppearing in that journal . )
We have taken the liberty of altermg‘ the title to
q more definite challenge to the Q-oml_:numst Party of
Britain, which, dominated by the Comintern, and mas-

erading as a Marxian movement, (:.-;].1]? for cha]lungc_- of
eachings and of its origins. The history of _the. C.P.
he history of the C‘-o‘!.'nintem. _Al] its vacillations,
mpromises and 1'f3_fc)1‘11u§-ms, are 'dl(:t.at-ed.hy 'thu ever
anging expediencies of B?].s:hews:rn, Wh‘xch is (tﬂ]-‘_l(-!d
gpon fo complete the task of the Bourgeois Revolution.

The recent persecutions, banishments, and exilings
of politically differing revolutiunaries. in the ‘U.S.S.R.;
the trading agreements and eoncessions, peace pacts
and military understandings; the stuglied hostility to
a1 Communist developments uncontrolled by the Com-

orn, are evidences of the Bourgeois limitations, econ-
‘omic and political, of the Bolshevik regime.
" The Bolshévik Party, spearhead of the revolution,
'is fast becoming the stern instrument of reaetion, en-
‘deavouring to stamp out every Communist aspiration of
‘the proletariat. Such a course was dictated by the
‘peculiar circumstances of the revolution favouring the
caucus at present ruling in the U.S.S.R.

As a new revolutionary perspective is foreced upon
~the workers of the U.S.S.R. through the problems

ised under the Bolshevik regime, a shifting of the
‘axis of revolutionary thought becomes apparent.

The Thesis, we are canvineed, proves clearly and

Systematically that Bolshevism, theoretically and prac-
ally, is incapable of assuming the leadership of the
- working class movement for emancipation.
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THE BOURGEOIS ROLE OF
BOLSHEVISH

1—THE SIGNIFICANCE OF BOLSHEVISM.

1. In Soviet Economy and the Soviet State,
bolshevism has created for itself a closed field of social
practice. In the Third International, it has organized an
instrument for controlling and influencing the labor
movement on international paths. Its directives in
matters of principle and tactics are elaborated in
“‘Leninism.”” The question arises: Is the Bolshevik
theory, as Stalin, says, Marxism in the epoch of
imperialism and the social revolution? Is it, accordingly,
the axis of the revolutionary movement. of the proletariat
on an international scale? el

9. Bolshevism obtained its international reputation in
the proletarian class movement, first, by its consistent
revolutionary struggle against the World War of 191418
and. secondly, by the Russian Revolution of 1917. Its
world-historic importance lies in-the fact that, under the
eonsistent leadership of Lienin, it recognized the problems
of the Russian Revolution and at the same time created,
in the Bolshevist Party, the instrument by which those
problems could be practically solved. The adaptation of
Bolshevism to the problems raised by the Russian
Revolution was brought about by 20 years of painstaking
and consistent development with the aid of insight into
the fundamental class questions involved. .

‘3. The question of whether this successful mastery of
its tasks entitles Bolshevism to leadership, in theory,
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tactics and organization of the international proletarian
revolution involves, on the one hand, an examination of
the social bases and preconditions of the Russian
Rexioluti'-on, amd,1 on the other, of the problems of the
proletarian revolution in the great capitalist i
Il THE PRECONDITIONS OF THE RUSSIAN
REVOLUTION.

4. Russian society was decisively conditioned hy its
pn.«‘.it._inn_|'}etv.'m'=11 Furope and Asia. While the more
progressive ceonomic forece and the stronger international
position of Western Europe destroyed in Russia, before
the end of the Middle Ages, the first beginnings of a
commereial capitalist development, the political sﬁpurim--
ity of :)_rir--n‘r.a.T despotism ereated the foundations for the
absolutist s_tate apparatus of the Russian Empire. Russia
thus occupied, not only geographically but also economi-
cally and po}itically, an intermediate position between
the two continents, combining their different social and
political systems in its own peculiar way.

5. This internationally ambiguous position of Ru‘ssia
has decisively influenced not only its remote past, but
also the problems of its revolution in the first two deéades
pf the 20th century. The capitalist system in the era of
n.u]_‘ml'lal'r.st upswing created two mutually opposed but
infimately interlaced centers: the hig'hly developed
capitalist center of active imperialist advanee in the
strongly industrialized area of Western Burope and
North Amerjea. and the colonial center of passive
hm_m'ialist plunder in the agrienltural recions of Bastern
Asia. The class mennee to the imperialist system thus
arvises from both these centers: the international prnlul
tarian .1'u\-'n1utim1 finds its pivot in the highly developed
u;.l])l’ra..h.\;t countries of Europe and America, the national
agrarian rvvnlu'fi_on in the peasant countries of Rastern
Asia. In Russia, which stood at the dividing point
between the spheres of influence of the two imperialist
centers the two revolutionary tendencies were mingled

6. The Russian economy was a combination of anti-
quated agrarvisn production charvacteristic of Asia, and
(_]‘f mudm-l} industrial economy charaeteristic of Elirope.
Serfdom in \-'fn‘igms forms survived in practice for an
enormous majority of Russian peasants. The small
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boginnings of capitalist agricultute weie thus hindered
in their development. They merely caused the breaking
up of the Russian village, its indescribable pauperization,
while leaving the peasant chained to a soil which no
longer was able to nourish him. Russian agriculture,
embracing four-fifths of the Russian population and more
than half the total production, was until 1917 a feudal
economy sprinkled with capitalistic elements. Russian
industry was engrafted upon the country by the czarist
regime, which wanted to be independent of foreign
countries espeecially in the production of army supplies.
Sinee, however, Russia lacked the basis of a well
developed system of handicrafts and the rudiments for
the building of a class of ‘‘free labovers,” this state
capitalism, though born as mass produection, ereated no
wage-working eclass. It was a system of capitalistic
serfdom, and preserved strong fraces of this peculiarity
down to 1917 in such features as the mode of wage
payments, barracking of the workers, social legislation,
ete. The Russian workers were therefore not only
teechnically backward, but also to a great extent illiterate
and in large part directly or indirectly bound to fhe
village. In many branches of industry, the labor foree
was made up mainly of seasonal peasant workers who had
no permanent econneetion with the eity.

Russian industry until 1917 was a system of eapitalist

production interspersed with feudal elements. Feudal
agrieulture and capitalist industry were thus mutually
penetrated with each other’s basic elements and had
been combined into a system whiech could neither be
governed by feudal principles of economy nor furnish
the foundations for an organic development of its
capitalistic elements.
7. The economic task of the Russian Revolution was,
first, the setting aside of the concealed agrarian feudalism
and its continued exploitation of the peasants as serfs,
together with the industrialization of agriculture, placing
it on the plane of modern commodity production;
secondly, to make possible the unrestricted creation of a
clags of really ‘‘free laborers,’’ liberating the industrial
development from all its feudal fetters. Essentially, the
tasks of the bourgeois revolution.
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8. It was on this foundation that the State of ezarist
;1[}.4:;[111‘1.*:u1_:1I1'{)_w. The existence of this State ([{-p{"ildu‘g‘[:
on an equilibrium between the two possessing classes
1.wi1'ht'1', of which was able to dominate ‘r]ﬁ.m.cl;.th.rq:” Ii
vﬂpit;ml}spl furnished the econontie hackbone of tll;lt.f"";1"!‘c
its p(.ah'tu:u] prop was provided by the fendal Ilt)i;f.]("lli:.ﬁ’l
“(fonstitution,” ““right to vote,”” and system of “':-‘ﬂ‘f-‘
government’ could not eonceal the I)L)]";IH-I'Z“I.[ il'rq-mh:l'u_-:-
of :-1.11_ classes in the ezarist State which, under Ille';
conditions  of the country’s economic lr:.tt‘k\\’ill'!"llli'.\l.‘%
produced a method of government which wné a ﬁli'ﬂ-ﬁlj::
of European absolutism and Oriental despotism. "

9. Politically, the tasks confronting the Russian
I?.:_:\'ul}ﬁ'.m't were: the destruction of ahsolutism ﬂn
;-.lmlii_'mu u‘L" the feudal nobility as the first t).‘it:li'(!...m-l‘d the
ereation of a ]mlii“h-nl constitution and an administrative
apparatus which wonld seeure politically the Jr'ullillnlwm
of the _‘=~<-mmmic- task of the Revolution. Tlhe p.ni.i.timl
tasks of t.]n- Russian Revolution were, therefore, quii‘ﬁ :in
accord with its cconomie presuppositions, the tasks of
the bourgeois revolution, e

II—THE CLASS GROUPINGS OF THE
RUSSIAN REVOLUTION.

10, _Tlu_v to the peeuliar social combination of feudal
and capitalistic clements, the Russian Revolution was 'I]:H).
confronted with complicated tasks. It differed in l"-ib";ljl‘l.li’(‘
as 'lfuufl;\_'n!mltalI_\-' irom the elassic houreenis r'vvrﬂuilibnn m.
the social structure of Russian absolutism at th'c
heginning of the 20th century differed, say from that of
French absolutism in the 17th century, l

fl .'{‘hli.\: difference, corresponding to the dissimilar
economic foundation, found its elearest political v:{pm:é-
sion in the attitude of the various classes of Russis
tttwar'r} Czarism and the vevolution. From the .‘ﬂﬂlld‘]i.ﬂ:llt
of their cconomic interests, all these classes were ‘fl‘lll'ld.'l-.
mentally in opposition to Czarism, In pn]itiuui il.!'tlt't-i.n-('
-hm‘.'vifat’. ’[hlf:};mmsi‘rion differed not only in desree hﬁf
was ,:Imt.- different also in its aim and goal. |
fm-l}.]. i T‘h_c-.. Il{“'ll.l(lil-] 1'}['){11'11:._:; fr'ﬂu;_zht fundamentally only
‘{ft 1e extension of its influenee over the ahsolutist

jhtbalim\i!':’i:ﬂu to keep it intact for the safeguarding of
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: s bhourgeoisie, numerically .weak, politically
dvplti(lul'l;’g.uémnil di::?ect.]y bound to_Cz'aLmsm jcl}roilgh_sta‘;te
bsidies. made numerous shifts in its politica O.I'leli]l a-
?il:m The Decembrist mnv}cmen{c) of %8%5 S“trg‘fethegtothi
o, v attack on the absolutis A
Iit;lzhz);mt]llla:ierrorist movement of the Narodnlkl in th(‘z
70’s and 80’s, they supported‘ the revolutl_onary moxcer.rfel}]
passively for the purpose of s‘r.rengihmql}g 111('. P] es.s:}ut
on Czarism. They also attempte(.l to utilize, :1.‘,. ai I'IIFL«.LIES
of pressure, the revolutionary strike mu_w:11e11.‘fs, d 01“-]]0 u
the October struggles of 1905. Their aim was no 0‘11%,}{1.1
the overthrow but the rcform (3f Czarism. ‘D11r111.1g1917e
parliamentary period from 1.‘9{]0 to thfe spring of 1917,
they entered upon a phase of cooperation wxlh?Czamiﬁl,
Tinally, the Russian bmu'geo_mle, in flight }rorrfl the
consequences of the revolutmnary strugeles (;). ] i
proletarian and peasant masses, arrlqu at uncon 1thi1a
surrender to czarist reaction in the period 9f the Korr}1 ov
Putsch, which was designed to re-establish the former
power of the Czar. It became uountel'—‘l'cvolutlolgary
even before the tasks of its own rm«;lutl.on_ had eﬁn
accomplished. The first class characteristic of the
Russian Revolution is, therefore, the .fact that has ::
bourgeois revolution it had to be carried throug T}I:o
only without but directly against the'bourge01s1e. L. u?
arose a fundamental alteration of its whole politica

character.

14. In conformity with their mrerwhelmmg ma-,]orlt)‘ft,
the peasants became the soc.ial group I}vhmh T:Ltﬂle?ﬁe
passively determined the Russian R',evqln_tmn. "5’211 e 3
numerically less important uap_ltallst-lc—mldh e 'a::)lis
upper—peasantry represented a liberal, petty- 'm:rrg;nd
policy, the preponderant numbex: of fanushllna o
enslaved small peasants were forced by e emen }?
necessities into the course of violent expropriation m“_]t.;e.
large estates. Unable to pursue a clas‘s poliecy of .1‘11{{1
mv;. the Russian peasant ulepu-‘ntls found 1‘110..1315_%??
compelled to follow the leadership of other elqs:.m::... "nd'l'
February 1917 thev had, on Tl_w._ \\-‘hplu. du.spm_- :..xp.mf:. 1(4[;
revolts, been the firm hasis of Czarism. As a result o
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their massive immobility and backwardness, the 1905
revolution collapsed. In 1917 they were decisive in
bringing about the end of Czarism, which had organized
them in great social units in the army, in that they
passively erippled the conduct of the war. By their
primitive but irresistible revolts in the villages during
the further course of the Revolution, thus doing away
with the large estates, they created the Tecessary
conditions for the vietory of the Bolshevik revolution
which, during the years of eivil war, was able to maintain
itself only by reason of their further active assistance.

15. In spite of itg backwardness, the Russian
proletariat possessed great fighting strength, due to the
mereiless schooling of the combined ezarist and
capitalist oppression. It threw itself with enormous
tenacity into the actions of the Russian hourgeois
revolution and became its sharpest and most reliable
instrument. As each of its actions, through the clash
with Czarism, became a revolutionary one, it develbped
a primitive class-consciousness whieh in the struggles of
1917, especially in the spontaneous taking over of
dominant enterprises, raised itself to the height of
subjective communist will.

16. The petty-bourgeois intelligentsia played a
distinet role in the Russian Revolution, Intolerably
restricted in material and cultural matters, hindered in
professional progress, schooled in the most advaneed
ideas of Western Europe, the best forces of the Russian
intelligentsia stood in the forefront of the revolutionary
movement, and by their leadership imprinted upon it a
petty-bourgeois, jacobinical stamp. The Russian social-
democratic movement, in its professional-revolutionary
leader-element, econstitutes primarily a party of the
revolutionary petty-hourgeoisie.

17.  For the elass solution of the problems presented
by the Russian Revolution, there arose a peculiar
combination of forces. The enormous peasant masses
formed its passive foundation; the numerically weaker
but revolutionarily strong proletarian masses represented
its fichting instrument; the small element of revolution-
ary intelleetuals arose as the master mind of the
Revolution,



18. This elass triangle was a neeessary development
of czarist society which was ruled politically by the
absolutist. independent State. based on the disfranchiged
possessing - elasses; the feudal nobility and the bour
geoisie. The peculiar prohlems involved in accomplishing
the bourgeois revolution without and against the
bourgeoisic grew out of the necessity for the overthrow
of Czarvism, of mobilizing the proletariat and peasantry
in the strugele for their own interests and thereby
destroying not only Czarism but the existing forms of
feudal and capitalist exploitation. Numerieally, the
peasants would haye been able to handle the matter alone.
but were politically not in 2 position to do s0 as they
were unable to aetualize their class interests except by
subordinating themselves to the leadership of some othep
c¢lass element which in a certain measure determined to
what degrée the c¢lass. interests of the peasantry were
carried through. The Russian workers developed, in 1917,
the beginnings of an independent eommunist class poliey,
but lacked the social presuppositions for their vietory,
which as a victory of the proletarian revolution would
have had to be a vietory also over the peasantry. This
avas, impossible Tor the Russian proletariat which. in its
various strata, numbered but ten millions. Agcordingly
they—just lilke the peasants—had to subordinate them-
selves to the leadership- of a group of intellectuals not
organically- bound up with their. interests.

19. The creation of the organized leadership of the:

Russian Revolution and the development of an appro-

priate tactic is the merit of the Bolsheviks, They
accomplished the seemingly hopeless task of creating the

coniradictory - alliance between the peasant masses
fichting for private property and the proletariat fichting
for communism, thus making the revolution under its
difficult conditions possible and assuring its success by
binding together this contradictory peacant-worker
combination with the iron links -of their party dictator-

ship. The Bolsheviks constitute the leadership party of

Russia’s revolutionary pefty-bourgeois intelliventsia;
they accomplished the historical task of the Russian
Revolution, namely, the fitting of history to the back of

the bourgeois-revolutionary peasantry combined with the

proletarian-revoluticnary working- class;
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IV.—THE ESSENCE OF BOLSHEVISM.

20. Bolshevism has all the fundamental character-
isties of bourgeois-revolutionary policy intensified by the
insight (taken over from Marxism) into the laws of
movement of social ‘classes. Lenin’s phrase, ‘the
revolutionary social demoerat is the Jacobin linked with
the masses,”” is more than an external comparison. It is
rather an expression of the inner technico-politieal
affinity with the movement of the revolutionary petty-
bourgeoisie of the French revolution.

21. The basie prineiple of Bolshevik policy—the
conquest and exercise of power by the organization—is
jacobinical. The guiding line of the great political
perspective and of its realization through the tactie of
the Bolshevik organization fighting for power is
jacobinical; the mobilization of all suitable means and
forces of society for the overthrow of the absolutist
opponent, combined with the application of all methods
which promise sucecess; zigzagging and compromising
with any social foree which may be used, if even for the

, shortest time and in the least important sector of the

struggle. The fundamental idea of bolshevist organiza-
tion, finally, is jacobinical; the ereation of a striet
organization of professional revolutionists which will
remain a pliant tool of omnipotent leadership.

22. Theoretically, Bolshevism has by no means
developed a thought structure of its own which could
be considered a closed system. It has, rather, taken over
the Marxist method of looking at classes and adapted it
to the Russian revolutionary situation, ie, basically
changed its content while maintaining its concepts,

23. The one ideological achievement of Bolshevism
is the connecting of its own political theory as a whole
with philosophical materialism. As a radieal protagonist
of the bourgeois revolution, it falls upon the radical,
philosophical ideology of the bhourgeois revolution and
makes it the dogma of its own view of human society,
This fixation upon philosophical materialism is aceom-
panied by a continual backsliding into philosophical
idealism which considers political practice as in the last
instance the emanation of the action of leaders. (Treason
of reformism; idolatry of Lenin and Stalin.)
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94. The organization of Bolshevism arose out of the
social-democratie eircles of intelleetual revolutionists and
developed through factional strugeles, splits and defeats
into an organization of leaders with the dominant
positions in the hands of the petty-bourgeois intellectuals,
Tts further erowth, favored by the continuously illegal
sitnation, established it as a politieal organization of
military character, hased on professional revolutionists.
Only through such a straightJaced instrument of leader-
ship could the Bolshevik tactic be earried through and
the historieal task of Russia’s revolutionary intelligentsia
he fulfilled.

95 The Bolshevik tactie, in the service of pursuing
the eonquest of power by the organization, revealed—
especially up to October 1917—a powerful inner
consisteney. Its continual outer fluetuations were
essentially only temporary adaptations to altered
situations and to altered relations of forces between the
classes. In accordance with the prineiple of absolute
subordination of the means to the end, without any
sonsideration of the ideological effect on the classes which
it led, the tactie was overhauled even in apparently
fundamental questions. It was the task of the
functionaries to malke each of these manoeuvers under-
standable to the ‘‘masses.”” On the other hand, every
ideological stirring among the masses, even when
fundamentally in contradiction to the party program,
~was utilized. That could be done because the only issue

was the uneonditional capture of masses for its policy.
1t had to be done because these masses, workers and
peasants, had econtradictory interests and a completely
different consciousness. Precisely for this reason, how-
ever, the tactical method of Bolshevism reveals its
connection with revolutionary-bourgeois policy; it is, in
fact. the method of that policy which Bolshevism
actualizes.

V.—THE DIRECTORS OF BOLSHEVIST POLICY.

96. The goal which furnished the starting point of
Bolshevism is the overthrow of the czarist system. As
an attack on absolutism, it is of revolutionary-bourgeois
character. To this goal is subordinated the strugegle
ahout the tactical line within the Russian social
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democracy. In this struggle, Bolshevisi rolops it
nmethods and slogans. =" yisT: GovClonendis

97. It was the historical task of Bolshevism to weld
t(.r_l_ruther_. by its leadership tactie, the rebellion of the
proletariat and peasantry, who stood on quite different
social planes, to the end of common action against the
foudal State. It had to combine the peasant m-vﬁlf
(action of the bourgeois revolution at the beginning of
the development of bourgeois society) with the prole-
tarian revolt (action of the proletarian revolution at the
cn(.i_of the development of bourgeois society) into a
unified action. It was able to do this only by reason of
+he fact that it unfolded a grand strategy in whiech use
was made of the most diverse class stirrings and
tendencies.

28. This utilization strategy begins with the willing-
ness to capitalize the smallest splits and cracks in ﬂ?e
oppon'ent’s camp. Thus Lenin once spoke of the liberal
proprietors as ‘“our allies of tomorrow,’’ while at another
time he came out for support of the priests who turned
amainst the government because of their material neglect.
T2 was also ready to support the religious sects
persecuted by Czarism.

' 29. The clarity of Lenin’s tactic. however, reveals
1tsclf.1n the fact that, especially as a rcsult of the
experiences of 1905, he posed the question of the “‘allies
of the revolution’ on the right line, in that he turned
more sharply against all compromises with the dominant
capitalist groups and restricted the policy of the “ally?”’
and Qf; compromises to the petiy-bourgeois and small-
peasant - clements, i.e., those eclements which alone
historieally could be mobilized for the bourgeois
revolution in Russia. S

30. The two-class basis of DBolshevik policy is

‘e‘xpressed _brqadly in the tactical slogan of the

dgmoqratm dictatorship of the workers and peasants,’’
which in 1905 was made the general guiding line of
Bolshemk policy and which still ecarried with it the
illusionary i_dfza of some sort of parliamentarism without
the bourgeoisie. It was later replaced by the slogan of a
““clags alliance hetween the workers and peasants.”’
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i but the
“hi Tis formula was concealed 'nothm_g 0, the
E:}]ﬁr}tvﬂlﬂ? setting lm}'h these (.513.5:3‘&?.‘5 in motion for the
Jolshevik policy of seizing power. ecks Wheaner b
31, The ftemporary slogaml j_mde{z W b
classes determining for the Russian fw{ur .nﬁﬂ Hoe In
were ruthlessly subm-dn_late{ll to .thc ngL pT -‘Forv o
be mobilized on the basis of th(—.‘-.ll‘ c:o‘qi..r.a(f:g. mE)bilim e
the forces of these classes. In oua-_é{]r. T
peasantry, the Bolsheviks as early as ‘._1.4[.0 fgflthle_ en s
coined the slogan of ‘‘radical expropria uln Lo e
proprietors by the peasant;s. This tsao;,.an SO
regarded from the peasants staudlpmln‘ ;mqll iy
to divide the big estates among t 1.(: ?‘[i(_;nm'v nmie
When the Mensheviks pointed out the reac ‘ufnf;ﬁod ik
of the Bolshevik agrarian slo_l_r.ans', Le1111a1_111 e ot
that the Bolsheviks had not in t?m “e ’r\d o
was to be done with the expropr ia ﬂ-timj Righ ol
regulate this 31111.1'1'01' 1\*5[1;.:1,%13;‘.“223 a:l{];:lde ; S Ir_‘le]na,nd
?E?l?m;iycr%ﬂlil({n}; t:}ﬁhttli ]a:'g:t-\. sstates by the peasan?s\ wz;.:
t.?u:x;)lf apdemagngia character, but ‘:s:‘r..i'uc*.lk1 fl?]feligjﬁﬁl
on the dominant point of their mtemst}s. i 11H i o
e e hﬂ'v’_;‘ tiﬂts(;o?{tfﬁpe%{i_:rﬁrﬁilﬁ11g for their
-arkers. e.o, that of the soviels, te a .
;\ U'Itl'l'L t?\‘fﬂz‘g{n}?};;; the momentary suceess of a fulngzg%
al(uz'% \\:a.s by no means regarded as an nbhﬁ?tlt(:]the
;rincip]a on the part of ﬂ.l(?.pil.]‘tj‘! W 1t11{1 r(,tﬂit:y }{aving
masses. but as a propagandistic mea;ns of a Ewer b e
for its final content the conquest ol P
Orggglm{f?ﬁhe period 1906-14, Bolshevisrp _devo]_lop{:.cd_. tlilé
tht-:(.nnbin ation of legal with 1;110;:{’1‘1 a’{:{il'w?:;c tti::ew aa;: e
of ““revolutionary pm'liamer&’ramsm. This e
aecord with the situation of the bourgeois revoeeded i
Russia. With the aid of this tachfet_: it 'iﬁ'; t[v:.v el
linking the day-to-day guerilla war &re (zé;;aﬁfs b
workers and Crarism, and betweenu- e aI't)mn s ead
S M ‘{.ho. e c'lltj:le R(:waip[;r;patronldi‘r.imm. In
Jon  ander
i:ri?;;f:f{?r 1('.[‘;:0?111:‘&-9 in parliamentary a}"tlﬂty‘ O%e;,];f
e Jf the Russial social democracy bore, in consequenc
p?ﬂ{ fﬂ'wis-f. dic:m’rm'iul policy, a bourgeois-revolutionary
pl ezarist Lat
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tharacter. In its tactie of mohiij, e i

classes of the Russian Rm-‘o]utiunﬂillfl?fe 1‘50 \.1-,'“710, EIF"MS}VE
between the revolution of 1905 down tg thlé'l\%- "f‘l‘t““ﬁmn
this aim was further pursued and the Dumg W.;).l }l‘War‘
a tribune for its propaganda among the \1'0(15’ }Md a4
peasants. SeERang

VIL—BOLSHEVISM AND THE WORKING CLASS
33. Bolshevism has solved the historieal problemg of-
the bourgeois revolution in feudal-capitalist Russia with
the aid of the proletariat as the active, fighting
instrament, It has also appropriagted the 1'(-:\70111ﬁ()]1&1';'
theory of the working class and transformed that theory
to suit ifs purposes. “Marxism-Leninism’’ is not
Marxism, but a filling of the Marxist terminclogy
adapted to the needs of the bourgzeois revolution in
Russia with the social econtent of the Bussian Revolution,
This theory becomes, in the hands of {he Bolsheviks, and
in gpite of its beine a means of understanding thesclass
structure and tendencies of Russia, also the means of
veiling the actual elass content of the Bolshevik
revolution. Behind the Marxist concepts and slogans is
concealed the content of a bourgeois revolution which
had to be brought about, under the leadership of a
revolutionary petty-bourgeois intelligentsia, by the united
assault of a socialistically oriented proletariat and a
peasantry tied to private property, against ezarist
absolutism, land-owning nobility and the bourgeoisie.
34. The absolute claim to leadership on the part of
the revolutionary, petty-bourgeois and jacobinical intel-
ligentsia is concealed behind the Bolshevik conception of
the role of the Party among the working class. The
petty-bourgeois intelligentsia eould expand its organiza.
tien into an active revolutionary weapon only on
condition of attracting and making use of proletarian
forces. It therefore called its jacobinical ‘party prole-
tarian. The subordination of the fighting working' class
to the petty-bourgeois leadership was justified by
Bolshevism on the theory of the ‘‘vanguard’’ of the
proletariat—a theory which it extended in practice to the
principle that the party is the emhodiment of the elass.
The Party, that is, is not an instrument of the working-
class, but t*c workino.class an instrument of the Party.
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35. The necessity for basing Bolshevik policy on the
two lower classes of Russian society is transcribed by
Bolshevism into the formula of a ‘‘class alliance between
the proletariat and the peasantry’’—an alliance in which
logically antagonistic class interests are -consciously
lumped together.

36. The demand for unconditional leadership of the
peasantry is disgnised by Bolshevism with the formula
of the ‘‘primacy of the proletariat in the revolution.”
As.the proletariat in its turn is ruled by the Bolshevik
Party, the ‘‘primacy of the proletariat’’ means the
primacy of the Bolshevik Party and its claim to
governing both classes. ‘

37. The Bolshevik pretention of scizing power with
the support of two classes finds its highest expression in
the Bolshevik concept of the ‘‘dictatorship of the
proletariat.”” In conjunction with the concept of the
Party as the absolute leader-organization of the class,
the formula of the proletarian dictatorship naturally
means mastery on the part of the jacobinical-holshevik
organization. Its class eontent is furthermore completely
done away with by the bolshevik definition of the
dictatorship of the proletariat as the ‘‘class alliance
between proletariat and peasantry under the primacy of
the proletariat.’”” (Stalin and the program of the
Comintern.) The Marxist principle of the dietatorship
of the working class is thus distorted by Bolshevism into
the rule over two opposed classes by the jacobinical
party.

38. The bourgeois character of the Bolshevik
revolution is underscored by the Bolsheviks themselves
in their revised slogan of the ‘‘people’s revolution,’’ i.e.,
the common struggle of different classes of a people in
one revolution. That is the typical slogan of every
bhourgeois revolution which behind a bourgeois leadership
brings masses of petty-bonrgeois peasants and proletar-
ians into action for its own class aims.

39. Tn view of the organization’s struggle for power
over the revolutionary classes, every democratic attitude
of Bolshevism becomes a mere tactical chess move. This
has bheen proved particularly in the question of workers’
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demoeracy in the soviets. The Leninist slogan of March
1917, ‘‘all power to the _suv‘:ets," l.m_re the typieal two-
elass aspeet of the Russian Revolution, for the soviets
were the ‘‘councils of workers, peasants and soldiers’’
(i.e. again peasants). Furthermore, the slogan was mere
tactic. It was put forth by Lenin in ﬂ‘lt:‘ February
revolution because it gseemed to assure .the peaceful”’
tpansition of control from the soc1&].-1‘01:0111’51011m.‘y
Menshevik coalition to the Bolsheviks by ﬂln-. inerease of
{heir influence in the goviets. When, after the July
demonstration, the influence of 'the Bolsheviks over t}le_!
soviets deelined, Lenin temporarily abandoned the soviet
glocan and demanded the orgamzation of other slogans
of insurrection by the Bolshevik Party. It was only
when, as a result of the Kornilov Putsch, the bolshevile
inflience in the soviets again sharply increased, _@'.hat
Lenin’s party again took up the soviet slogan. Since
the Bolsheviks regarded the soviets preponderantly as
organs of insurreetion instead of as organs of self-
sovernment of the working class, they made it all too
elear that to them the soviets were only a tool by the :11'(-{
of which their party counld take over the power. This
has been demonstrated in general practice, not only by
their organization of the soviet state affer the conquest
of power, but also in the special case of the bloody
repression of the Kronstadt rebellion, The peasant-
copitalist demands of this insurrection were granted by
the NEP; its proletarian-democratic demands, however,
were drownel in working-class blood.

40. The struggle over the content of the Rnss.ia,n
soviets led, as early as 1920, to the formation of a
cenuine, though on the whole still weak, communist
eurrent in the Party. The workurs’_ opposition
(Utyanikov) represented the idea of carrying through
soviet demoecracy for the working-class. Like all other
serions oppositions of this nature, later on, it was
eradicated by imprisonment, exile and military execution,
but its platform remains as the historieal starting point
for an indenendent, proletarian-communist movement
acanst the Bolshevik regime.
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41. The attitude of the Bolshevi
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evolution of 1917 becomes clear merely from
eration of the fact that in that case a development
onths would have sufficed to create the
economic and social presuppositions for a proletarian
revolution in a counfry which had just entered the
rocess of its bourgeois revolution, i.e. simply to leap an
economic and social phase of development that would ab
1east require decades. In reality, the revolution of 1917
i a oquite umitary social process of transformation,
‘nning with the collapse of Czarism and attaining its

beglnming ; : . :
climax with the victorious armed insurrection of the
Bolsheviks on November 7th. This violent process of
transformation is that of Russia’s bourgeois revolution
under the historically created, peculiar Russian condi-

tions.
44. TIn this process, the party of the revolutionary,
on the two soecial

jacobinical intelligentsia seized power
waves of peasant and proletarian mass insurrection and
created in the place of the shattered governing triangle,
(zarism, nobility, bourgeoisie, the new governing
trianele, bolghevism, peasantry, working class. Just as
the state apparatus of Czarism rnled independently over
the two possessing classes, so the new Bolshevik state
apparatus began to make itself independent of its double
clags basis. Russia stepped out of the conditions of
ezarist absolutism into those of Bolshevik absolutism.
45. Bolshevik policy attains, during the revolution-
ary period, its highest point in the way of embracing and
mastering the class forces of the revolution. The acme
of their revolutionary tactic is reached in the preparation
snd carrying out of the armed insurrection. The question
of the violent uprising became for the Bolsheviks a
question of an exact, thoroughly scheduled and planned
military action, the head of which as well as its driving
and controlling force was the Bolshevik Party with its
military formations. Conception, preparation and
execution of the armed insurrection by the Bolsheviks
bear the obyious stamp of the jacobinical conspiracy, (in
the Russian Revolution again the only possible policy)
that is. of insurrection under the peeuliar conditions of
carrying through the bourgeois revolution against the

hourgeoisie,

Gmlsid
of seven M
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46. The inner character of the Bolshevik i
as a hourgeois revolution 11:\'11‘.::]_2{ i‘[l.-::]];'hill_: l%r[sl't!\'ulut1n_n
slogans. ‘To the peasant masses, ﬂw ll"e?f)}nm!m‘
represented the violent expropriation of the l-11<:-'.h 1‘1-.\’11{.&;
by the spontaneous action of the 1:1'r1d—]m‘r1fi-{.-{"h-t-ateg
peasantry. They perfeetly expressed in their -:\‘-fu}&”
practice and slogans (Peace and Land) the intt‘:lfg}m'.mn
the peasants fiehting for the seeurity of small ()«;1\ ot
property, hence on capitalistic lines, and were tﬁ;i\ah'
ﬂml agrarian question, ruthless champions m“. «;'n’ T‘n
(japl._Tu.hm-' hence not socialist-proletarian interests ’t;' o
feudal and capitalist landed property. e

o 4{1.1 _{\m: \‘Jﬂ] 1!‘(:;_:-:1.1-(1 to ‘r?m workers were: the
momic demands of the Bolshevik revolution filled wi }'
a .Ffm"ml.l.‘q'. content. Lenin on several oceasions .1’v.pvi]nx]
wﬁh distinet sharpness the Menshevik criticism i‘h%d
Dolshevism represented a utopian policy of sm*i';]iy‘rl." o
of production in a country mnot yet ripe ‘fn‘;- g
Tiflll-‘- Bolshevists declared that in fhe revolution 1;[1
]\: r‘ltﬁ nf?'r ai n].l a r!_'_!u]"'ﬂ ion of soecialization of }ﬂ'ndut'ﬁ-ionl
ut- of - control of produetion by the workers The
Hl:';;_:;l.l.l_ of ‘confrol of produetion served 1'}.1\0 I"i‘r‘[e o
to mamtain capitalism as a force for 1‘&‘{-111;111-:1.] -1‘1‘113){
economic organization. of . produetion, but dr-‘];rl\:i:}-(r
it of  its :.'ha.r:uﬂ'rxr- of exploitation. 7 -The bourge l%b-
charactel: ot the Bolshevik revolution and the Bolshe Ulk
self-restriction: to "this bourgeois economic charac‘ge o
;{ﬂr})ti.\;mTfttl)g‘ihe consolidation of the results of the cl;ireis

LOW 0 7, could not:be shown mor : : %
this ‘slogan’ of control of production. ?le i’ tha‘n g

48. The elemental foree of the workers’ attack
the one hand, and the sabotage of the tt.lvi"h.l'(lT [:I{
fjppluyym un_l]‘n- other, meanwhile drove the B-nlﬁ;h:':\]'lfllt'
1ndustr1‘a1 policy further into taking over the ind{lst i i
enterprises by the new povernmental bureaueracy '}.‘lla‘
s’f.u‘r(-‘ economy which at fivst. thmughnﬁt.th.c ]}iiéod {:Sf'
\(\{;}]1 Tir‘m.n‘mlunmm. almost choked from overoreanization
m_].: ‘m- \15:{11}. was denoted by Lenin as state capitalism
The designation of the Bolshevik state economy ,
soeialist is a produet of the Stalinist era. - Vs
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49, Lenin himself had, however, no other funda-

mental conception of socialization of production than that
of a bureaucratically conducted state economy. To him
he German war economy and the postal service were
Jlustrations of socialist organization, ie. economic
organization of an outright bureaucratic character,
centralistically controlled from above. He saw only the
technical, not the proletarian, social side of the
cocialization problem. Lenin likewise based himself, and
with him Bolshevism in general, on the concepts of
gocialization propounded by the centrist Hilferding, who
in his ‘‘Finance Capital’’ had sketched an idealized
icture of a completely organized capitalism. The actual
roblem in socializing production, ie. the taking over of
the enterprises and the organization of economy through
the working class and its class organizations, the shop
councils; Bolshevism has completely passed it by. It had
to be passed by because the Marxist idea of the
association of free and equal producers is directly
opposed to the essence of the rule of a jacobinjcal
organization, and because Russia did not possess the
social and economic conditions necessary for socialism.
The socialiazation concept of the Bolsheviks is therefore
nothing but a capitalist economy taken over by the State
and directed from the outside and from above by its
bureaucracy. The Bolshevik soecialism is state-organized
capitalism.

VIIL—BOLSHEVIK INTERNATIONALISM AND

THE NATIONAL QUESTION.

50. During the World War, the Bolsheviks
represented a consistently international standpoint under
the slogan ‘‘Convert the imperialist war into eivil war’’
and had apparently conducted themselves as consistent
Marxists. But their revolutionary internationalism was
as much determined by their tactic in the struggle for
the Russian Revolution as was later their swing to the
NEP. The appeal to the international proletariat was
only one side of a large-laid policy for international
support of the Russian revolution. The other side was
the policy and propaganda of “pational self-determina-
tion'’ in which the class outlook was even more definitely
sacrificed than in the concept of “people’s revolution,”
in favor of an appeal to all elasses of cortain peoples.
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0l. This double-faced ‘‘two-class internationalism?’
of the DBolsheviks ecorresponded to the international
sitnation of Russia and of her revolution. Russia stands
between the two eenters of the imperialist world system,
geographically and sociologically. In Russia, where the
active imperialist and the passive colonial tendencies met
the system collapsed. The reactionary classes of Russia
were ineompetent to put it together again, as theip
deeisive defeat in the Kornilov Putsch and later in the
civil war has proved. The only real danger threatenine
the Russian revolution was that of imperialist intel-\re_n:
tion. Only military invasion on the part of imperialist
capital could strike down Bolshevism and restore
Czarism—the old regime which had been built into the
world system of imperialist exploitation both as ap
instrument and as material at the same time. Th,
problem of active defense of Bolshevism against worlqd
imperialism consisted, therefore, in counter-attacking iy
the imperialist centers of power. This was brought about
through the two-sided international policy of Bolshevism,

52. With the standpoint of the international prole.
tarian revolution, Bolshevism propagated an interng]
attack by the international proletariat on the center of
~world imperialism in the highly developed -capitalist
countries: With the policy of ‘‘the right to national self-
determination’’ Bolshevism propagated an attack by the
oppressed peasant peoples of the Far Bast on the
colonial center of world imperialism. In a double-phased
international policy adjusted to tremendous perspectives,
Bolshevism attempted to lengthen the proletarian and
peasant arms of its revolution into the international
stretehes of world capitalism.

53. The position of Bolshevism on the ‘‘national
question’’ is practical, hence not merely an expedient of
the bourgeois revolution of its own country—a revolution
which wished to strike Czarism with the aid of the
national instinets of the oppressed peasant elements and
nationalities of the Russian BEmpire. Tt is, at the same
time, the peasant internationalism of a bourgeois
revolution which was acecomplished in the age of world
imperialism and which could hold out in the meshes of
the imperialist net only with the aid of an internationally
oriented and activated eounter-poliey.
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54, As instruments of Bolshevist leadership for this
policy of international support for the hourgeais
revolution accomplished on Russian soil, . Bolshevism
gttempted to ereate two int n:rl].a.t-mlwl organmizations: the
Third International to mobilize the workers of the highly
developed capitalist eountries, and the .Pi‘.a,h'a}l'f- Interna-
tional as an organization for Belshevik mobilization of
the oriental peasant peoples. As the final guiding

thonght of this infernational double-class policy there

appeared the idea ‘(_)f the world revolution, il} which th_‘_e
international (European-‘American) proletarian revolu-
tion and the national (mainly Oriental) peasant revolu-
tion were to be riveted into a new international unity of
bolshevik  world policy under the strict leadership of
Mosecow. Thus the concept of “world- revolution’ has
for the Bolsheviks an altogether different _f'.lmqsa content.
Tt no longer has anything in common with the inter-
national proletarian revolution.

55. The international policy of Bolshevism was thus

directed to repeating the Russian Revolution on a world

seale by simultaneous utilization of the 1.11-010131'ian.:_md
the peasant-bourgeois revolutions and the}-eby 11_1a1I(m§;
the leadership of the Bolshevik party of Russia the
commander of a world bolshevik system of coupling
toeetheér the communist-proletarian and pn:us:n's.’r.-eapltahs:t
interests. This poliecy was insofar ‘positi_w'-._ as it l}a.s
protected the Bolshevik State from 11_111w.':;1h.?'t invasion
by contimially disquietening the capitalist States, and

‘thereby has given it time to build itself gl’;u.‘lu:ﬂl}f into
‘the world imperialist system again by the capitalist

methods of commereial relations, economie agreements
and non:agression pacts. It has _'_1'i.1-'('11. ]_?.:'lsﬁaia the
opportunity for an unhindered national building up and
extension of its own internal position. The two-front

poliey, of Bolshevism was negative in that on both sides

the attempt to carry over the aetive bolshevik Pn]:l(‘.li‘.s
onito a world scale has eollapsed. .The experiment of T_hc
Peasant International has eompletely broken down with
the defeat of bolshevik policy in China, . The Third
Tnternational, after the pitiful collapse of the Communist

Party of Germany, is no longer a factor in bolshevik
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world policy. The gigantie attempt to transplant the
bolshevik policy of Russia into world relations ig
historically a failure, and proves the national, Russian
limitations of Bolshevism. At any rate, the bolshevilk
experiment in international Machtpolitik has affordeq
time and space for the retreat of Bolshevism onto ity
national (Russian) position and for the econversion to
capitalist-imperialist methods of international policy,
Theoretically, this retreat found its expression in the
formula ‘‘socialism in one country,”’ thereby removing
the international ties from the concept of ‘‘socialism”
after the Russian economie practice had already robbed
it of its proletarian class content and turned it into g
disguise of state-capitalist tendeneies found as well in
reformism and in petty-bourgeois faseism.

56. Actually, it is unessential, now that we have the
results of 15 years of the bolshevist State and of the
bolshevist international, whether Lenin at or before the
founding of the Comintern had or had not a different
idea about the effect of this bolshevist international. In
practice, Bolshevism with its concept of the ‘‘right to
national self-determination’’ has developed the tendencies
to a world-bolshevik Machtpolitik. It has also, through
the Comintern, decisively -contributed to the result that
the European proletariat was unable to rise to the height
of revolutionary ecommunist insight and instead remained
stuck in the mud of reformist concepts revived by
Bolshevism and decorated with revolutiopary phrases.
Thus it has come about that the concept of the ‘‘Russian
Fatherland’’ has become the cornerstone of the whole
policy of the bolshevik parties, whereas for proletarian
communism the international working class stands at the
center of all international orientation.

IX—STATE BOLSHEVISM AND THE COMINTERN.

57. The establishment of the Soviet State was the
establishment of the rule of the party of bolshevik
Machiavellism. The sociological basis of this state power,
made independent of its supporting classes and creating
the new social element of the bolshevist bureaucracy, was
composed of the Russian proletariat and peasantry. The
proletariat, enchained with the methods of compulsory
membership in the trade unions and the terrorism of the
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Teheka, formed the basis of the bolshevistie,
eratically (:ullducj:ud state cconomy, The peasantry
concealed and still conceals in its ranks the private
capitalist tendencies of that economy. The Soviet State
in its inner policy was cuutlnua!ly being tossed back and
forth between the two tmlduncles._ It. has attempted to
master them through violent organizational methods such
as the five-year plan policy and compulsory collectiviza-
tion. In praetice, however, it has only inereased the
economic difficulties to the danger point of an explosion
of the economic contradictions by the intolerable over-
tensioning of the forces of the workers and peasants,
The experiment in bureaucratically planned state
economy can by no means be denoted as a complete
suceess. The great international cataclysm?. ‘theatenjng
Russia are bound to increase the contradictions of its
economic system till they become intolerable and may
enormously hasten the collapse of the hitherto gigantic
economic experiment. -

58. The inner character of Russian economy is
determined by the following ecircumstances: it rests on
the foundation of commodity production; it is conducted
according to the viewpoints of capitalist profitability; it
reveals a decidedly capitalist system of wages and speed-
up; it has carried the refinements of capitalist rationali-
zation to the utmost limits. Bolshevist economy 1s state
production with capitalistic methods.

59. This state form of production also produc.es
surplus value, which is squeezed out of the workers in
fullest measure. The Russian State does not, to be sure,
reveal any class of people who individually and 'dlreotly
ave the heneficiaries of the surplus-value production, b}tt
it pockets this surplus value through the bureaucratic,
parasitical apparatus as a whole. In addition to its own
quite costly maintenance, the surplus value produced
serves for the expansion of production, the support of the
peasant elass and as a means of settlement for the foreign
obligations of the State. So that, in :.uldlltmn to the
economically parasitical element OI t'hu raling bureaun-
eracy, the Russian peasants, as a._fhst.:‘nnt part of inter-
national capital, are the beneficiaries of the surp_lus value
produced by the Russian worlers. The Russian state

hurean-
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ceomomy is therefore profit production and u!x_ph)it‘afmn
ecomtomy. It is state capitalism under the historvically
unigie “conditions of the bolshevik regime, and :1.m-u'm'l-_
“ingly vepresents a different and more advanced type of
eapitalist production than even the greatest and most
advanced countries have to show.

60. The foreign policy of the Soviet Union has heen
subordinated to the point of view of seeuring the position
of the -Bolshevist Party and of the state apparatus which
it controls. Beonomiecally, the Russian government
fonght for support of its industrial construetion, \\’h‘.l‘(‘,h
was pushed forward with the greatest exertions. The
isolation of Soviet Russia’s cconomy led to a sirenmous
policy of doing away with the compulsory autavehy while
maintaining control of the foreign trade monopoly.
Jommercial treatics, concessionnaive agreements, as well
as extensive eredit arrangements, reestablished the bond
of Russian state economy with eapitalist world produetion
and its markets, into which Bussia entered pas]‘tly as a
courted customer and partly as a keen eompetitor: On
the other hand, the poliey of economie attachment to
world - capital compelled the soviet government to
cultivate friendly and peaceful velations with the
capitalist powers. The prineiples of a holshevist world
policy, where they were still propagated, were oppor-
tunistically subordinated to the bare commercial treaty.
The entire foreign policy of the Russian government took
on the stamp of a typically capitalist diplomacy and thus,
in the international spherg, definitely tore holshevist
theory loose from bolshevist practice.

61. In.the center of the foreign propaganda of t_hv.
Comintern; Bolshevism, placed the thesis of ”.i].ll‘[)f..‘-l‘l:lh_ﬁ'l‘
encireline of the Soviet Union”’ though such a phrase did
not harmonize-in the least with the complicated lines of
imperialistic conflicts of interests and their m).nfr.inuzﬂly
chaneine  gronpines. It attempted to mobilize the
international proletariat for its foreign policy and,

throuch a partly parliamentary partly putschist poliey

on the part of the communist parties, to create unrest in
the capitalist states from within and thereby strengthen
the diplomatie and economic position of the Soviet
Union.
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62: The oppositions between t Slab Yo
the imperialist powers led to ?nehti}dgc?l‘c?f?ca?mm -
propaganda of the Comintern wunder Lt-he: c? l?nter:
‘‘luenace of War against the USSR "Pros ol
Soviet Union,’’ In that the workers were preseutzgt tlnﬁ
these oppositions as the only and determinine one‘;m'
world policy, they were prevented from gaining ;31
insight into the actual realities of internationa] poﬁﬁcsn
The adherents of the communist parties became, before
everything else, blind and opportunistic defenders of the
Soviet Union and were kept in ignorance of the fact that
ihe Soviet Union had long ago become a full-fledged
factor in imperialist world politics,

63. The continual ery of alarm about an imminent
war by the combined imperialist powers against the
U.S.8.R. served in domestic polities for justifying the
intensified militarization of labor and the inereased
pressure on the Russian proletariat. At the same time,
however, the Soviet Union had and has the greatest
interest in the unconditional avoidance of any military
confliet with other States. The existence of the bolghevik
government depends internally in large measure on the
avoidance of all convulsions in the sphere of foreign
politics, both military as well as revolutionary. There-
fore the Comintern has in practice, in crying contradic-
tion to its old theory and propaganda, carried on a policy
of sabotage of all real revolutionary proletarian
development and in the communist parties somewhat
openly spread the conception that the uphuildirig of the
Soviet Union must first be secured before the proletarian
revolution in Europe can be pressed further. On the
other hand, the Russian government has, to be sure,
employed strong gestures against imperialist powers for
the sake of prestige, but in practice always capitulated
to them. The ‘‘sale’” of the Manchurian railway is an
example of the unresisting capitulation of the U.S.S.R.
to the imperialist opponent. The overhasty recognition
of the Soviet Union by the United States at the same
point of time is, conversely, a proof that the imperialist
powers, within the bounds of their policy of opposing
interests, also know how to give a positive value to the
factor represented by the Soviet Union. Biit especially
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hag the Soviet Union documented its bond with
capitalism by arranging and extending particularly closc
cconomic relations with Italian fascism and Hitler
Germany. The Soviet Union appears as a reliable
ceconomie, and hence also political, support of the most
reactionary fascist dictatorships in Furope. )

64. The policy of unconditional understanding of
the U.S.S.R. with capitalist and imperialist States has not
only economic grounds. Nor is it merely an expression
of military inferiority. The Soviet Union’s ‘‘peace
policy’’ is, rather, quite decisively guaranteed by the
inner situation of Bolshevism, Tts existence as an
independent state power depends on its success in
maintaining an equilibrium Dbetween the dominated
working eclass and the peasantry. In spite of the
progress made in industrializing the country, the position
of the Russian peasantry is still extremely strong. First,
in'its hands still rests in large measure, in spite of all
repressive policies from above, the decision about the
feeding of the country. Secondly, collectivization has
strengthened not only the economic, but also the political
power of the peasantry which as before is still fichting
for private capitalist interests. (For ‘‘collectivization”
in Russia means a collective union of privately owning
peasants with the maintenance of capitalistic methods of
‘aceounting and distribution.) In the third place, finally,
a war and the mass arming of the peasantry would form
the econditions for a renewed and violent peasant revolt
against the bolshevist system; just as, on the other hand.
a revolntion by the European proletariat would also make
probable an open rebellion by the Russian workers. On
these grounds, the policy of understanding between the
Soviet government and the imperialist powers is a life
necessity of bolshevist absolutism.

65. The Comintern itself has become a tool for the
misuse of the international working class for the
opportunist aims of national glorification and the
international security policy of the Russian State. It
arose, in its extra-Russian parts, from combining the
revolutionary cadres of the European proletariat. By
utilizing the authority of the bolshevik revolution, the
organizational principle and tactic of Bolshevism was
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1 the Comintern with the utmost brutality and

< i i iat 1i The executive
: regard for immediate splits. 1
wlthﬂl_léee %E.U.C.I.)—a.nother tool of the leadership of

coussia’s governmental bureaucracy—was made the

i i axti d their
commander of all communist parties an
abﬂﬁ;tewas completely cut loose from the actual
Povalutionary interests of the international working class.
rgeavolutiona,ry phrases and resolutions served as a.'cloa.k
for the counter-revolutionary policy of the Gonémtem
and its parties, which in their bolshevik manner ec_a.mg
as adept in working class betrayal and unrestraine
demagogy as the social-democratic parties had been.
Just as reformism went down, in the hlst_onga,l sense, ohn
the fusion of its apparatus with capitalism, so t ;
Comintern suffered shipwreck by the connection, 1;hrc>"ug‘ﬁ
its apparatus, with the capitalist policy of the Sovie

Union.
X —BOLSHEVISM AND THE INTERNATIONAL

WORKING CLASS. o
. Bolshevism, in principle, tactic and organization,

is aﬁmvement and method of the bourgeois revolution };11
a preponderantly peasant country. It brought tle
socialistically oriented proletariat and the qa.pltahstma.l y
oriented peasantry to a revolutionary uprising, under the
dictatorial leadership of the Ja.t_:o'blmca.l intelligentsia,
against the absolutist State, feudalism and the bourgeoisie,
for the purpose of smashing feudal-capitalistic absolut-
ism, and, in a great strategy of turning everything tg
advantage, joined together the opposed proletarian su}; 3
peasant class-interests with the aid of insight into the
class character of the laws of social development.

7. - Bolshevism is therefore not only unserviceable as
o directive for the revolutionary policy of the mtert-
national proletariat, but is one of its heaviest and mo]i
dangerous impediments. The strugg:le against 1 g
bolshevik ideology, against the bolshevik practices an
hence against all groups seeking %o anchor them zm.ewfm
the proletariat is one of the first tasks in the stl:ugglel for
the revolutionary re-orientation of the working class.
Proletarian policy can e developed only from the
proletarian class ground and, K with the methods and
organizational forms adapted thereto.
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AP.CF. AIMS

The Capitalistic complex of the working  clagg
movement with its multifarious Social-democratic Dre.
judices hindering rather than developing the initiativa
of the masses in the struggle for Communism eXPosay
the need for a working eclass party free from self.
seeking and desire for Office under sapitalism,
Parliamentarism leads to revisionism and betrayal, ang
must be expunged from the program of the revolution-
ary working eclass movement. To this end the Anti.
Parliamentary - Communist Federation describes the
functions of a sineere and intelligent revolutionary
organisation in that it:—

(1) Stands for the revolutionary overthrow of the
Capitalist system of exploitation, and privilege,
and advoeates in its stead the Workers’ Industrial
Republie.

(2) Preaches the class war, recognising that the
present strugele between the classes can only be
solved permanently in the “triumph  of the
working class.

Advocates the overthrow of the present parlia-

‘mentary system of government and urges the

boycotting of “the ballot’ box as the initial
challenge of the workers in the fight for economic
Dbower. - =

Declares that the permanent crisis of Capitalism
has rendered obsolete the official trade and indus-
trial union movements brit recognising the inevi-
tability of struggle, urges the General Strike as
the only effective method of industrial aection.
Holds that unemployment is a chronic and ex-
panding feature of Capitalist conditions and con-
stitutes a real menaee to Capitalism; therefore
urges collaboration of employed and unemployed
in the fight for emanecipation, and supports all
demands that further the eclass struggle.

Printed and Published by
Anti-Parliamentary Communist Federation, Glasgow.
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