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’Die Kommunistische nrbeiter-WEnternat ionale* (’The Communist Workers’ 
International’ ) was first published in German in Berlin in 1923 and 
has been republished by Kommunismen Verlag (Postbox 61, 2880, BAGSV- WRD 
Copenhagen, Denmark). This translation is made from that text, 
home sections were published in English in 192 A in ’The orkers Dread
nought* under the titles 1-orld revolution', 'The International Work
ers' Revolution’, and 'The International and the World Revolution'. 
These were translations of sections I,II,III, and VIII with the pre
amble. However, there were many inaccuracies, 'Kronstadt uprising' was 
rendered as 'henshevik uprising', for example. Similar inaccuracies 
are to be found in the translation of Sorter's * Open Letter’ (1920) 
published in the same paper and suggest that translation was done 
from .a pre-publication draft.
Specifically German terms have been translated exactly. Arbeieterrdte, 
Setreibsorganisationen, Industrieverb^nden have been translated as 
workers’ councils, factory organizations, and industrial unions. The 
second, which was a revolutionary organization with a military funct
ion too, is not to be confused with Jetreibsr&te, translated here as 
factory council, a body established to 'socialise industry* after 1918, 
i.e. the social- democratic means for integrating the proletariat into 
production. The term Union has been left untranslated (hence is always 
underlined) as it was a revolutionary organization not be confused with 
the counter-revolutionary trade unions (Gewerkschaften).
This text is also available in French?

’Invariance' Beriell, n.
(Jacques CAhkTTE, 3.

and in Italian from 
(Edizioni G.dsC, c/c Italy)

BM 381, London UC1V 6XX 
England
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The su .’Sequent passage has been omited and read
"There T^as. a labourite tradi^ipn9 J.tke..that fpun^ .in (the . 
First International and which continued, but easily

' * theoretically ‘ speaking;' into ’ syndicalism; * opposed to the'' 
influence of the tradition historically linked, to Jacobin
ism and Preemasonary. The first tradition did not emerge 
until the end of the German revolution, the single union 
(ikAUL), which wished to use the factory instead of occup
ation as its basis, and which programmatically supported, 
an anti-party workerism,”

Line 1s
“'Fusion with the national capitalist Asian movement and
submission to it.” . f .
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1921 * by Denis Authier "(Faris/

communist left broke with the worker
councils 

a social-republican

eneration of critics have again questioned the official workers’ 
;’leftism”, considering them to be a movement and 

the nth. confirmation of their role in the events of the 
and Gdansk, profound research became necessary in order 
marxism of the Second International, then of social-dem- 
context of the development of capitalist society, 
bpanish Civil t-.'ar, of the real movement including the

of the epoch of the birth

have seen the end 
organizations

’ by HaIio Bock (heisenheim-

(*) Translated from the French? ’Invariance’ berie II, no» 4, 197^»
(l) The basic work for historical research on the left of the German revolution 
is 1oyndicalismus und Linkskommunismus von 1918-
an-Glan, 1969) from which the essential information in* 1 la Gauche allemande’ et 
la question syndicale dans la Illme. Internationale’ (Kommunistisk Program, Cop
enhagen, I971) was taken, and also for ’La Gauche a Hernande’ (Texts) ’ I our 1* hist- 
oire du mouvement communiste en allemagne de 1918 a 1921 * by Denis Authier (Paris/ 
dr ignoles/Naples, 1973). hiven if a third, text ‘ le KaHl) et le mouvement proletarien1 
by Jacqu es Camatte (’Invariance’ berie II, noc 1, 1971) owes a lot of its inform- 
ation to Bock, it has been up to the present the only analysis that attempts to 
go bevond the forms of representation in trying to see what were the.common hopes 
of this movement and that of the most advanced currents of the movement of revolt 
in Germany and Italy at the end of the ’60’s. It also tries, on the basis of pre
vious works, to make formulations useful for the new description ;of the historical 
development of the capitalist economy. This text of ’ Invariance’ makes a periodiz-

I’l*'4 • l : t ti' . .m «.J-K »< r * V J ’ '•»/* ■> 4 '& ’*■

^he Hififorv
uiince a new 

movement, including its left and 
current of capital, after 
’60’s from ^atts to Paris 
to place the tradition of 
ocracy, in the historical

The reciscovery of the
Russian revolution and other minor events in the history of the revolution (a 
history which today can no longer be kept in the bounds 
and maturity of capitalism, as harx and Bordiga wished), quickly showed that the 
history of the German revolution had an exceptional importance due to the capit
alist development of the German zone in relation to other historical experiences 
(Russia, Finland, Hungary, Italy, China, and, then, Spain),

The facts that interest us here and in the next two parts of this introduction 
are those that can be said to belong ’to the break because they tended to break 
with the political-trade unionist establishment of various currents, parties, and 
organizations of official German socialism (social-democracy and centrism, later 
affiliated to the Third International), i.e. with the workers' movement. 

. • • • F r , .--1 t

Presently, with a single exception, the history of the German revolutionary 
movement has been written on the level of organizations (l), 'that is, of forms of 
representation that the movement gave itself and which autonomized themselves from ‘ • *•'**"• •it. In fact, they were only subjectively revolutionary in the short period of 1918 
to the spring of 1921, thus allowing all the movement's political and military 
forms to have a stabilizing and organizing function outside the periods of strong 
activity, - .

- ' ■ ■* ' * - • .

• • • 
’ ’ ’ ; . . • • • 

This function reveals the possible content, and this was often realized by the 
movement, as a radical left of capital. Really, aside from some brief moments of 
confrontation (which, despite all, revealed a very important aggressiveness in a 
certain group of proletarians), the foundations of the German left had a real 

* - •••<•* goal in assuring the social survival of a part of the class of which they were 
the expression, i.e. the most radical categories of the proletariat. Obviously 
that problems posed themselves which were not those belonging to an entirely 
anti-capitalist revolution, but only to a revolution against the then capitalist b 
misery, ’ ■

• By leaving out of this discourse a ’realist’ judgement which should accept the 
’historical conditions' and should limit the critique (and consequently the pers- 

■w pective perhaps possible today), one can show the double character of this revo- 
. lution, and so too even while its communist left broke with the workers' parties, 

parliamentarianism, trade unions, and workers’ and soldiers’ councils which emer
ged at the end of the war as a base for 'direct' democracy for
constitution.

The double character appears clearly to us today, to us who 
of the revohtion, but it is equally clear that the function of
(Unionen and Betreibsrdte)assumed by the most radical masses of the proletariat
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' Union of Ger- 
split in October 1921
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•« . . . »■* *“•. ” •
♦ . * . r < . 1 ? I

• ■ • , • - * ••
• ■ • • t

• • •

• ’ . • . . .% ; X •

* • •. .* • . .. i

s’
Union of Germany (syndicalists)) - reconstitution of the old syndicalist feder
ation in 1919. x

FhU(Gelsenkirchen) - Freie nrbeiter-Union (Gelsenkirchner Hichtung). (Free 
Workers’ Union (Gelsenkirchen tendency)) emerged in October 1920 after the split 
in the FaUD(s). Member of the Moscow Profintern.

-

largely damaged by the post-war cris-

an economic-wage struggle 
(councilist) character of construet-
that is where one sees how far this 
of negation of the traditional capit-

German radical movement did not have,
character (trade unionist), but a managerial
ion since the economy had to be rebuilt. And 
experience remained prisoner of the reaction
alist order and tended to realize the immediate being of the proletariat. Thus
there was no prospect of a positive supercession by means of. the self-negation of 

• • 1 , t • • e •

the capitalist proletarian class.
Beyond the limits of the radical movement itself, which was never more than 

500,000 workers regrouped in the Unionen (3)9 according to the historians, one 
also has to introduce a further unfavourable characteristic before completing 
the study of the Linksradicalens the Russian revolution.

There it was a revolution with a capitalist goal? the intensive development of 
an extremely young industrial economy, since the bourgeois class had neither the 
strength nor the courage to advance the economy (in the midst of the problems 
created by the war) and prefcred maintaining conditions even, hindering the process 
of reproducing workers* labour power, so plunging Russia into, a situation that was 
almost pre-industrial, the working class in this revolution was the only capital- 

t * • ! .. • •

ist category with a sufficiently radical historical will to. cast aside the old 
apparatus and open the way to a stable and modern capitalist accumulation, however • • • • • • •
without the bourgeois class, in the classical sense, and itself attempting to ass
ume management and planning. (Later, due to the war, the market, the Russian econ
omic structure, and the political delay of the world bourgeoisie, that was only 
realized by going over from workers’ management to despotic management by the 
state through anonymous capital. The mimicry by men was changed, but not their- 
submission to the logic of capitalist society;)

as in any break, the Russian break set men and passions in motion. The soviets 
and councils, as well as the currents of the revolution (left-Bolsheviks and then 

. . , t ‘ . 4 - ■ • ' ’ • ■' ■ 

the anarchists) were understood as the expression of a new revolutionary creativ
ity. But their historical and social limits prevented them from succeeding, even 
with the global view, in cutting the Gordian knot of politics, i.e. national ind
ependence, parliamentarianism, frontism, as Gorter’s critique shows, even if, like 
all his contemporaries, he placed himself in a world of expressions and political 
formations without going on to: criticize the real content. (Judging by the domin
ant form-of representation chosen by' this movement, the Bolshevik party was am
biguous even from the capitalist point-, of view? Zinoviev or Lenin^)

1 ’ • • • e

• ♦ • •

The Russian break was thus a factor of revolutionary elan, but its managerial 
and political quality immediately called the tune for the world revolution. The 
German revolution did not manage to supercede that and, moreover, this capitalist 

(1 cont.) of capitalist society on the basis of the movement from formal subsump
tion of labour under capital to the real subsumption of labour under capital. Fin
ally, this text abandons the fetishism of the.working class and poses the altern
ative of "communism or the destruction of the human species".
(2) As forms'mediating between the flow and ebb of the revolution, already beaten 
in the.winter of 1918-19.
(3) aaUD - Allgcmeine Arboiter-Unicn Leutschlands (General Workers
many), sympathizing with the KhFD, founded.in February 1920.
with the foundation of the ahUL.

aaUe - Allgemeine arbeiter-Union Ginheitsorganisation (Unitary General Workers’ 
Union),'

FaUL(o) - F’reie Arbeiter-Union Deutschlands (byndikalisten). (Free Worker

<. t
i-

and which left the official trade unions, even those affiliated to the Tnird Int
ernational j c. ava ambiguous. They rare sot uj. very late (191°-?O) (?) anc? in
the.context of self-management demands over economic life - necessary demands due 

very unusual character of the categories in question which ought to have 
material misery by assuring, even violently, the setting in motion again
German productive apparatus which was
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class form 
seemed to •

rad-
m-

components

all their
but a deep study of the less known sources should perhaps shew that the 

atmosphere was much more radical in the. ..--partacist movement, in the Ruhr Red
works than in the programmes and 

nd politic- 
to

sup ere cd ing 
elements of cn- 
found all too 
found also in 
KAPD and Gorter 

is found in the tradition of Russian origin (Bakunist-Leninist) of the party, the 
of which dominated the communist left of the period, that is, democrat-

• • ♦

(4) In his ’ mssay on Liberation
there were
hare and
both in ’____________________
(5) Published in Pannekoek and Ho Lruxuux < U-LO.il L4.11VX ICvllU-LJA. <XO-L m

ischcn Revolution*(Frankfurt-am-Main, 19&9) with an introduction of the theories 
and histories of the mutch left by H.M. Bock.
(6) LAPP * Kommunistische nrbeiter-1artei Deutschlands (Communist workers’ Paurty 
of Germany), founded in April 1920. For the KAIL theory of its role see ’Leit- 
sdtze Uber die Rolle der Partci in der proletarianische Revolution’ (1921) (Eng
lish translation in ’Revolutionary Perspectives’ no. 2)

; ■ .-••• + -1
capitalism 
and 30’s

development in Ru
0 / • 

"i • - ” ■"> "".•yr
—.* VjT X - .. . Q

to A 4 i JL. cl/ Q

: had to centralize all its forces to resolve the problems of the 20’s
which prepared the final solutions the Second .;orld ; ar.

The historical retreat dividing us from the German events reveals
limits,
CL

army, and in the nttlz bands and at the Leuna
managerialist directives which completely dominated the theoretical a
al life of the German revolutionary movement (4), programmes not allowing us 
understand the events.

’ (1969)9 P»47, Herbert harcuse believes that 
further dimensions. He refers the reader to ’Per Blauc Reiter’ ed0 F. 

w0 Kandinsky (1912) and Raoul Hausmann ’Die Kunst und die Zeit’ (1919)» 
Manifesto 1905-1933' (Dresden, 19.56)..

Gorter ’Organisation und Taktik der proletar-

ssia followed a course parallel to the recuperation of capitalism 
recuperation tool: place thanks to workers’ self-nun

unring attempt was a chock, as was seen later, whi

Gortcr2_s_CriticjLUc
Hiven before the 19T4-18 war, Herman Gorter had undertaken a critique of a 

ical-ref'ormist type typical of the second Internationalist left, a left also
eluding nnton Pannekoek and Rosa Luxemburg. This left sought a subjective revol-

• • * •

utionary way, all the while remaining entirely within the bounds of a
alism, parliamentarian ism, and the Trade union-Deleonist’ vision, and 
have found it in the spontaneous aggression by the proletariat.

This tendency drew near the Russian left during the war and, even if they did • • •
not fully agree, they formed the left currents of Zimmerwald which were defeatist 
■and anti-militarist rather than clearly revolutionary. Those hutch and German 
lefts (divided in Germany into the Bremerlinke, later becoming the International 
socialists, and the Spartacists) towards the end of the war (1917-18) supported 
the solsheviks as loaders of the revolution they themselves believed to be anti
bourgeois and proletarian - which it was, but not in the way they thought.

It was only with the tactic?! orders of the Third International and the foreign 
policy of the soviet state that they saw the classic social-democractic line of 
the Bolshevik party, without basically understanding the reason for it. There was 
Lenin's attack on extremism and the replies by Pannekoek and Gorter (5).

*•’«••• • • * ••

• . • • • • . •

Luring these polemics and after the German experiences, this critique that can 
be read in Gorter’s text took shape a,nd one can summarize it thus, while simultan
eously showing its limitss

• •

A * • t • • •

1/ The communist revolution is centered on the highly developed capitalist count
ries of Jest Europe and the eastern states of the The important lessons are
to be learnt hero and not in Russia. The international tactic should bo fixed by 
the ‘western’ communists, that is, anti-parliamentarianism, opposition to leaders, 
and opposition to entry into the trade unions. Here, as in the rest of the German 
and Butch communists’ analysis, the capitalist function of social-democracy was 
not cl ear, they vaguely understood that social-democracy played a bourgeois role, •. • 1 •
that the role of the parliamentary tribune was, just like that of the paternalist 
figure as boss of the party and the trade union apparatus, was not at all revol
utionary. But the anti-formalism never assumed a theoretical basis
basically democractic arguments. A vision of the avant garde with
lightenment, evoking the ideas of Tasca and Gramsci, mixed in, is
often in the critique of the German communist left as it is to be
the conception of the party (KaPB) (6). bo this conception of the

”• j <

— —

' n A r — l lx u_
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1920 by the unification of the KID lead by Levi 
Social-democractic Party. Section of the Commun-

s-

Turin 1958
______________________________ London 1977’ P»36).
third draft of his letter to''.Zasulich (Feb-Mar 1881), a question

• 'A •

Camatte in an introduction to a French 
Amadcc Bordiga (’Invariance1 Serie II,

to be published shortly in English). *
* The Bolsheviks and the October Revolution' (London 197^) P«

seen as an historical comp- 
a self-management capitalist" 
sractor. (Cf. the bocks by

of Germany), founded in December 
with the left of the Independent 
ist International.
(3) * The Revolution against 'Das

•s among the first to see the Russian revolution as a double 
nd workcrist 

end anti-capitalist measures wore, on the 
and centralization of the economy, their 

of workers' labour power
■ J .• 

j • ..L t, • • •
/ •

proletarian elements 
, He did not understand 

an .industrialization programme. He» •
hculd have weakened

(9) Cf. Marx’s
taken up and developed later by Jacques
edition of texts on the Russian question by
no. 4 -
(10) Cf0 'The Bolsheviks and the October Revolution' (London 197^) p. 100- Accord
ing to Skyrpnik's statement it is clear that the Bolsheviks acted under the press
ure of a revolutionary initiative of the anarchist workers in Petrograd. The Bol
shevik . r leadership' of the Russian movement should be
romise between a bourgeois capitalist revolution and
revolution, initially with a dominant proletarian ch^
Anwciler, Brinton,.etc.).

_________________________ Kapital'' (locritti Giovanili 191^-18’,
p.152) ('Selections from Political Writings'

al began to criticise the submission of communists
ations.

Gorter also understood the reasons for this bourgeois foreign policy adopted by 
the soviet state and his critique of the Brcst-Litcvsk peace was correct, although 
incomplete, for ho did not know the communist opposition in Russia. This peace ab
andoned the proletarian and/or communist movements in the Baltic states, Finland, 
and the Ukraine to German and local bourgeois oppression, in the name of national- 
democratic unity, which the right Bolsheviks saw as the historical premise to 
communist revolutions.
4/ similarly Gortcr wa
revolution, even though he remained a prisoner of the managerialist a 
logic, bi hat he thought wore proletarian
contrary, necessary for a reorganization a

•

immediate goa.1 being the assurance of the reproduction
(cf. Gramsci, ''the collectivism of poverty”, from 1917» (3))

• • ■ • ' . / ■ ’ J.

The principle factor for a bourgeois domination over the 
of the revolution should be peasants, according to Gcrtcr.
the role of agrarian capital as th„ base of ;
believed, on the other hand that the peasants' demand for land s 
the proletariat, i.o. urban industry, by displacing the economic-political centre 
of gravity to the countryside. Such a, method of posing the question did not see 
that the Russian development followed the logic of a capital which was. anonymous 
from then on. ’.

••

The important and problematic question of the old rural communities (9) was un
ionown 'to Gorter. It should ha,ve placed the whole discourse of the Germain and Ru 
sian left under a, now light. Simultaneously, there should have been an analysis 
based on an international revolution and’ on a vision of an opposition to the ind
ustrialization of Russia.

•

After that there were many badly posed problems. Gortcr had an erroneous apprec
iation of the role of the Bolsheviks when he thought that they took the revolution
ary initiative in October 1917 (lO). The great change in the Russian revolution 
supervened according to Gorter in 1921 when the bourgeois and peasant domination 
became total with the Rkr’ and Kronstadt, a revolt Gortcr considered to be the ex- 

• .
(7)x- VKED = Vcreinigtc Kcmmunistischc Partci Dcutschlands (United Communist Party

ism ana 'proletarian' centralism in the 1a.PD, didacticism and /lanquism in the 
left (?) aid the Communist Party of Italy.

2/ Tne autonomy of the proletariat was a-.common feature of the German and Italian 
lefts and was confirmed by their common hostility to the 'workers’ fronts' and the 
apology of unity, oven if the Italian left, which was historically late, wanted to 
accept a 'united trade union front'. . . • ;
3/ The opposition to fronts in highly developed capitalist countries was followed 
in Asian countries too where the critique and perspicacity of Gortcr wore unique 
for his epoch. There had already been an experience in Turkey, but it wees only af
ter the defeat of the Chinese revolution that people in the Communist Internation- -• •

to national-bourgeois organiz-
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Garter could conclude after this critique that Russia, the Third 
social-democracy, and the democratic ervenohts in Asia were to be considered 
enemies cf the revolution.

• • • ,

Three further general points of Gorter’s discourse have to be underlined
- His faith in the rovelution being always possibl 
capitalism (while admitting’that the whole
including the proletariat, as we shall sec...).
- His organizational, councilist and managerialist formalism which led him to the 
formation of the KhI, which, however, he did net dare call the ’historical party’ 
as later did loft bordigism at the voluntarist formatiom of another international § 
the Internationalist Communist tarty, jjven if Gortor underlined the importance of 
the critique and of the theoretical preparation by the throe Ivds for his inter
national (The Raps of ^ssen, Holland and Bulgaria, Sofia tendency), one of the'Im
portant reasons for the split in the KaIL (11) was precisely the creation 
international as if it was that of the future revolution.
- Finally, his total acceptance (still alive today in discussions between 
left ideologies) of the false contradiction between council and state and 
management.
The spectre of^thejr'roletariat

a spectre wanders through the history cf revolutionss the spectre of the prolet
ariat. It was immediately awaited like the hessiah which should finally come to re
pay the sacrifices offered to progressive capitalism, the unifier, centralizer, and 
industrial iz er. Later, on the contrary,’ one saw it appear in social -democratic -dress 
participating in imperialist wars and parliamentary elections, living and accepting 
the rhythms of the society of capital - production and consumption for the repro
duction of labour power for a new production... from time to time asking for in
creases in its share of the value produced, the quantitative platform with a pot- - 
entially revolutionary quality thanks to an acrobatic leap of the class... 

The world proletariat was, for Gorter, who was always a prisoner to self-manage
ment and productivist logic, ’hostile to communism*. He awaited human liberation 
by the self-same proletariat through the class struggle, the wage claiming and re
formist limits to which he was the 'first to’ see. Uho will change this contradict
ion? History! The great apriori open sesame of the. ultra-left. This is how Gorter 
explained all the marxist platitudes? in 1848 a ’proletarian revolution’ was not 
possible, but now! we await the consciousness - Godot (12).

The German ’unitary’ managerialist, Otto HUhle (13), in criticizing the everyday 
life of families a,nd workers* quarters, was the only, one to sense that the critique 
had to go far beyond politics as one would see thirty years later in another coun-, 
cilist current with much more important dimensions, the bituationist current. .Jut 
Otto Rtlhle went on to be an apologist for the ’extra-bourgeois’ insertion of the 
proletariat into the capitalist productive apparatus.

In fact, until one comes to conceive^of. the working class as an inte(-p?atcd and ♦ • J •

(11) Between the so-called lessen and Berlin tendencies.
(12) The question of consciousness was not dealt with in Gorter’s text. It is, how
ever, in Pannekoek’s reply to Lenina 18orld Revolution and Communist Tactics’ and 
even more deeply in Lukacs’s ’History and Class Consciousness’ (1923), This con
ception has recently been attacked by J. Baudrillard in ’The hirror of production’ 
(1973 “ English Translation Gt. Louis 1975) wha is a theorist of a ’left structur
alism’ and who criticizes the ’eschatological rationalism’ found in all marxism
and which is guilty of having founded a notion of history and of succession of modes 
of production on which is erected a new teleology of ’circular auto-verifications’ .
(13) In ’ i-rom the bourgeois to the proletarian Revolution’ (1924* - English Trans
lation, London 197^), Otto RUhlpi while still a managerialist and more limited than 
Gorter in his vision of socialism, was the first tc. understand the victory of the 
counter-revolution. ^Henceforth the revolution has been lost for the German prolet-• • * • • *

Even RUhle supported that the proletariat in the majority had been the ’en- 
’ saboteur’ and the Ltraitor’ opposed, to the ’’liberation and revolt of its 
. Ho always posed the revolution in terms of workers* councils and 

negation, of the proletariat.

• •
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the engendering of a human life that will be really communitarian. 
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Tin dutch unless otherwise indicated) 

♦ * * 
debate between k. domela dieuwenhuis and Herman Sorter on social-democracy 
and anarchism ••
Social democracy and Anarchism The xhindamentals of social-democracy 
harxism and Revisionism (with anton Pannekoek)
Historical materialism Cl ass ixorals
The Foundation of the dutch bDP (with 1
4;hy a social-democratic party?
Imperialism, i(orld v/ar
The world Revolution (English
The Foundations of Communism
lish edition in ’The workers’
Opportunism in the did The
man. written w

: ‘Fit is on this
should not recognize the critique of the past as its immediate basis.. This 
co- sion of the negative critique pushed out by the old marxism of the left 
obliges the fixing of the range and limits to the archeology of communism, 
lem that we shall have to take up again. •

and Social Democracy
Edition, ’Glasgow 1920)

Open Letter to Comrade Lenin (in German, Fng
dreadnought*, 1921) 
path of the KPD, the path of Dr. Levi (in Ger

man, written with other LaPD leaders) The Class struggle Organization of
the Proletariat (German). The iioscow International (German) The Foundat-

• ' •

ion Programme of the
The derlin and Gssen Tendencies (German)
The Communist Workers’ International (German) The need to reunite the
IGiiD (German)

* ‘ r 2 " . •

• • • • •• •«

Articles and letters were published ins . .
’de Tribune* (1908-21) , ’De Liewe Tijd’ (1904-19)/De baanbrecker’ (1910), ’Berner 
Tagwacht’ (1918), ’Domain’ (1918), ’Volksrecht’ (1918)» ’Die Kommunistische Inter
nationale1 (1919)9 ’ il Goviet’ (1920), ’The workers’ Dreadnought’ (1920-4), ’Komm
unistische ^rbeitor-deitung* (1920-2), ’Froletarier’ (1920-2), ’Bulletin Commuhiste* 
(I920), ’De Hoode Vaan’ (1921), ’De Kommunistische nrheider’ (1922), Kampfruf* (1923)

9 • •

••• ’ •

(bibliogaphy taken from Fannekoek and Gorter ’Organisation und Taktik der Froletar-
L., I969) PP« 252-3 a^d Herman de Liagre 3bhl

°° PQliticke aktiviteiten van 1909 tot 1920 in do opkomende
in nederland’ (l-i jmegen, 19737 PP» 291-309•

Vi
• . •

integrating part of the reproduction process of capitalist society and until one 
comes to pose the revolution in terms escaping the division into classes, the pers
pective will always follow the play of developments and mutations in capitalist 
society, without characterizing anything other than the class contradictions as 
elements of the verj; movement of capitalism, of the dialectic of process of the 
perpetual metamorphoses of capitalist society.

The revolutionary critique, detaching itself from this formal dialectical rat
ionality (class/capital. class struggle/consciousness? crises/revolution) which 
makes radical thought a source for original innovation for capital’s sei’
will seize its science as a
the revolution in iiarx* s terms
strife between existence and essence,
ion, between freedom and necessity,

Such a critique, a
the positive and active rethinking of the revolution and thus
have to supercede the
ing art and science
participating in
which will allow



Cur objective in founding the KAI, the programme of which contains the conditions
• • • •• k

for the victory of the proletariat, is to put quite clearly the revolutionary 
struggle of the proletariat which, during the Russian and German revolutions, app
eared under a totally new light, quite unlike before.

; •?*

The best way we can demonstrate this is by showing the world the forces of our opp
onents, the opponents of the revolution, and those of the proletariat itself. It is^

• - • •. .’4
from this comparison that the truth of the programme will emerge and, thus, equally: 
the need for the Kai.

IKE jJjx'ij-jiiHjij

Russia

The real countries for the proletarian revolution are England, Germany and part 
of the eastern UbA.

These countries are truely proletarian. Jut, as before with the laris Commune, 
history has again given rise to a revolution elsewhere; in Russia.

An-, as before in France, the revolution in Russia has demonstrated what it can
not be in proletarian countries. A small number of characteristics, but all of the 
greatest imporance, have been an example (just as the Commune was) for the prolet
arian revolution in England, Germany, and the UbA (and in other countries that make 
the revolution after them), but most of the characteristics are of a bourgeois-demo
cratic revolution, i.e. solely capitalist

The Russian revolution has become, a new and powerful source of light for the 
world proletariat due to its double characters a partly proletarian, partly demo
cratic-capitalist revolutiom. For, insofar as the revolution was proletarian, it 
showed the world proletariat the road to victory. Insofar as it was democratic- 
capitalist, it confronted it with new and enormous adversaries. For much of the 
world is in the same state as Russia. In this area, that is, nearly all Asia, South 
America, parts of Central and Morth America, and Africa, there lives a proletariat 
arising in a pasant milieu. Revolution threatens in several places, workers and peas
ants would take part in this revolution.

The Russian revolution, located geographically equidistant between Last America, 
west Europe, and Central Europe, on the one hand, and Asia on the other, throws its 
light simultaneously in two directions. To the . est it shows the proletariat how to 
make the proletarian revolution; feebly, but with the greatest importance. To the 
East it shows the rising peasantry who are liberating themselves and want to achieve 
capitalism, how they are to do this with the aid and illusions of the workers, how 
they can undertake their bourgeois or peasant-capitalist revolution with the aid of 
the proletariat (l). .

. For clear action and the conditici-S of victory for the KAl, we must always stand 
apart from the Russian revolution because of this double light that it throws over 
the world revolution.

we begin with the clarification of the double character of the Russian revolution, 
and now in detail, we have already done this, but only in general, k-e had later ded
uced the strength of our new adversaries in Russia, Asia etc. ... with decadent 
European capitalism that struggles for life, in order to show thus the truth of the 
KAI principles.

when a worker thinks of Russia and its revolution, he must always bear in mind 
this single statistics the Russian population is 8% industrial proletarian and 80% 
peasant. The proletarians want communism, the peasants want land division and priv
ate property. The proletariat wants a communist revolution, the peasants a bourgeois 
one. when the peasants are 80% of the population and the proletariat only 8%, the 
revolution will be mainly bourgeois.

(1) An unusual function of Lenin and his comrades. On one hand they showed the way 
to communism to the world proletariat, on the other they participated in the reest
ablishment of world capital in Russia and Asia, without mentioning thermit of the 
mainly peasant world. For our part, we were always more willing to accept the true 
communism of the English, German, and American workers.
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The proletariat, was oy far the .aost radical ana resolute class and., among the pro
letariat, the Bolsheviks were the most conscious organisation and the most resolutes 
they led the revolution and to victory* The peasants only submitted, to the leader
ship of the proletariat on the
that the revolution would be mainly bourgeois. On their side,
not, even
condition
all.

w‘e are

errors are not to be found in the democratic-bourgeois

peasants political rights before 
The division of large estates a 

division transformed peasants, i 
ies of communism

methods

condition that they would become private owners, i.e. 
the proletariat could 

if it had wished., lead a partially communist revolution *?.Kid oopp'ose tiiis
for, without the peasants’ support, they could not make a revolution at

f * • * • * • 
the bitterest opponents, as the KAls of all countries have always been, of 

the conception of the hensheviks, Kautskyites, Independents, pacifists etc., that 
the Russians should have-stopped at the bourgeois revolution. This conception is not 
merely chicken-hearted idiocy, for it would have meant the victory of the reaction 
and the return of monarchy, but the main fact is that it would oppose itself to the 
proletariat which saw the path 3
ily and
only on
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and essentials, 
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soviets was also proletarian-communist.
But the creation of y ' t soviets was bourgeois-capitalist for it was certain 

that the peasants wovf .d struggle for-private ownership and against communism.
A truely proletarian revcluticn as in Germany or England would never give the 

they had shown themselves to be really communist, 
general was bourgeois. And in fact the

' □ nearly all the population of Russia, into enem- 
1. And not only the rich and middle peasants, but also the small,

tiny, even landless, peasants.
The whole of the peasantry- became the enemy of socialist collectivization of 

agriculture by taking possession of .the land.
A really proletarian revolution would never allow such a land division. On the 

contrary, it would bring all large estates into the communist economy.
^cul-d moke the gulf between the industrial, urban proletariat
l.ation unbridgable. This is .shown by.the peasant boycott of
I to supply food to. the proletariat. This division could 

aginning, by the middle capitalists, i.e. with concess- 
"ho had. capitalist sentiments. The Bolsheviks were-condemned 
start because of the land division, unless world revolution

The evolution exemplified by Kronstadt showed this.
fLf-determination that the Bolsheviks proclaimed and so 
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u free these states, Tsarism could not be des
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leading to world revolution and victory was necessar- 
correctly by this path. The Ge-rvan and world revolution were and are possible 
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to be found Ail an<^ Id ibkd. dictated to the proletariat
of Europe and iunerica, and by which they t-fted to cover
ion and to make the reconstruction of world capitalism possible. By that they have 
shown and demonstrated that their goal is net Russian communism, but the construct
ion of a bourgeois-democratic republic. By that they have shown and demonstrated 
that they have followed the peasantry and that they have placed the peasant-capital
ist revolution above the proletarian
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national Russian state. These two, the doubting of the power of communism and nation
alism, were totally inspired by the peasantry.

The enrolment of the proletariat in the army was a proletarian-communist measure. 
But the admission of peasants was bourgeois-capitalist, for these peasants will 

show (and did show) that they were the enemies of communism, not only economically, 
but also from a military stand-point.

Undoubtedly the peasantry will fight the counter-revolution as long as its priv
ate possession of land is threatened. And the peasamts resisted Yudenitch, Koltchak, 

■ • •

wrangel etc,. Undoubtedly the Bolsheviks could maintain an alliance of peasants and 
proletarians in the army because of the better food, quarters etc.. But would they 
still fight for the Bolsheviks once their private possession was assured and. the 
counter-revolution of the large landowners was no longer to be feared? lio, the peas
ants would most certainly not do that. '

In this respect, the lolish campaign of 1920 by theBolsheviks posed a very inter- • * *
esting question, why did the Russian army suddenly-begin to retreat? vhen the KAPD

• representative, the author of these lines, posed the question at the EGCI Plenum in 
hoscow in November 1920, Trotsky and Karski gave no clear reply. Confusion resulted. 
One said that it was. due to the failure of the civil servicer t^e other said that it 
was due to the military command. vJe now think that they did not want to give an. hon
est answe^ and that the real answer was that the Russian peasants did not wish to go 
further in the attack on European capitalism.

It is that the mass of the Russian peasantry no longer wants war against European 
capitalism as soon as their property is secured against foreign intervention. And 
the peasants are the majority of the Russian army. One cannot rely on their aid for 
a revolution in Europe.

Never could a really proletarian revolution enrol the peasants in the army for 
armies must be absolutely communist. The Brost-Litovsk peace was bourgeois, i.e. 
.'Capitalist-democratic. A really proletarian revolution would remain hostile to all 
capitalist forces and would await and support the rise of the proletarian forces. 

Enfranchising workers was proletarian-..communist. Enfranchising peasants and other 
active capitalists was bourgeois. A proletarian-communist revolution in Germany and
England would not enfranchise these elements before they had shown that they were
communist. 1

• • , * • • • e

The repression of the independence and autonomy of action of the proletariat was 
equally bourgeois-capitalist.. The workers and their organizations did not gain the
direction ci control of industry,•transport, and commerce.

* • • • . • • . ’

The leaders* bureaucratism and despotism was also bourgeois-capitalist.
Corruption was also bourgeois-capitalist.
But in conjunction with these three last points, what above all was bourgeois- 

capitalist and to the greatest extent and from the start was the party dictatorship 
of the Bolsheviks by which they hoped to lead the revolution to victory and to 
found communism. It is in this party dictatorship, or, because it necessarily turns 
into this, in the dictatorship of leaders, that the substance of the bourgeois-capit
alist revolution is to be found, which is the best proof that the Russian revolution 
was largely bourgeois-capitalist and not communist, nil this despite its origins. 

The party dictatorship was bourgeois-capitalist in origin because it resulted from 
the power of the peasantry^ the non-proletarian class. A party dictatorship could take 
on and lead the Russian peasant class. A proletarian class dictatorship could not. 
For a proletarian class dictatorship will always tend towards pure communism. If it 
has governmental power, the proletariat will not satisfy itself with less. But the 

. excessive strength and number of the peasantry held up the realization of pure comm
unism. Thus the proletariat as a class could not exercise the dictatorship. Only a 
party could do so? The Bolshevik party* Exactly because it did not introduce pure 
communism, but conceded to’the peasantry, private property., and capital. That the 
proletarian, class could never do. It doctrine is and always will be, ”Re are nothing, 
let us be everything”.

The Bolshevik’party achieved dictatorship by the strength and support of the 
peasantry, and this party dictatorship was necessarily partly, in the larger part, 
capitalist, because of the peasants’ power.

It dominated the proletariat and was not its representative but its despot, cert
ainly the only possible one and, given the conditions, perhaps the best, but nonethe
less its despot. It dictated concessions to the proletariat that it had made and the 
advantages granted to the peasantry. It could not be otherwise in a country dominated 
by agriculture. ;

The Bolshevik dictatorship was necessarily bourgeois-capitalist because it origin
ated in the power .of the peasantry. It was also so in its activity and goal, we bel-
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instead, a class dictatorship is needed,, when a party dictatorship 
it was the most certain index of the bourgeois-capitalist nature 
we shall show later that the class dictatorship is the sole diet-

. vZ . •.

* • -1 ‘

icve that itosa Luxemburg aescribed as well as we can the essence of tine party dict
atorship and its influence on the revolution, before her death, bhe said.s

!'n few dozen party leaders of inexhaustable energy and boundless experience dir
ect and rule. Among them, in reality only a dozen outstanding heads do the lead
ing and an elite of the working class is’invited from time to time to meetings 
where they are to applaud the speeches of their leaders and to approve the pro- 
posed resolutions unanimously - at the bottom, then, a clique affair - a dict
atorship, certainly, not the dictatorship of the proletariat, however, but only 
the dictatorship of a handful of politicians, that is a dictatorship in the 
bourgeois sense.”

"terfect, dictatorship? ...But this dictatorship must be the work of the class 
and not of a minority that leads in the name of the class, that is that it must 
be a faithful and progressive emanation of the active participation of the masses, 
it must submit constantly to their direct influence, be submitted to the control 
of public opinion as a whole, to proceed from the growing political education of 
the popular masses/’ 6

The hAP and kA I spoke these words, if one reads throughout proletariat for public 
opinion, masses and people. However, Rosa Luxemburg had not understood that all this 
could not be applied to Russia, that a class dictatorship was impossible there for 
the reason that the proletariat was too weak and the peasantry too strong.

Besides, she did not see as she died too soon, that the bolsheviks* party diet-, 
atorship was not only founded on the power of the peasants, but they had and must 
use the peasants strength for the bourgeois revolution in Russia. And, in fact, 
they increasingly used their party dictatorship for the peasantry, i.e. private 
capitalist property, and against the proletariat, i.o. communism. Given the prod
uction and class relationships, this dictatorship could not be a class dictatorship, 
but had to be a party one. And it is exactly because of these relationships that 
the party dictatorship would become bourgeois-capitalist.

Tarty dictatorship is a typical indicator of the bourgeois revolution, of a revo
lution whose foundation is private property, of a revolution by which one class de
feats the other while remaining on the basis of private property. The rising class 
uses and tricks the classes that it dominates all the time. A bourgeois revolution 
is always of the minority against the majority.

The proletarian revolution which must be really communist, can only be that of a 
majority over a minority. Thus it can only take place in a truely proletarian count
ry, or, at least partly so. But as the revolution arises from this majority, no 
party dictatorship, no using and tricking of the masses by the party and its dictat
orship, is viable,
existed in Russia,
of the revolution.
atorship possible for the proletariat fcr even more important reasons.

we are neglecting for the moment the fact that the Bolsheviks showed their hour- 
• • •• »•«••• w 9 •

geois- democratic, i.e. capitalist, character equally in the first period by their 
influence on the proletariat of other countries and particularly on the Third Inter
national. we shall return to this question after studying the second period, we have 
therefore established that even in their-first revolutionary, so-called communist, 
stage, the Bolsheviks showed their capitalist character by the creation of peasant 
soviets,, by land division, by the doctrine of national self-determination, by the 
enrolment of peasants in the army, by enfranchizing peasants, and finally by the 
dictatorship of the party. How we shall deal with the second period, after February
1921. : , ■ ■ ... .

The RBHbR had thus founded communism and the peasants had founded their democrat
ic-capitalist republic. The two classes, the proletariat and peasantry, had accomp
lished their historical tasks so well, both directed by the Boshevik party, that in 
February 1921, the revolt in the fortress of Kronstadt broke out on the battleships 
and in Letrcgrad. And communism was extinguished with the slightest breath. Its 
foundation disappeared in an instant. One must say that the .rising was very weak in 
relation to the huge empire, equally one must remark that the peasants were neither 
organized as a class nor were not. But the small action of a group of peasants (it 
is said that most of the crews of the battleships were composed of peasants’ sons) 
was enough. The Bolshevik party essentially represented the innumerable millions of 
people who wanted land, and a small group from these millions showed a desire for 
something more than land. The party gave in, and the proletariat, the origin of the 
party, had finished with communism. The proletariat was put to the service of the 
peasantry, to aid it and raise it up, and it had to work under the leadership of 
its party which was henceforth, and became increasingly more so, the representative
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and commercial enterprises' and the instruments of means 
ultural and industrial products, for financiers.
The right to mortgage property or to lend money.
Rights to inventions, authorships, trade marks etc.. 
The right to written or legal succession for the family 
al value of 10,000 Gold Roubles.
all kinds of rights over bilateral contracts etc. etc..

not the work-
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* decree of the 
appearing in 
the Russian

Then
Private land-ownership has evidently reappeared. The law projected for May 15th. 

established that all land belonged to the republic, this is true under the guise of 
state socialism, the law positively guarantees full and complete possession for peas
ants. Because the law established that a peasant could not lose the right to farm the 
land except under three conditions? l) if he ceased to farm it himself, 2) for crim
inal reasons, 3) if the state expropriated the land etc.. There were also several 
severe limitations in some cases concerning personal acquisition, but the Soviet Rep
ublic for the most part continued Stolypin’s (minister under the last Tsar) policy. 

Again one finds.two important provisions in the law. The first gave the peasants 
the right to farm the soil for one (exceptionally two) years. The second, and more 
important, ended the interdiction on hiring workers. This was only allowed when all 
the members of the peasant family able to work did so.

The application of the law concerning farming and the hiring of labour was aban- 
oned to the peasant municipalities, i.e. the soviet state gives complete freedom to 
peasants on these important points among others. Agriculture is thus progressively 
changed (naturally this does not happen quickly, given the situation in Russia, but 
more rapidly than one may think, due to the fair harvests) to become the foundation 
of the capitalist state. Farmers and owners appeared, an agricultural proletariat 
formed. It created an internal market at the base of large scale industry as well as 
a reservoir of productive forces without possessions that industry, commerce, capit-

-5-
of the peasantry and its capitalism and- no longer that of the proletariat and comm
unism .

Now we shall cite the most important changes, without pre-occupying ourselves 
with the chronology which is of no interest here because we only want to show the 
passage to capitalism. The reader muses that behind all these changes hides the 
peasantry. It did not struggle so much as a mass, it was not even organized, it only 
intervened locally, but, because of its large numbers and confused masses, it inst
antaneously transformed in a moment of elemental force the whole of the Bolshevik 
party into its instrument and forced it (men like Lenini) to stand over and against 
the class hostile to the peasantry and the origin of the Boshevik party.

Vie can give examples from the bourgeois revolution where the representative of a 
class was compelled to rise against itself by the power of other classes. But in 
these cases the two or several classes were always based on the same principle, e.g. 
owners and financiers. Such a struggle was therefore very small. In Russia by comp
arison, the representatives of a completely new world, the communist world, confront
ed the capitalist world, but they, however, struggled against their own class. What 
they wanted was precisely the establishement of capitalism.

with the smallest breath, all that was communist disappeared. Industry was parti
ally denationalized, the complete state monopoly in important foods and raw mater
ials was lifted, state regulation of co-ops was ended, free internal trade was reint
roduced, the principle of free state distribution to workers, employees etc. was 
abolished and the wages system re-introduced.

While communism was disappearing into the background, an increasingly powerful 
capitalism took over the front of the stage. Let us recall its main achievements, 
but now in detail so that the proletarians will see how the workers of West Europe 
will not allow themselves to be duped any longer, but they will see how they are 
the only ones with the ability and the need to install communism, and
ers of the peasant states.

Capitalist property returnsJ we assume that this resulted from the
RSFbR1 dated nay 2?th. 1921 published in ’Izvestia’ on June 18th. and
the French paper ’Journal des 1)ebats; in French translation by one of

• * -T«r. IW |"L«T XWCSMBW ■■ • _• mrr

delegates to the Hague Congress. 
This decree particularly determines that the right to run industry

is granted to all
to
to
to
land with property rights for A9 years, 

is, meaning factories and
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in commerce, evidently their managers and even government officials 
new ways to make money. Competition between other activities and 
arose. This process is developing in industry.
is free. One can buy and sell anything in Russia. Large and small

peasants, As we have seen, it was already partially free for co-ops,
other Cases,
all foreign trade was free again. Then all capitalism’s links
the whole proletariat in chains. Is there really a great difference between the birth

*1 * I*11 1 1

from the peasantry (if the European revolution did
but, in this particular case, under the leadership
formerly communist, bureaucratic party.

The proletariat has become, even in the peasant
or, its development was s
party took over) the establishment of capitalism

The Bolshevik party, then still communist,
peasants and the village poor at the beginning of 1918. I
peasants, it creates farmers and landless workers, in brief,

Industry was
trol, to another condition
scale industry, partly so. Besides, some of the most important branches have passed 
over to trusts co-operating with the state, the so-called mixed enterprises, where 
the workers work, as everywhere, for wages.

These industries already have considerable independence, even regarding the st-
ate, particularly
are searching for
state enterprises

Internal trade
capitalists appeared in town and country.

Capitalism began with trade in peasant countries, the capitals so created then 
created industry and banking or, where they already existed, extended them.

external trade is still apparently in the hands of the state, but that is merely 
an appearance.

The huge Russian confederation of co-ops, the Tsentrosujuz, has already won the 
right to external trade with some limitations that do not mean very much. The Tsent
rosu juz, spreading over the whole country, especially with the peasants, were always 

• . ■ “ . ! • and still are completely capitalist and..bourgeois institutions. In reality they trade... I 
along purely capitalist lines. But the trusts, the large industrial societies, are 

  • •

also gaining more and more autonomy in external trade. Certainly they still need the 
foreign trade department’s consent to their business, but who could refuse something 
to these powerful companies in which the government is represented and: which arc 
partially state funded? Krassin gave a long list of these commercial enterprises to 
the representatives of the big states at the Hague.

Finally, the Russian government is prepared to make large concessions to major 
foreign capitalists and. in fact lent Krupp 4 million hectares for foreign agricultur
al enterprise. without mentioning oil, forestry, and mineral concessions etc..

Local finance was separated from state financed where that leads to with with the 
peasantry, one can quite clearly envisageJS

Taxes were re-introduced, even indirect taxes, e.g.
soap, petrol, sugar, salt, beer, and textiles.

Finally, a state bank was run in a new manner, as the intermediary in internal 
and external business. It accepted and paid internal and external costs, as Sokol
nikov explained at the Hague, the instrument was available to private individuals,
private enterprises, and mixed enterprises. Thus the volume of banking business
greatly and constantly increased in the Russian market.

At the iiay (1922) session of the financial department, state bank director Aron 
u>chiemann spoke on the Russian state bank after which the financial section called 
for private banks.

stock exchanges were re-opened in the large towns. An army of entrepreneurs, busi
nessmen, bankers, agents, and brokers of all kinds, speculators, stock dealers, mer
chants, held again what little they were allowed by a type of state capitalism. Lore, 
a middle class, shop owners, small industrialists, intellectuals, small office and 
business employees, in fact the entire universe of vampires living off the proletar
iat, rose again frpm the ^flanks of the huge army of private, owners, the peasantry.

The new army of the bourgeoisie arose in the towns too, so in the country a large
ly new army of the peasantry arose as well. ‘ ‘

Between them, the proletariat, small in number and, despite appearances, very weak. 
The new urban bourgeoisie and the peasants wanted to enrich themselves, each alone. 
The army was mainly peasants’ sons...
The whole world awaited only the freeing of foreign trade for all citizens and

trusts, and.in
the most important and powerful. Truely, it would not be long before 

will be in place and
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not quickly come to their aid),
of noted communists and a small

• •

countries, such an important fact-'
o great, that it took over (or rather, its leaders, its 

(where it was weak). Against itself! 
sought to base itself on the landless 

Today it supports the landed 
workers, in brief, it builds capitalism, 

transfered from full communist state possession, regulation, and con- 
. fetty industry has already become completely free, large- 
Besides,
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or are approaching, those in

far sighted

This is how the 
nil nsia 

revolution.-. a

stateo Neither you nor your
and
the
has
for food or the most important raw materials. Universal 

ate no longer gives you anything free.
again there is-wage struggle

s t state , a nat1onalist state 
Asian cap

Relationships
we noted, we are
•where there arc-very big countries where conditions are

In the main Asian countries, i.e. India, Dutcn East indies,
huge masses of small peasants who are oppressed by native or foreign forces, 
both together. The .population of these countries
mostly small peasants
is advancing: in all these countrie

lorn capital are far 
certainly establish a nat-

It w5.ll
in Asiatic Turkey, fersia, Arabia, Afghanistan, etc,, where there are no
letarians (outside the few ports;.

• k.hen Russia was forced to introduce capitalism despite its.heroic and 
proletariat, the issue was also settled for the Asian countries undergoing their re
volutions.

In all ’Awakening' Asia’ (in Liberia the situation is identical to that in Russia 
and in Japan capitalism already dominates) huge capitalist states hostile to the pro
letariat are in formation.

Russia, which has transformed itself into a capital.!
competing with tsest Europe and with America, precede this Asian capitalist evolution 
and supports it. This evolution was greatly accelerated by the world war and the Rus
sian revolution. It now covers all Asia and drags after it a huge part of the world, 

iiast appears in the light of the Russian revolution and capitalism, 
which is awakening is the new enemy of the world proletariat and of the

Communism in Russia is an appearance in decline* ca 
bo it has .been

can only compare with the USA as to its s
established under the Bolsheviks and is on its way
letariat. • • • • • • •

Russia, capitalist Russia, has become a new and
letariat,: of the

Russia over much of the world, as
but of Asia 

those in Russia, 
there are
G or by 

numbers 700 to 800 million people, 
.The struggle against native and foreign governments’ misrule

s. The revolution approaches, a rapidly growing 
proletariat, however, lives in these countries, growing both numerically and in class 
consciousness, standing apart from the rest of the population by the clarity of its 
objectives, decision, and organization. It is not impossible that this proletariat 
will lead in the revolution, or share it with other classes.

But given.that the proletariat, large scale industry and moc
less powerful there than in Russia, the revolution will
ionalistic capitalist state, even more-certainly than in Russia.
in Asiatic Turkey. Persia. Arabia. Afghanistan, etc,.

rol, however small, over the
held by a bureaucratic party
and capitalism had gone from

And now? You. your class,
It no longer has the markets
compulsory labour no longer exists, the st
Capitalists and capitalist societies are there again9
and unemployment. There is wagc-lcubour again and once more you are a wage slave. 
There is even compulsory arbitration.

It is true that there is still a little state capitalism and that the state lead
ers are the old honoured leaders of the Communist Tarty, That is true-..

But thinki ^hat use is your work? i.hat use is the surplus-value that you daily 
create? It belongs to the capitalists. Firstly it belongs to the peasantry. It is 
used by the ’soviet state’s’ government for the peasantry, to develop it economically 
so that a capitalist Russia is created by the growing peasant economy. *

italism is growing, reality.

of capitalism in the peasant states of the preceding centuries ^or even in America, 
Australia, and Bouth Africa, for instance, in the ±9th. century) and its birth in

• Russia? Certainly relations were different. There were free peasants in the colonies, 
here they have left despotism and so, in part, medieval relations, But now, are not 
all the Russian peasants free? no, t. < difference between the birth of capitalism 
here and there is minimal. This is despite the fact that capitalism is being created 
without the capitalists themselves and is arising either from the peasantry or fore
igners, and that today it is establishing itself thunks tc the proletariat or more 
and nearer the truth, thanks to the party with a proletarian origin.

boor Russian worker* You never had, even before Kronstadt, any direction or cont- 
organizations. All that was

a dozen leaders. But you had something, some rights, 
towns
neither industry nor trade. It never had the soil.

shown that a considerable new army and a capitalist state that one 
size and huge raw material wealth has been-, 

to rising against the world pro-.
• •• • 

powerful enemy of the world pro
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world revolution.
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not speaking of Africa, Australia, and Bouth America, 

i approaching
Dutch East Indies, and China,i.e. Indi



west to see how Russian communism and capitalism shed

fundamental

not do it from the
not
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the struggle-again- 
and soldiers* councils, for a 
the struggle for the destruction

form-

the rest of Europe fully in conformity with its character, 
, half-capitalist revolution. That was easy to do. 

importance of what it accomplished th-t the European
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The Third International in Europe

start, because 
represent a

revolution, civil war, the
army.
what the European revolution need
support the really

Let us now turn to the
their light there too.

appeared to
of its half-communist
is due to the huge imporrance oi wnar ix accompj. is nca w’x me .  
and obey the Bolshevik party, ^11 the Third. International follows Rus-

Russia has
the character

la fact it
workers watch
sia.

From the start European workers were called on to perform a partly-proletarian, 
partly bourgeois-capitalist revolution, just as in Russia.

And that is exactly why the ?*est European workers of the Third International foll- 
cven though their own countries should be strongly proletarian. Instead of 

purely proletarian tactic, they follow an impure and party bourgeois one.
It is equally impossible for a proletarian-bourgeois revolution to call on 

countries to perform a purely communist revolution. For, so doing, they would 
lecting the bourgeois part, thus themselves.

Russia and the Third International appealed
ation of workers* and soldiers’ councils and a

■But at the same time they did not dare call
ed, firstly, the German revolution. They dared
measures for the European and German revolutions.

The Russian revolution and the Bolsheviks dared
the demands themselves would have shown immediately that they did
real proletarian revolution.
.Russia and the Third International did not support immediately

st the trade unions as a basic struggle for workers*
civil war, a red army, in brief, for the revolution,
of trade unions. A true, fully proletarian revolution (e.g. in England and Germany) ■ 
would do so.

It would immedaitely set up factory organizations to replace the trade unions, 
for only the former can struggle and form the basis of communism. As Russia and the 
Third International let the trade unions survive, they show themselves to be capital
ist and that they neither wish nor dare eradicate European capitalism.

They do not demand an end to parliamentarianism in the revolution, but leave the 
European workers who have never fought alone (and so submitted to capitalism before 
and during the war) with the illusion that the revolution can be made in parliament 
or by leaders. ' " ‘ . I

a really proletarian revolution (e.g. in England, Germany, and the USa) will end 
pariiamentarianism as soon as the revolution comes. Parliament is an arm of the bour
geoisie, the soviet and the factory organization with the workers’ council is the 
proletariat’s arm that it will not establish alongside but against parliament as soon 
as the revolution enters with a bang. Because Russia does not dare, it again shows 
that it is largely capitalist, its true objective being, conscious or unconscious, 
given its class relations, is not the ..est European revolution but Russian capitalism. 

They aid not support the end to party dictatorship in »<est Europe. They could show 
their bourgeois character no better than by this. It is exactly that, submission to 
party slavery, that was the infection and fall of social democracy and the proletar
iat it

The
before
in its

had enslaved..
dictatorship of the party over the masses was necessary in the pre-war period 
the revolution, it is no longer so during the revolution. Then the proletariat 
factory organizations and parties as a whole, as one organization, will decide. 

The trade unions and old parties with their leaders are too weak faced with the power
of ‘A1 est European and i.orth American capitalism, still an enormous power in its crisis 
and, because it is in mortal danger, more enormous, perhaps, than ever before. Only 
the new organizations, the KaF and the Union, can beat capitalism now. That is why 
they must amalgamate. Thus it can no longer be a question of party dictatorship.

The real proletarian revolution will arrive and strengthen from its party and 
Unionen, composed of factory organizations, and will transform both into one united 
for struggle. Because the Bolsheviks did not understand or desire this conception, 
because they supported and tried, to gain a party or leaders’ dictatorship, as in Rus
sia ( a dozen leaders, as Rosa Luxemburg said, dominate a flock of party sheep which 
is called to action at the desired moment and, by their intermediary, the great mass 
of the class which is stupid and does not think) by this purely bourgeois and capit
alist method, they have shown here, in .est Europe, that their own revolution did
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ciple of the party dictatorship, pari iamentarianism, 
and they.were- totally destroyed for the revolution, 

proletarians are thus the revolution’s enemies.
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small numbers who dominate 
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the acre important) started
the autonomy of the proletarian revolution.

to very -adventurous actions for
S y

almost immediately, renounced this tactic and per-

for itself; history concerning itself with this. It had
European and North American capitalists, so powerful that 
think and act for itself to defeat them. The proletariat 

pro?, etar ians in person and together, must overcome the capitalist 
and action in order to overcome this capitalist class, still strong

is
ital ism.

Do we need to repeat that all this proved the capitalist character of the Russian f
revolution and the Third International?

The capitalist part of the Russian revolution (?y far
trade with capitalist Asia, thus ending

th same for the Asian workers.
as we have stated, the revolution has to mat

entries, India, Dutch East Indies and China, even 
of the Third International have changed the prolet- 

of capitalism.
began by propagating the communist revo

lt in ‘jest Europe and the differences with Russia where the real * *Ing forces are of a capitalist nature, became an instrument of the Russians.; 
turned to the Russians and the Third International- The best

lotaziat is so powerless, so unable to think independently, that it sides 
the Russian 71  
ao 6 however.•become the basis for she world revolution.....
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from the start, before the Kronstadt revolt. Even in.1917-19,
was formed, these false principles of the European rev- 
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, thanks to Hcscow,
sian revolution was

actl 
capitalists, th
proletaj
of beg.

acx that the .Bolsheviks and the Third International, expect a party 
as in Russia shows most clearly that what they basically want, con- 

unconsclcusly, is not the destruction, but the reconstruction of European 
apitalism.

the European workers, not as communists, represent-
v, but as those of the Russian peasantry, rising Rus-

• •• •
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oe -bolsheviks are to do this exactly through the wretched Third International. 
This, and its stupid ?.eaders, who have no more understanding than an ass. of the real 
conditions of struggl
motivatk.^______ _
And the large masses
European pro? ,
with Russia and
lution, which musi
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when the Third internal.tonaj
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olution penetrated Europe, thanks to Hcscow, . . i’
Otherwise, as the Russian revolution was still going fairly well in its proletai? 
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ian part, the. European workers were already completely infected (and for so many 
years) by the.capitalist prin
and trade union organ is. ax ion,

Even the Third International

nor have a really proletarian nat
Third International in following i

And again, more than that 
led the proletariat here 
of party or leaders’
a stupid crowd, has equally thrown th
proletarian revolution, as in Germany,
by a stupid mass led by knowledgable leaders.

fortunately history takes care of the masses becoming conscious and their own mas
ter. And Insofar as they are not sufficiently so, they will be defeated, despite 
leaders.
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:ly invited the proletariat
ons even against the nationalists, i.e. the rising Chinese 
ey soon,

at to join the national1st-capitalist, movement in a united front 
’inning with a new tactic for the workers to learn there, with fact*- 

ory organisation^? industrial unions and a completely distinct position for the pro
letariat in each economic and political struggle, they dissolved the proletarian spir-

1 into the nationalist one, thus submitting the proletariat to rising national cap-
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the Communist(i) tarty of Russia, has already sentenced conn- 
-

is the historic duty of the revolutionary workers 
domination, replacing them with bourgeois democracy, 
in the 1 Communist manifesto*. One must firstly say 
happen to fool the workers. In Dutch and British

democratic republic,
One could perhaps 

to dess troy feudalism*• • • • Even ilarx prescribed 
that, if it were so, 
India, China too,

this revolution, take a
✓ •

(1) Turkey, the ally of
unists to death.
(2) This is inherent to
a nationalist-capitalist revolution
Ireland), corruption (as in Egypt)
and. English.:• ’
Thus the workers must be fully independent.

they were only being 
as in Russia, where they . 

just
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Asian movement and submission to it*

joined the democratic .and nationalist move-
submitted to it, the latter being by far the more powerful, 

who were then independent of the nat-
s, rejoined them,

Fusion with the nationnl-caaitalist** •
The communist (i) workers in China

ment of Sun Yat-Sen, i.e.
The communists (i) in the Dutch East Indies,

ionalist movement (the barikat-Islam), the two having broken all links
i.e. submitted to them, the nationalists being far more powerful.

In British India, an analogous tactic was adopted.
After the Third International had preached communism alone, it now called on work

ers and peasants (i) to struggle against England, against Indian feudalism and again
st the rich. The slogan was now "Freedom for the Indian people", thus a national

as in Russia (2).
say that it
and foreign
this tactic
it must not• • - ’ •

they fool the workers of the Third International by letting them 
believe that the revolution will be communist when, in fact,
forced to perform the bourgeois-democratic revolution* Just
fooled the workers with a sham communism when capitalism was being established, 
as in Europe, America, Africa, Australia, where they were forced to rebuild capital
ism in the guise of communism, in the East they forced the workers to attack Indian 
feudalism, attack Mandarin rule and foreign rule, under a false communist banner. 

But secondly the communists’ tactic is not the same as when the ’Communist han- 
festo* was written. The tactic dispenses with areas .where harx was superceded by 
evolution. Otherwise the proletarian revolution would still be impossible and one 
should have to bring bourgeois democracy to Europe, The essential thing, an alliance 
even with democratic parties, imposed itself. Novi capitalism has entered its final • 
stage of trusts, domination by finance capitalism, and imperialism, a capitalist 
world crisis has appeared and the proletarian revolution is possible in several 
countries. The proletariat now immediately has to separate itself from the bour
geoisie and take up completely independent positions.

Even in the countries where the bourgeois-capitalist revolution again appears as 
provisionally possible, as in China or India. Tor when communism is established in 
several countries, an authentically proletarian communism, not like that in Russia, 
it will so attract workers of all countries that it will grow so rapidly in streng
th and, will quickly gain.ground even in countries where it is now impossible, and it 
will win the whole world. This is why the workers of all countries must now prepare 
for their own struggle against their masters, also keeping their opinions completely 
distinct from those of the bourgeois-democratic and nationalist revolutions (3). 

At the present stage of capitalism they can also make a revolutionary alliance 
with their uest European brothers and those in America, as they are nearest to vic
tory, to have them come to their aid and to install communism in their countries 
equally rapidly. 

The tactic of the Third International was and is in opposition to this in nsia. 
as in Russia, they ally with the peasantry and democratic parties that want a nation
al revolution. As in Russia and ilest Europe, it builds capitalism in Asia, 

when Lenin was still a revolutionary communist, he habitually said that the est 
European marxists did not want an uprising in Asia as it would end Jest European aff
luence. He even made this remark to me once. I did not reply then as I did not know 
that it was Lenin’s real position. Low 1 shall reply to him. I have always, before, 
long before, even imperialism, recommended that, as there are no proletarian revolut
ionary movements in India, one must do everything to create one and one must then, 
when there is one, support it by propaganda and action. One can still find this pos
ition in many texts I wrote and signed and, what is more significant, I supported it 
in all parties I belonged to and which were also able to put it into practice. 

Jut now l ’kid that it was not possible before the war wnen it was not really a 
. question of revolution in India or Asia, that a proletarian movement must, even in 

place quite apart from the nationalist movement and must never 

the collapse of English and Dutch power in the Indies through 
i. Society is divided into classes. Division (a^ in 
and finally compromises are available to the Dutch 

a mixed government of Europeans and natives would perhaps be the result.
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;hange its programme or tactic for it. 
Third International have inspired the proletarians of India and 
alliance with Asian nationalist capitalism and now I reply to Lenins

• «

. - - u •' . ; J.

and if one considers now that the world proletariat, i.e. that of Europe, America, 
Australia, Africa and nsia is led by the Becond and Third Internationals, and that 
the former (which we have not shown) as well as the latter (which we have shown) is 
counter-revolutionary, one can quietly affirm that the proletariat of the whole world 
is now hostile to communism-

social-democrats, monarchists, reactionaries, and '
A

• • • : • 4

v ■ j:
•

• • . •

VI
of all the capitalist states

• f • . I
• • 

I 

t

the capitalist states are the revolution’s foes, 
and Moscow have deceived the proletariat.

submit to it nor
Lenin and the

China to form an
never have we supported capitalism in Europe, now we preach revolt against European
capitalism to the Indians. Jut you, you support rising Asian capitalism,.
preach the subordination of the Asian proletariat to this nationalism and

And this is no wonderi because capitalist, peasant, Russia must want a
Asia and the Third International has applied, this tactic of Russia.

It has transformed the proletarians of India and China into enemies of

as bourgeois revolutionaries, wanted compromise in, Jest Europe for
They recommended compromises to the commun-..

• • • 

t •

the revol
ution.. nnd if one now thinks that China, Dutch and British India form the largest ; 
part of the Asian population, that Siberia also follows Moscow’s tactic, one can calm 
ly state that even the Asian proletariat has become an enemy of the world revolution.

• . : . ...

V ’ • . .• • . # . v • • : • . - » !

• • • *

The world proletariat
. ! J. . . .

•

Once more all the classes of all
And also the Third International

’* • I ♦ • •

In fact Moscow and the Third International have agan propagated several false prin 
ciples which pushed the proletarians of Europe and Morth America towards a completely 
false tactic and considerably strengthened capitalism. ;

They use above all ideas persued by Lenin (see his opinions of Asquith and Lloyd 
George in his ’Left-wing Communism*) on the class divisions and the bourgeois parties 
in the capitalist states, divisions that the communists could use, divisions between 
monarchists and republicans, democrats and reactionaries etc.. Tone of this was at 
all true, all the bourgeois parties (including social-democracy, the independents, 
the Labour tarty etc.) in all countries at all times formed an absolute compact unit
ed front against communism. On the contrary, the rise of this tactic put the prolet
ariat at fault during the Kapp putsch and Rathenau*s assassination. It came out for 
the republic and against the monarchy instead of equating the two and fighting both. 

Communism is in absolute opposition to capitalism, in both spirit and substance, 
principle and practice. In the revolution leading from capitalism to communism there 
are no economic and political actions where they can be in agreement, i-or using the 
division between bourgeois parties means joining one of them and forming an alliance, 
and, as the contradictions are also irreconcilable with this one too, such a, tactic 
leads to the most terrible defeats and even to the complete corruption of the comm
unist party when the bourgeois parties turn against the communists at the decisive 
moment.

The well known faith in the capacity of the peasants and the middle classes also, 
belongs to these false principles. Russia has depended on this faith in Europe and , 
based its tactics- on it. Despite the very grave situation in many European countries, 
one cannot see these elements being won to the communist-revolutionary cause anymore. 
That is why the true revolutionaries know that a revolutionary tactic which must pre
pare the beginning and the course of the world revolution, must not depend on these 
classes, even though fractions of them will join the proletariat at the end when its 
victory is certain.  . ;,L . '

And this tactic of alliance with the peasant-bourgeois parties also prooves the 
peasant-capitalist nature of the Russian revolution. It was accepted by the European 
workers only because they were again equally bourgeois. ; .

The Russians, c
fear of the really proletarian elements.
ists instead of a truely proletarian revolution.

But that is not at all proletarian* a truely proletarian revolution counts on its 
elf and will fight the democrats,
republicans. .

Consequently liberals and conservatives, democrats, social-democrats, monarchists 
reactionaries and republicans are all equally its enemies.

/ ..................................................____________________________________________________ ______________________________________________________________________________________
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consumption. a nd now Eur-

nnd teachings for the.proletariat remain, otherwise it could revolt 
allowed since Russia wanted to receive as much for- 

for capitalist reconstruction. Communist phrases remained, there- 
tussia could no longer

YIII
again on Russia and the Third International

•* ! T••

will attack all countrioc;
it was still partially

Fr-
Italy, Russia, and the USA are passing from the first to the last stage 

crisis leading to war, that they are all together opposed to communism and that, 
revolution comes, they will end with war’s confusion to deal with communism, 
proletariat, the really revolutionary proletariat, acts wisely when it decides 
tactics for the united front of capitalism, despite all the disagreements am-

In answer one can say that capitalism is united and communism • •

the subject of Russia to understand more clearly this force 
opposing the world revolution, but which tries to appear to favour it. Because now 
it is the most infamous opponent of the world revolution and the most dangerous. Pre
cisely because it tries to appear to cherish it.

The Kronstadt revolt broke out. Russia had to return to full capitalism. One could 
subjectively, the whole revolution vanished, its foundations, measures and 

side of Russia and the Third International.
and has gone over to

mixed enterprises, concessions, recognit
commerce, and agriculture too, the re-establish-^ 

., and, as we have seen,

(4) It is sufficient to read the proclamation of the Congress of the Third Internat
ional at the Congress of Trade unions in British India. One finds the above slogans. 
Of communism, not a word, (see ’The Communist* , 30.12.22.)

I

• •
• • . •

say that,
preparation, from th e

Russia signed contracts with states and private individuals
capitalist reconstruction thanks to trusts,
ion of industrial property rights, 
ment of the wages system etc., and, as we have seen, recognition of the capitalist 
principle of revolution, to realize the power of the peasantry, of the middle classes, 
of capitalism in general, on a very large scale. Communism totally disappeared, all 
that was left was th? very small goal of state capitalism -
ope must followi There too communism must disapppear. That is to say that only the 
communist phrases
against Russia. That could not be
eign aid as possible
fore, but the action was absolutely, capitalist. Capitalist R 
support a revolution in Germany or England because it would mean the decline of this 
country already so exhausted regarding capitalism. So, finished with the revolution
in Europei

All this is what, then, began this terrible deception of the European and world 
proletariat, this dialogue with ex double meaning which talks simultaneously of the 
overthrow and the reconstruction of capitalism, which advocates overthrow and reforms,

on
ong its sections.
cannot compromise with one of its parties.

But even this compromise tactic with the bourgeois states (because the hope of div
ision between them leads to this) originates in the Russian bourgeois revolution. This 
necessarily leads to compromises and alliances with Germany or Britain, with Turkey 
or the Asian states that are awakening to national capitalism, because national cap
italism has to be restored in Russia. But a really proletarian revolution will make 
no alliances with the bourgeois states. This alliance, as well as the alliance with 
bourgeois parties, will always end in defeat (^z). This revolution will ally only 
with revolutionary proletarians in other countries^

This whole policy, based on the division between bourgeois states, is only grand
iose in appearance, in reality it represents habitual reformism. But now on a world 
scale and not natiopally as before,. It is no less vulgar than the other.

•Truely, all capitalist states are uniformly hostile to communism..Together they 
es where communism is victorious as they attacked Russia when 
communist. .

V 11 
All the states of the capitalist world

• ♦ •
♦ 

• • 

And what is true for all the classes of the capitalist states is also true for 
these states themselves. According to Russia and the Third. International, communists 
must also take part in the divisions between bourgeois states.

For years the Third International’s publ legations echoed the threat of a new war 
between these states. Moscow’s proclamations always contain this language. An a new 
revolution will break out following this wari One will then restore the courage of 
the proletariat with the old fanfare on the power of the proletariat and the old in
sult (but sounding false and artificial) of the enemies, a real revolutionary would • • • • * 
not take part in that. For the truth is that the capitalist states, i.e. England, 
ance, Germany,
of
if 
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the Finnish and Hungarian revolutions would be child’s play bv comp- 
social-democrats and communists, would in
The social-democrats would drop the communists 

and a general proletarian massacre is certain :(5)»- 
It was the last word, of the

i

which simultaneously says that reforms are impossible but makes the revolution im
possible by the programme of reforms. It is thus that the gam?: of programmes and com
promises will begins legal factory councils, control over production, accounting of 
material values, workers' government etc., which are impossible in so far as these 
reforms can only be achieved through revolution, but Russia and the Third Internation
al praise them as measures preceding the revolution. One searches for safeguards in 
these slogans for the appearance of the revolution, but in fact, by this deception, 
they want to build capitalism and stop the revolution, a nd finally one assembles the 
means of castrating the revolution in one principles the united front of the prolet
ariat. Unity, from the Loskes, Schfeidemanns and Hilferdings to the Communist tarty. 
The talk is revolutionary, for a united front is certainly needed for the revolution? 
but only the communist united front. The action is capitalist, for capitalism needs 
a united counter-revolutionary front, from the social-democrats to the communists. This 
slogan surpasses in its duplicity all that has yet happened in the workers' movement. 
It is the rigorous emanation of the Russian capitalist revolution in its double sense, 

nnd the Third International takes up this shibboleth! And the Communist Tarty of 
Germany, where the revolution is a constant threat, adopts it!

This shibbolethy the unity of workers who do not want the same thing, who are most
ly still totally dependent on capitalist ideologycp is the purest and most authentic 
capitalist method to load the unarmed proletariat out before machine guns, before 
which it would not be really united, and to a massacre of such a character that the 
Commune massacre,
arison, ouch a united front, uniting the social-democrat
fact guarantee the proletariat's defeat.
as soon as fighting was needed,

This order was the final section of the hoscow tactic.
• • • • « ‘Russian capitalist revolution. It showed that Russia and the Third International, 

which wished to build capitalism while calling for revolution and leading the prolet
ariat to destruction by using what it had that was most sacred, care the most import
ant enemies of the world revolution (6).:

* • • •r,. . - . - • • ..
[ ’  . ' , • . ■ •

(5) 'nhen Karl Liebknecht and his small group struggled ini that historic hour in the 
birkus Busch against the fallacy of the 'united front', he already saw the guns cold-

•r ly aimed at him and the .crowd shout 'Unity!*. This-.was- and is the slogan of the coun
ter-revolution o Karl Liebknecht's slogan was 'Claritynow, unity laterClarity on 
the immediate tasks of the working class that expressed themselves thus? 'The'fact
ories to us} The land to us! Lown with capitalist private property! All power to the 
workers' councils! Dictatorship of the proletariat!' These are the words.of.the pro- 
letarian revolution!. This is the only salvation for the[working class.
(6) Russia, with its double revolutionary character, looks terrible now. It lies like 
a huge wreck, onthe. beach, broken by its revolution, Once a small lifeboat put out to

■ save proletarian Russia. That lifeboat was the KaLL, the best and, not so long ago, 
the larger faction of the Spartakusbund, with its really •revolutionary; new principles 
for the world revolution. But Russia and the Bolshevik government scorned the KaPD 
and refused its help. It prefered a hideous mob of workers and capitalists assembled 
on the beach who either applauded or insulted it, but either could not or would not 
help proletarian frussia

Later Russia capitulated to the crowd and returned to capitalism, with it. That was
what it basically wanted, to do as its capitalist character was infinitely stronger • • than its proletarian one. It has shown clearest the non-proletarian character of its 
revolution by rejecting the genuinely revolutionary and proletarian, aid coming from 
uurope, and thus the salvation of its own proletariat and that of the world. 

Could one have a clearer demonstration than that of a govenment based on the pro
letariat that refuses the only way to liberation for that proletariat and that of the 
world? ue would advise our Russian comrades of these facts on the Bolsheviks and the 
boviet governments the imposition of a counter-revolutionary programme on Europe and 
the rejection of the revolutionary one. bay to thiseparty and government, at least

• on our advice? you have as a proletarian party and government accomplished some huge 
leadership tasks and at the beginning of the revolution. It is likely that some errors 
were made a short time ago, that only our Russian comrades could know. We are unable 
to judge them clearly, so we shall leave it undefined. That you did not realize every
thing in a proletarian-communist manner, that you retreated when the European revolut
ion was delayed, these were not your fault. But the more you return to capitalism, the 
more we, the proletarians, will fight you as class enemies. However, what really was 
your fault and which neither we nor history will forgive you, is that you imposed a 
counter-revolutionary programme and tactic on the world proletariat, and you rejected
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in telling the proletariat that the 
to its aid;

4

9

we have also seen that it propelled the Asian prolet-

situation with a double meaning 
proletariat which has been re-united by 
into organizations and parties that are 
proletariat in struggle.
very feeble and that the

Europe and agricultural Asia,

that 
many 
which, 
and 
its own 
revol-

butt-end between last and -jest, and its 
the last, in Asia, in helping in the

est, in Europe and America,
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adopted this tactic and thus betrayed the
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• • • . • • • •

we have shown the effects of the world war and the Russian revolution on the world 
proletariat and how the Russian revolution projected itself both eastwards and west, 

we have seen how Russia, an agricultural and only very slightly industrialized count
ry, this butt-end, this transition between industrial
entered capitalism by its own revolution, that it wished to become a first-rate cap
italist power and thus it also became the enemy of the world revolution, of the world 
proletariat, we have seen that it supported the Asian people in their nationalist 
struggle for capitalist freedom.
arians into this nationalist battle for capitalist freedom, in alliance with the ris
ing capitalism, so for the reconstruction of world capitalism.

we have also seen that Russia also tries to achieve the reconstruction of capital
ism in Europe, America, Africa, Australia by means of the Third International, that 
it recommended a false tactic (false from the point of view of revolution) to the 
European and world proletariat, always by means of the Third International? support 
for capitalist trade uhions, capitalist parliamentarianism, capitalist dictatorship 
by party or leaders. The Third International
world proletariat, the world revolution.

It is thus that we have seen Russia, this
creation, the Third International, concur in
creation of a new and huge capitalism; in the i-'est, in Europe and America, and in the 
other parts of the world, Africa and Australia, to the ■. alntenance and extension of
old capitalism, 

* * * ‘ ‘ < * «i • •

That thus, in order to define itself by a single clear word., Russia and the Third 
International introduced a new reformism, world reformism, reformism on a world scale. 
That the Third International does not differentiate-itself from the.Eecond but for 
the latter’s reformism being national, while the former’s is international. ; .

We have seen that,' given that the world proletariat is led on the five continents 
by the Second and Third Internationals, after the world war and the revolution in Rus
sia, this self-same world proletariat is again today the enemy of the world revolution, 
we have also seen that all the capitalist classes of all the capitalist/states are re- 
united against the proletarian-ccommunist revolution.

And all the capitalist- states and those wishing to become capitalist will be united 
pel-mel and will be for the end of war and will make common cause the instant that the 

» • • • * • •

communist revolution becomes reality. • • . |
... Finally, we have seen that the Third International and Russia have appealed for.a 
united front with capitalist social-democracy and will therefore throw the proletar
iat into the abyss and will crown their work of capitalist reconstruction, led by
Russia. ’ ' ; j

Here, traced in bold outline from East to west, so for the world, as it appears 
in the light of the Russian revolution, the tableau of what the proletariat has bec
ome under this influence. |

Certainly we sec an awful vista. It is thus that a once more formidably powerful 
capitalism, with its forces multiplied ten-fold by the deadly fright ofythe struggle 
for its survival, which unites more and more, nationally and internationally,
the world proletariat is faced across terrible misery that has already pushed
countries towards revolution, and the proletariat has found a leaders Russia,

• • - — —

because of its production and class relations, is
constructs it.
fault that it was the most tragic situation that a class could encounter in a

a leaders Russia,
directed towards capitalism 

It has confidence in this leader for historical reasons. It is

ution; to know that it verbally proclaimed the overthrow of capitalism, but really 
constructs it. a
death. A
national
tray the
enemy is

when its adversaries used exceptional organizations for struggle, it did not. It 
instead wanted to realize a united front of trumpery which united hostile elements. 

Its adversaries were compensated by a real united national front against it in all 
?-these countries, a front that was fully united. And it will become international as 
soon as the proletarian revolution appears. The international proletariat will then 
present itself as .a flock of sheep at the butchers.

• *•

(6 cont.) the really revolutionary programme which could have saved you.
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starting from
became completely capitalist and. 
only reforms were hoped for. Its

igainst
and second Internationals□ 
not parliamentary parties 

dictatorship. For the sign

the Third International and then,
International
abandoned and
capitalism.

as this capitalism can only be re
European capitalism, the Third 

reformism, that is,
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This organization no longer leads to the victory, but to the defeat of the pro
letariat in European countries

• • ♦

Row that since the spring of 1921, the Bolshevik party, which exercises a dict
atorship in Russia, has passed over to capitalism, it rapidly enforces the ret
urn to capitalism by means of
the spring of 1921, the Third
bourgeois. The revolution was
goal became the rebuilding of
As Russian capitalism had to be rebuilt and
built with the restoration and reconstruction of
International was forced to abandon revolution and return to
to make its goal the reconstruction of capitalism.
And to reconstruct capitalism, the Third International; just
shevik (now capitalist) party formed links with the European
ments and European capitalism to rebuild Russian capitalism;
with the Second International, the ’24’
European capitalism.
The goal of the second, ’ 2^’ , and the Third Internationals is thus the same? it 
is that of capitalist states and governments. The united front of these three 
internationals is the united front with capitalism.
The soviet government and the Third International propose saving capitalism now 
that it is in mortal crisis and no longer sees any way out.
That is why the Third International, as well as the Russian Bolshevik party, have 
become totally counter-revolutionary organizations betraying the proletariat. One 
has to treat them as the Second and ’24’ Internationals.

GLIeIRG PRILCHLeS OF THE COiililii. 1ST a 
(extract)

This is wiiy the Lal calls lor the formation of a revolutionary organization
this great enemy, against world capital, Russia, the Third

It does not want trade unions but factory organizations
but workers’ councils (soviets), not a party but a class
of victory for it is the soviet.

It wishes to change all the proletarians of Europe, America, Asia, Africa, and 
Australia into conscious communists by means of these new organizations.

It does not wish to compromise with social-democrats or other workers' parties, 
which it considers as capitalist enemies.

It does not >unt to compromise with a capitalist party or state because it knows 
that they are mortal enemies. It wishes to unite the proletariat for a frontal attack 
on capitalism, a struggle that the proletariat will be conscious of in its meaning, - 
means and end and so will lead by its full consciousness and .autonomous activity.

• • The lull wishes to arrays® a new spirit in the proletariat, the communist spirit, and • • • • » f
so lead, the revolution and lead it to victory.

I—I—I—1—I—I—I— I—I— I—I—I

THIRD Ii! THRIFT IOnnL• •- • • . * •
The Third International is a Russian creation, a creation of the Russian Commun
ist Party. It was set up to support the Russian revolution, that is, a partly 
proletarian, partly bourgeois revolution.
Because of the double character of the Russian revolution, to the extent that 
the Third International must support the proletarian Russian revolution as much 
as the bourgeois one, thus equally by the double character of its goal, the Third 
International became a partly proletarian, partly capitalist organization.
It was a proletarian organization for the suppression of capitalism as far as it 
called for revolution and the expropriation of the capitalists, as.far as it 
maintained pariiamentarianism, trade unions, and leaders* dictatorship, it was a 

. bourgeois organization created to build and maintain capitalism, since they do
; not lead to communism, but to capitalism’s maintenance.

< ••• • • . * . • •
Thus the Third International was a partly counter-revolutionary organization
from the start.
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As much as the position of the world proletariat inside capitalism, which is in 
mortal crisis, demands the proletarian revolution as the accomplishment of its 
practical task at present, as little on the other hand, the intellectual (geis-
tige) dispositions and organizational relations of the world working class corres
pond to this historical necessity. The vast majority of the world proletariat is 
prisoner to the modes of thought of bourgeois’ private property and forms of int
ernational class collaboration between capitalism and the proletariat, forms which 
in turn, although/this is a matter of a unified process, lend a, strong hand to all 
the existing organizations of the proletariats that places the revolutionary pro
letariat in all countries in the situation of the inevitable historical consequence 
of the foundation of a new proletarian international.

*fr. >’

This new workers’ international, the Communist workers’ International, represents 
the. pure proletarian clans struggle which has the practical task of -abolishing 
private bourgeois-capitalist property and its transformation- into proletarian
communist common property. Beyond this objective, it struggles. basically, for thq 
realization of communist society.

3. Recognizing that the basic conditions for the overthrow of the bourgeoisie and. 
the domination .of the proletariat are present, it places the principle of the 
development of the proletarian clans consciousness centrally, i.e. .it wishes to 
lead the proletariat to the recognition that it is historically necessary to-, 
eliminate capitalism immediately? by that it wishes to awaken, in it the spirit
effective for making the proletarian revolution.

» • ‘ • • • 1 • •• •

• •. 
• • • • . • . , •••

The realization of such ends demands as a first condition a, completely anti-cap
italist character (formally as well, as substantially) of its organization and 
leadership in all struggles. Its highest reference point is not the particular 
interest of national groups of workers taken in isolation, but the common inter
est of the world proletariats the-world proletarian revolution. Jl

•• •

■ ■ > •

The first step on the road to its goal i
. of the proletariat in the form of the destruction of the capitalist
and the establishment of the power of the
(Rdtestaaten). It rejects’

>

s the striving for the class dictatorship 
state power 

proletarian staate (council stastes 
all reformist methods of struggle and fights the revo

lutionary proletarian class struggle for the creation of revolutionary workers’ 
councils and revolutionary factory organizations (workers’ unions) with anti- 
parliamentary and anti-trade union methods.
It combats particularly the existing international organisations of the prolet
ariat (the London, Vienna, and iioscow Internationals) which,
the bourgeoisie in their common struggle to rebuild world capitalism,
pelled to build a
world proletarian revolution'and so too represents the most dangerous obstacle 
for the liberation of the proletariat.

»

bourgeois
to reconstruct it and to spread it over the world, in giving the government 
the power to the parties and their leaders, the proletariat is now an instrument 
controlled by the Third International for the same goal. Its goal is not the 
revolution, the liberation of the proletariat, but personal power in the bourgeois 
st<ate and the enslavement of the proletariat. <■

»• < 
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