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Translator's note:

'Die Kommunistische arbeiter~Internationale' ('The Communist vorkers'
Internationnl') was first published in German in Serlin in 1923 and
has been republished by Kommunismen Verlag (Fostbox 61, 2880, BAGSV. LRD
Copenhzgen, Denmark)., This translation is made from thet text:
some sections were published in kinglish in 1924 in 'The :orkers Dread-
nought' under the titles '.orld revolution', 'The International uork-
ers' Revolution', and 'The International and the «orld Revolution',
These were translations of sections I,1I,I1I, and VIII with the pre-
amble, However, there were many inaccuracies, 'Kronstadt uprising' was
rendered as 'Menshevik uprising', for example., Similar inaccuracies
are to be found in the translation of Gorter's 'Cpen Letter’ (1920)
published in the same paper and suggest that translation was done
from & pre-publication draft,
opecifically GCerman terms have been translated exactly. Arbeieterrite,
Setreibsorganisationen, Industrieverbidnden 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 Jetreibsrﬁte, 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 Frenchs:

'*Invariance' Seriell, n, 5,
(Jacques CAMATTE, 3,

and in Italian from
(Bdizioni G.d:C, c/o Italy)
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Fage i The title has been misprinted, It is:
“The German iievolution and the spectre of the proletariat

rage iv Line 1 should xread:

e enaras e gvedtmrand proletarian centralism 'in .the KalD, aidactlcism
and Slanquism in the VIFD Left (7) and the Communist Party
oFf Italy,” | TRGED

"'Tﬁe°éﬁ'éééﬁéﬁ£'ﬁéééage ittt GATtal and reads: T

“There was a-labourite tradition, like that found, in th? A
A Flr't International and which continued, but 'eamly ' ”*
ottt ppedbetically speaking 1nto  syhdicalism, obposed to the’
influence of the tradition historically‘llnked to Jacobin-
ism and 'reemasonary. the first tradition did not emerge
until the end of the German revolution, the single union
(4AUL), which wiched to use the factory instead of occup-
ation as its basis, and which programmatically supported
an anti-party workerism.,”

rage 10 Line 1: |
"Fusion with the national capitalist Asian movement and
submission to it."

Page 16 Lines 1-2:
wrenss 0 rdledust, as ‘the, proletarlat.igvull countries is a tool in

the hands of the socialmdemyqratic bourgeGiS‘amd‘react-
ionary parties, for the maigtenance of capitalismes.
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since a new generation of critics have again questioned the official workers'
movement, including its left and "leftism"”, considering them to be a movement and
current of capital, after the nth. confirmation of their role in the events ‘of the
'60's from watts to Faris and Gdansk, profound research became necessary in order
to place the tradition of narxism of the Second International,; then of social-dem-
ocracy, in the historical context of the development of capitalist society.

The reciscovery of the spanish Civil .ar, of the real movement including 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 of the epoch of the birth
and maturity of capitalism, as liarx and 3ordiga 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 intercust 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 uurrentis, parties, and -
organizations of official German socialism (social-democracy and centrism, later
affiliated to the Third International), i.e. with the workers' movement.

Presently, with a single exception, thu history of the German revolutionary
movement has been written on the level of organizations (1),’ihat is, of forms of:
representation that the movement gave.itselfiadd which”athnomized themselves from .
it, In fact, they were only subjectively revolutionary infthe‘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 outsiderthé'periods of strong: -
activity. | s ‘ SR 63 £

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

_ hisery,

- 3y leaving out of this discourse a 'realist' Jjudgement which Sbouldfaccept the
'historical conditions' and should 1limit the critique (and consequently the pers-
pective perhaps possible today), one can show the double character of this revo-

Elution, 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 a social-republican

constitution.,

The double character‘appears clearly to us today, to us who have seen the end
of the revahtion. 3ut it is equally clear that the function of organizations
(Unionen and Setreibsrite)assumed by the most radical masscs of the proletariat

z*; Translated from the French: 'Invariance' Serie II, no. 4, 1974,

(1) The basic work for historical rescarch on the left of the German revolution
is 'pyndicalismus und Linkskommunismus von 1918-1923' by H.l. Bock (lieisenheim-
an-Glan, 1969) from which the essential information in 'la’Gauche allemande’ et
la question syndicale dans la IIIme, Internationale' (Kommunistisk rrogram, Cop-
enhagen, 1971; was taken, and also for 'La Gauche Allemande’ (Texts) 'Pour 1'hist-

- oire du mouvement communiste en allemagne de 1918 a 192 "by.benis.nuthierf(Paris/

ﬁrigdgies7ﬁaplcs, 19735. wven if a third text 'le Kakl et le mouvement Eroletarien'
by Jacques Camatte ('Invariance' serie II, no. 1, 1971) owes a lot of its inform-
ation to 3Bock, it has been up to the present the only-analysis that attempts to

zo beyond the forms of representation in trying to see what werefthe_Commbn'hqpes
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-
vicus works, to make formulations useful for the new description ,of the historical
development of the capitalist economy. This text of 'Invariance' makes a periodiz-
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the context of self-management demands over economic life - nececsary demande due
to the very unusual character of the catcgorics in question which ought to havc
beaten material misery by assuring, even violently, the setting in motion again
of the German productive apparatus which was largely damaged by the post-war cris-
18

The German radical movement did not have, therefore, an economic-wagec struggle
character (trade unionist), but a managerial (councilist) character of construct-
jon since the economy had to be rebuilt. and that is where one secs how far this
éxperience remained prisoner of the reaction of negation of the traditional cuplt-
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
the capitalist proletarian class, |

3eyond the limits of the radical movement itself, which was never more than
500,000 workers regrouped in the Unionen (3), according tc the historians, one
also has to introduce a further unfavourable characteristic before completing
the study of the Linksradicalen: the Russian revclution. '

There it was a revolution with a capitalist goal: the intensive development of -
an extremely young industrial economy. since the bourgeois class had nsither the
strength nor the courage to advance the cconomy (in the midst of the problems
created by the war) and prefered maintaining conditions even hindering the.process
of reproducing workers labour power, soO plunging Russia Jnto a situation that was.
almost pre-induotrlal the working class in this rcvolution was the only capital-
ist category with & sufflclently radical historical will to cast aside the old
apparatus and open the way to a stable and modern capitalist accumulatlon, however.
without thc 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 thc world bourgeoisie, that was only
realized by going over from workers' management to despotic management o the
state through anenymous capital. The mimicry by men was cnanged but not thelr -t
submlssion to thc logic of capltullst roiety ) | 5 B SR

AS 1n mny oreak the Rusolan break set men and pa851ons in motlon. Thu soviets ;
and councils, as well as the currents of the revolution (lcft JolsheV1ks and .then -
the anarchists) werce understood as the expression of a new revolutlonary 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, parliamcntarianism, frontism, as Gokter's critigue shows, even if, 11ke |
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 Darty was am- |
biguous even from the capitalist p01n¢ of view: Zinovicv or Lenini) ‘

The Russian break was thus a factor of revolutionary elan, but its meanagerial
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 cf the working class and poses the altern-
ative of "communism or the destruction of thé human species'

(2) As forms’mediating between the flow and ebb of the revnlutlon, already beaten
in the winter of 1918-19.,

(3);AAUU - Allgemeine arbeiter-Unicn beutschlands (General Yorkers' Union of Ger-
many), sympathizing with the KalD, founded in February 1920, 5plit in October 1921
with the foundation of the AaUu, |
AAUL - Allgemelne.nrbeiter—Unlon ulnheltsorganlsatlon (Unitary General orkers

Union). -
BAUU(D) + Frele arbeiter-Union Detitaihlands (syndikalisten). (bree Workers'

Union of Germany (oyndicalistc)) - reconstltution of the old syndicalist feder-
ation-in 1919, P
EAU(Gelsenklrchen) . Bribks dbatstinion (Gelsenkirchner Richtung). (bree
Workers' Union (Gelsenklrchen tendency)) emerged in Cctober 1920 after the split
in the FAUD(5). Member of the Moscow Profintern., - o bt
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- had to centralize all 1ts forces to resolve the problems of the 20's and 30's

which prepared the final solution: the bSecond ‘orld ar,

The historical retreat dividing us from the German cevents reveals all their
limits, but a deep study of the less known sources shonld perhaps show that the
atmosphere was much more radical in the ..partacist movement, in the Ruhr Red
.Army, and in the 1Hdlz bands and at the Lecuna works than in the programmes and

managerialist directives which completely dominated the theorctical and politic-

al 1life of the German revolutionary movement (4), programmes not allowing us to
understand the events.

wven before the 191%4-18 war, Herman Gortecr had undertaken a critique of a rad-

“ical-reformist type typical of the Second Internationalist left, a left also in-
‘cluding anton Pannekoek and Rosa Luxemburg. This left sought a subjective revol-

utionary way, all the while remaining entircly within the bounds of a class form-
alism, parliamentzarianism, and the tradec union-beleonist vision, and seemod to
have found it in the spontaneous aggression by the prolctariat.

This tendency drew near the Russian left during the war and, even if they aid

not fully agree, they formed the left currents of Zimmerwald which were defeatist
+sand anti-militarist rather than clearly revolutionary. thuC butch and German

lefts (lelde in Germany into the _Bre,merllnke9 later becoming the Internatlonal
socialists, and the Spartacists) towards the cnd of the war (1917-18) supported
the Bolsheviks as leadcrs of the revolution they themsclves believed to be anti-
bourgeois and proletarian - which it was, but not in the way they thought.

It was only with the tacticzl orders of the Third International and the foreign

. policy of the soviect state that they saw the classic social-democractic line of
the Bolshevik party, without basically undergtandlng the reason for it. There was

Lenin's attack on oxtrenlum and the repllcs by rannekoek and CGorter (5)-.

buring thesc yOlleCS cnd after the German cxperlpncos, this critigue that can
be recad in Gorter's text took shapo and one can summarize it thus, whlle simultan-
eously showing its limits; |

1/ The communist rpvolutlon is centered on the highly dcvclopea capitalist count-

ries of iest uuropo and the castern states of the Usa., The important lessons. are
to be learnt here and not in Russia. The international tactic should be fixed by
the 'western' communists, that is, anti-parliamentarianism, opposition to lecadeps,

~and opposition to entry into the trade unions. Here, as in the rest of the German

and Uutch communists' analysis, the capitalist function of social-cemocracy was
not:clear, they vaguely understood that social-dcnocrucy played a bourgeois role,
that the rolec of the parliamentary tribune was, Jjust like that of the paternalist

figurc as boss of the party and the trade union apparatus, was not at all revol-

utionary. Sut the anti-formalism never assumed a theoretical basis superceding
basically democractic arguments. A vision of the avant garde with elemcnts of en-
lightenment, evoking the ideas of Tasca and Gramsci, mixcd in, is found all too
often in the critique of the German communist left as it is to be found also in
the conception of the party (KarD) (6). 5o this conception of the KilD and Gorter
is found in the tradition of Hussian orlgin'(Bakunist—Leninist) of the party, the
components of which dominated the communist left of the period, that is, democrat-

&

(4) In his 'mssay on Liberation' (1969), p.47, Herbert Marcuse believes that
therb wexre furthcr alnun51ono. he refors the rcadcr to 'Dcr Blaue R01tcr ed, F.

both in 'Manifeste 12 5-1933"' (brbsden, 1956),
(5) Fublished in &, rannekoek and H. Gorter 'Organisation und und Taktik der proletar-
ischen Revolution' (frankfurt-am-liain, 1969) with an introduction of the theories

and histories of the butch left by H.M. 3ock. %

() KaFD = kommunistische srbeiter-Fartei Deutschlands (Communist workers' FParty
of Germany), founded in april 1920, For the halbu theory of its role see 'Leit-
sitze Uber die Bolle der rartei in der proletarianische Revolution' (1921) (Eng-
lish translation in 'Revolutionarvy Perspectives' no. 2)
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¢/ The autonomy of the prolctariat was a.common featurc of the German and Italian
lefts and was confirmed by their common hostility to the 'workers' fronts' and the
apology of unity, cven if the Italian left, which was historically late, wanted to

accept & 'united trade union front'.

3/ Thc opposition to fronts in highly doveloped capitalist countrics Wa.s followéd

in Asian countrics too where the critique and perspicacity of Gorter were unique:

for his cpoch, Therc had alrcady been an expericence in Turkey, but it was only af-
ter thc defeat of the Chinesc revolution that pcoplce in the Communist Internation-
al began to criticisc the subnission of communists to national-bourgecis organiz-

ations,

Gorter alsc understood the reasons for this bourgeeis forcign policy adopted by
the soviet state and his critique of the 3rest-Litovsk peacc was correct, although
incomplete, for he did not know the communist oppesition in Russia. This pcace ab-
andoned the prclctarian and/or communist movements in the 3altic states, Finland,
and the Ukraine to German and local bourgcois oppressicn,. in thce name of national-
democratic unity, which the right 3clshcoviks saw as the historical premise to
ccmmunist reveluticns,. i = |

4/ similarly Gortcr was among the first to sce the Russian revoluticn as a double
revolution, cven though he remainced a prisoncr of the managericlist and workérist
logic. what he thought were proletarian and anti-capitalist mecasures were, on the
contrary, necessary fcr a reorganization and centralizaticn of the eccnomy, their
immediate goal being the assurance of thé reproducticn of workers' labour power =
(cf, Gramsci, “the collcctivism of poverty"; from 1917¢ (C)). | Sl e

The principle factor for a bourgceois domination over the proletarian elements.
of thc rcvolution should be peasants, according to Gorter., He did not understand
the role of agrarian capital as thi. base of an industrializaticon programme, He
believed on thc other hand that the peasants' demond for land should have weakencd
the proletariat, i.c. urban industry, by displacing the economic-political centre
cf gravity to the countrysidc. Such & mcthod of posing the questicn did not see
that the Russian devcelepment fellowed the leogic of a capital. which was ancnymous
from then en. | e | i

The important and problematic questicn of the old rural communities (9) was un-
known "to Gortecr, It shéuld have placed the whole discourse ¢f the German and Rus-
sian left under a new light. Simultancously, ‘therc should have been an analysis
based on an internaticnal rcvolution and on a vision .of an oppesition to the ind-
ustrialization of itussia, | s .

nfter that thcrc werc many badly posed problems. Gorter had an crroneous apprec-
iation of thc rclcec of the Bolsheviks when he thought that thoy took the revelution-
ary initiative in October 1917 (10), The great change in the Russion revoluticn
supervened: according to Gorter in 1921 when the bourgcois and peasant domination
became total with. the liay and kronstadt, & revelt Gorter considered to be the ex-

('2):'E VikD = Vereinigte Lhommunistischc Partei beutschlands (United Communist Party
of Germany), founded in December 1920 by the unification of the KD lead by Levi
with thc left of the Independent bocial-democractic Party., wection of the Ceommun-
ist International, .

(8) 'The Revolution against 'Das Kapital'' (*scritti Giovanili 1914-18', Turin 1958
P.152) ('Selections from Folitical Writings' London 1977. p.BE).

(9) Cf, harx's third draft of his letter to:Zasulich (Feb-liar 1881), a question ..
taken up and devcloped later by Jacques Camattc in an intrcoduction té¢ a French
edition of texts on the Russian question by Amadce Jordige (Invariancd Serie II,
no. 4 - to be published shortly in cnglish), | |
(10) Cf. 'The Jolsheviks and the October Revolution' (London 1974) p. 100. sccord-
ing to bkyrpnik's statement it is clear that the Bnlsheviks acted under the press-
ure of a revoluticnary initiative of the anarchist workers in Fetrograd. The 3o0l-
shevik .'leadership' of the Russian movement should be scen as an histerical comp-
romise betwecen a brurgeois capitalist reveluticon and 2 sclf-management capitalist”
rcvolution, initially with a dominant proletarian character. (Cf., the bocks by
anweiler, Brinton, .ctc.),
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Gorter could cconclude after this critigue that Russia, the Third International,
social-democracy, and the democratic mrvanonts in esia were tc be considered as
enemies c¢f the rcevelution.

Three further general pcints of Gorter's discoursce have tc be underlineds
- His faith in the revclution being always possible during the mertal crisis of
capitalisn (while admitting “that the whole world was an enemy of the revcelution,
including the prclbtwri L as we shall /sec: év)s
- His organizaticnal, councilist and manaogerialist formalism which led him to the
formation of the Kanl, which, however, he did nct dare call the 'historical party’
as later did left bordigism at the voluntarist formatiom of another international:
the Internationalist Communist rarty. wven if Gorter underlined the importance of
the critique and of the thecretical preparation by the three Kals for his inter-
national (The kikFs of Lssen, Holland and Sulgaria, 3ofia tendency), one of the’ in-
portant reascns for the split in the KaFD (11) was preciscly the creation of this
internaticnal as if it was that of the future revolution,
- ¥inally, his total acceptance (still alive today in discussions between ultra-
left ideologios) oi the false comtr clction betwecn councll and state and party
management. | | |

the vpectre of the rroleto riat

A spectre wanders through the hlstor" of revelutions: the spectre of the prolet-~
ariat. It was immediately awaited like the liessiah which should finally come to re-
pay the sacrifices offered to progressive cupltallsm, the unifier, ccntr&lizor, and
industrializer. Later, on’ the contrary, cpe saw it appear im-socizi-demderitic-dress
participating in imperialist wars and pa flllmentary elections,. living and acceptin¢
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 2 pot-
entially revolutionary quality thanks to an acrobatic leap of the class...

The world prolectariat was, for Gorter, who was always a priscner to sclf-manage-
ment and prOuuct1v1st logic, 'hostile to communism'. He awaited human liberation
by the self-same proletariat through the class struggle, the wage claiming and re-
formist 1limits to which he was the first to sce. Wtho 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 1€ Mﬁ 'proletorian reveluticn' was not
possiblé, but now! we await the consciousness - Godot (12).

The German 'unitary' managerialist, Otto Rihle (13), in criticizing the everyday
1life of families anc workers' quarters, was the only one to scnse that the critique
had tc go far beyond politics as one would see thirty years later in another coun-
cilist current with much more important dimensions, the situationist current. Jut .
Otto Rllhle went on to be an apologist for the 'extra-bourgeois' insertion of the -
proletariat into the capitalist productive apparatus, | ' o

In fact, until one comes to eoncédve of. the working class as an integrated and

setween the so-called lissen and Serlin tendencies.
(12) The question of consciousness was not dealt with in Gorter's text. 1t is, how-
ever, in Fannekoek's reply to Lenin: '.orld Revolution and Communist Tactics' and
even more Geeply in Lukacs's 'History anc anc. Class Consciousness' 2194 ). This con-
ception has recently been attacked by J. Baudrillard in 'The Mirror of rroduction'
(1973 - mnglish Translation 5t. Louis 1975) wh@ is a theorist of - '1eft structur-
alisim' and who criticizes the eschatologlcal rationalism' fount in 211 marxism
andd which is guilty of having founded @& notion of hlstory and of succession of mode
of productlon on which is erected z new teleology of 'circular auto-verifications’
£13). 18 ) irom the bourgeois tc the prolcetarian Revolution' (1924 - Lnglish Trans-
lation, London 1974), Ctto Alihle; while still o managericlist ancd more limited than
Gorter in his vision of socialism, was the first tc understond the victory of the
counter-recvolution., "Henceforth the revolution has been lost for the German prolet-
.'arlut". bveanﬁhlc supported that the proletariat in the majority had béen the 'en-
" emy', the 'saboteur' and the !traiter' opposed to the “liberation and revolt of its
own, claos He always posed the revolution in terms of workers' councils and never
g * 1 2 tcrms o the seli-negation of the proletariat,
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integrating part of the reproduction process of capitalist cocliety 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 very movement of capitalism, of the dialectic of process of the
perpetual netamnorphoses of capitalist society.

The revolutionary critique, detaching iteelf from this formal dialectical rate
ionality (clas: /CuUlt&l class strubgle/con°010uune&sc criees/revolutiom) which
makes radical thought a source for original innovation for capital's seli-criticisn,
will seize its science as a2 factor of social reproduction and will seek to repose
the revolution in narx's terms of 1844: communism as “the reaxl resolution of the
strife between existence and essence, between cobjectification and self-confirmat-
ion, hetwecn frecdom and necessity; between the individual and the snecies”,

Such a critique, abandoning the level of negntivity and undertaking forthwith
the positive anc active rethinking of the revelution and thus, ourselves, will
have to supercece the separation hetween reason and sentiment. licreover, by unify-
ing art and science, this critique will have to negote the society of capital by
participating in o creatiVe fashion in the final break with the old world, A break
which will allow the eng gendering of a human 1ife that will be rop.llv communita ric.n.

~It is on thiu thut a contonnorury revolutionary vision ought to bo founded, It
oulu not recognize the critique of the past as its immediate basis. This rupor-
¢ r:ion- of the negative critique pushed out by the old marxism of the left always. .
oblige& the fixing of the range and 11m1t~ to the archeolosy of communism, & prob-
lem that we shall have to take up agdin - - : | hb

Carsten JUHL,

Copenhagen, October

1973

Vhort Jibliography of Gorter's -ork -

“*-*.‘ m—"~~“~~~“

'(ln Jutch unless otherwlse inalcwted)

1904 Lebate between ', Lomela ilieuwenhuis and Herman Gorter on oocial-denocruCJ
ancd anarchism | d

1905 osocial bemocracy @ unc‘hnurcnism The iundamentals of 0001al—<enocr .CY
1906 larxism and Revisionism («1tb<anton.bannukooV) -
1908 Historical lLiaterialism Class i:orals

1909 The I'ouncation of the Dutch SDP (with ionnekoek and van Ravenstyn)
1910 Wwhy 2 socicl-cemocratic party? =

191“’ Iﬂlpbrldlium, iorld ;:c..r, and »oc it';‘.l_ Demopr«ti.(:y

1918 The «orld Revolution (Lnglish idition, Glasgow 1 ?O)

1920 The Jfoundations of Communisn Onen Letter to Uomrade Lenin (in German, wng
- 1lish edition in 'The . orker ' Dreadnought', 1921)
1921 Opportunisn in the ki The path.of the K¥b, the path of Dr. Levi (in er-
man, writtean with other Lard lomdera) ‘the blaas struggle Orgunizwtlon of
the Froletariat (German) The lloscow International (German) The Foundat-

~ ion Frogramme of the KaPh
1922 The 3erlin and ussen Tendencies (Germ&n)
1923 ‘The Communict Wworkers' International (Gbrmcn) The need to reunite the
Kn¥D ((xermcen) s

nrticles anc. letters were published in: . .

'Ve ‘Iribune’ (1908 21), 'De iliewe Tijd' (1904-10),.ue Jaanbrecker (1910), 'Berner
Tagwacht' (1918), 'Demain' (1918), 'Volksrecht' (1918), 'Die Kommunistische Inter-
'nutionalc (1919), '11 uov1et' (1920), 'The .orkers' IDre.ﬂnought' (1920 4y, 'Komm-
unistische arbeiter-seitung® (1920-2), ‘rroletarier' (1920-2), 'ijulletin Communiste!
(1920), 'Ue Hoode Vuan (1921), 'Ve Kommunistische arbeider’ (19?&) Lampfruf' (1923)

(bihliogophy taken from rznnckoe: nd uorter 'Organisation und Taktik der ;rolet@r-
ischen Revolution' (franfurt c.-i:., 1969) pp. 252-3 and Hermon de Liagre H6hl
'Herman Gorters zijn politicke ahtlviteiten van 1909 tot 1920 in c¢c opkomende
kommunistische hewening in necerlend' (. Jmesen, 1973) pp. 291- -309,
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Loy COMMUMIST (CRIL.RG ' INTLREATIONAL:

Cur objective in founding the RAI the programme cf which contains the conditions
for the victory of the ﬂroletarlat is to put quite clearly the revolutioneary
struggle of the proletariat'wnlch, during the lussian and German revolutions, app-

eared under a totally new light, quite unlike before,

fhe best way we can demon:trate this is by showing the world the forces of our OPD;)
onents, the opponents of the revolution, and those of the proletariat itself. It is,
from this comparicon that the truth of the programme will emerge and, thuS,7é§ﬁallfi
the need for the hal.

y ¢
« THE ahiMIEs OF THE «ORLyU REVOLUTION
RAussia

The real countries for the proletarian revolution are Lngland, Germany and part
of the e.stern UbA.,

These countries are truely proletarian, Jut, as hefore with the iaris Commune,
history has again given rise to a revolution elsewhere: in Russia.

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

The Russian revolution has become a new and powerful source of light for the
world proletariat due to its double character: 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 north america, and africa, there lives a proletariat
arising in a pesant milieu. Revolution threatens inseveral places. workers and peas-
ants would take part in this revolution.

The Russian revolution, located geographically equidistant between Last America,
west Burope, and Central Lurope, on the one hand, and Acia on the other, throws 1ts
light simultaneously in two directions. To the .est it shows the proletariat how to
make the proletarian revolution: feebly, but with the greatest importance. Io the
Kast 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 (1).

. For clear action and the conditiors of victory for the hAIl, we must always stand
apart from the Russian revolution because of this double llght that (1t throws over

the world revolution.
ie begin with the clarification of the double character of the Russian revolution,

and now in detail. «e have already done this, but only in general. .e had later ded-
uced the strength of our new adversaries in Russia, Asia etc. ... with decadent
kuropean capitalism that struggles for life, in order to show thus the truth of the
KAI principles.

ihen a worker thinks of Russia and its rcvolution, he must always bear in mind
this single statistic: 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. ihen the peasants are 80% of the population and the proletariat only &%, the
revolution will be mainly bourgeoils.

; Zi; 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 therext 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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ihe proieturiac was vy far the .wwost radical ana resoiute class and, among the pro-
letariat, the Bolsheviks werz the most conscious organization and the most resolute:
they led the revolution and to vic bory, The peasants only submitted to the leader-
ship of the proletariat on tihe coadition that they would become private owners, i.e.
that the revolution would be mainly bourgeois. On their side, the proletariat could
not, even if it had wished, lead a partially communist revolution :ind o wose tais
condition for, without the peasants' support, they could not make a revolution at

all. - . | “he
ie are the bitterest opponents, as the Kiks of all countries have always been, of

the conception of the henshev1ks, hautskyites, Independents, pacifists etc., that

L L OO T e

the Russians should have~stopped at the bourgeois revolution. This conception is not
merely chicken-hearted idiccy, for it would have mcant 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 lezading to world revoluticon and victory was necessar-
11y and correctly by this path, The Grican and world revolutios were and are possible
only on this condition,

This is why the Solshevi*s' errors are not to be found in the democratic-bourgeois
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methods that they were forced to take becuuse of the.pgessuro of the peasantry. It is
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to be found in the jiogramme and in the action that thox,dictated to the proletariat
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of sureope and America, and by which they t-ied to cover-up tiae path to world revolut-
ion and to make the reconsiruction of world capitalism possible., 3y that they have
shown and demonstrated that their gcal is not Russian communism, but the constructe

lon of a bourgeois-demccratic republic, sy that they have shown and demonstrated
that they have foilowed the peasantry and that thoy hzve placed the peasant-capital-
ist revoliution above the proletarian reveolution. By that they have shown and demons-
trated that they no longer belong to the nroletariat, but bourgeois-capitalist
Russian democracy. ,

As soon as the woil2rs understand these truths which have been hidden from them,

e shall then shew in detail wnich of these measures taken by the lolsheviks had a
proletarian charactcr and those of a bourgeois~democractic character. It is well en-
ough known that one mus®t broadly distinguish two perilods among the measures taken by
the Bolsheviks: these frén Cetober 1917 to February 1921 ,uprislng in hronstadt and

fetroarad) and those ¢« 7 122 sc-called new course after February 19°1. e shall see
-that the measures teke -'on‘gg&n fgjiggp vere largely bourgeois,

Let us 1ook az_bn essures of the first veriod,

The main charoc erictics o1 the economic oﬁlLo- were nationalization of industry,
commeice, ‘and’ trankpor shate nonovony in food products and most important raw mat-
~erials, forced labour, é*q+~ repuiation of co-operatives, free supplies for workers,
empl oyeeo; and CLtaaon'l‘i Tood and maasnt_ﬁis, the principle of free provisioning
by the tmte._nui thes: measurss Jere purely proletarianmcommunist '

The fourdaticn oI vj?Pen § @}rzﬂ*” was also preletarian-communist,

3ut the crritior o } % sgviets vas bourgeois-capitalist for it was certain

that the pensant HOW..C Stt:og7c for iprivate. owne1Qh1p and against communisn,
A truely PrOJCtaritd reveliuticonras .ia Germany or nngland would never give the

peasants political rights befove they had shown themselves to he really communist.
The division of laxrge estates and land in general was bourgeois. And in fact the
divisicn transformed peasants, i.e, neaxiy all the population of Russia, into enem-

ies of ccmmunism, And not only the rich and niddle neasants, but also the small,
tiny, even landless, peaisanis,

The whole of the peasantry became the ernemy of scocialist collectivization of
agriculturo by ekfn possession of the land, ' |

A really proletarian revolution would never allow such a land division. On the
contrary, it would brinﬁ 2li large estates into the communist economy. -

The selzure of land 1 dull make the gulf between the industrial urban proletariat
and the rest of tbe p“IL tion unbridgatle, This iz shown by the peasant boycott of
‘the towne and iis. refu-M t* supply food to the proletariat. This division could

only be overcom:, :ron e  L2ginning, oy'vho niddle capitalists, i.e. with concess-
.ions to the pessantry who had capitalist sentiments. The Bolsheviks were:condemned
to capitalism from the start because ol the land diviuwon, unless world revolution
cane to their aid, The oveolution exenplified by hronstadt showed this., |

The doctrine of naticnal self-determination that the Bolsheviks proclaimed and so
detached finland, the Baltic staces. Foland, the Ukraine, and the Caucuses from
Russia, thus causing the collapse of the proletarian revolution in most of those
countries, was bourgeois-capitalist, Because, Just as they used this doctrine as’
they felt weak in that, if they did not free these states, Tsarism could not be des-
troyed, therefore, and we think that this Is nlve probablie, they already wanted a
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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 proletariit in the army was a proletarian-communist measure,

pbut the admission of peasants was bourgeois-capitalist, ior these reasants will
show (and did show) that they were the cnemies of communism, not only economically,
but also from & military stand-point.

Undoubtedly the peasantry will fight the countor-rcvolutlon as lonb as its priv-
ate possession of land is threatened. And the peasamts resisted Yudenitch, koltchak,
wrangel etc,. Undoubtedly the 3olsheviks could maintain an alliance of peasants and
proletarians in the army because of the better food, quarters etc.. Sut would they
still fight for the Solsheviks once their private possession was ascsured 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 Folish campaign of 1990 oy theBolsheviks posed a very inter-
esting question., Why did the Russian axrmy suddenly begin to retreat? when the KAFD

- representative, the authHor of these lines, posed the question at the ECCI Plenum in

lioscow in November 1920, Trotsky and Karski gave no clear reply. Confusion resulted.
One said that it was due to the failure of the civil service, tie other said that. it
was due to the military cormand, e now think that they did not want to give an hon-
est answe“ and that the real answer was that the Russian pcasants did not wish to &0
further in the attack on ruropcan capitalism.

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

a revolution in suropec. -
Never could a really proletarian revolution enrol the peasants in the army for

armies nust be absolutely communist. The Srest-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.

infranchising workers was proletarian-communist. Enfranchising peasants and other
active capitalists was bourgeois. A proletarian-communist rcvolution in Germany and
bngland would not enfranchise these elecments before thcy had shown that they were
communist, | |

The repression of the 1ndependence and autonony of action of the proletarlat was
equally bourgeois—capitallst The workers and their organizations did not gain the
direction ¢f control of industry, transport, and commerce.

The leaders bureaucratism and despotism was also bourgeoio-capitall t

Corruption was alqo bourgeois-capitalist.

: But in conJunction with these three last puints, 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. All this despite its origins.

The party dictatorship was lourgeois-capitalist in origin because it resulted from
the power of the peasantxy, the non-proletarian class. A party dictatorship could take
on and lead the Russian peasant class. A proletarian class dictatorshin could not.
For a proletarian class dictatorship will always tend towards pure communism, g 7 4 2
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 sol The 3olshevik party! Lxactly because it did not introduce pure

comnunism, but conceded to the peasantry, private property, and capital, That the
proletarian class could never do° It doctrine is and always will be, "lWe 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,

cepitalist, because of the peasants' power. |
It dominated the proletariat and was not its representative but its despot. Uert-

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 peaoantry° It could not be otherwise inzacountry dominated

by agriculture.
- The Bolshevik dlctotorthp was necessarily bourg601g-capitalist becauso it origin-

ated in the power .of the peasantry. It was also so in its activity and goal. we bel-




ieve that ilosa Luxemburg described ac well as we can the essence of the party dict-

ator&hip ana 1tu influenec on the revolution, bcforc her death. ohe saild:
"a few dozen party leaders of . inexhaus table 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 resolutlions unanimously - at the bottom, then, a clique affair - a dict-
atorship, certalnly, not the dictatorship of the proletariat, however, but only
the dictatorshlp of a handful of politicians, that is a dictatorship in the
bourgeois sense.’

“Ferfect, dictatorship! ...5ut 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, bhe submitted to the control
of public opinion as a whole, to proceed from the growing political education of
the popular masses.,”' °

The hAF and RAI 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.

Sesides, she did not see as she died too soon, that the Bolsheviks' party dict-.
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.e. 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. =

arty dictatorship is a typical indicator of the bourgeois rcvclution, of a revo-
lution whose foundation is private Erqurtx, of ‘a revolution by which one class de-
feats the other while remaLning on the basis of private property. The rising class
uses and tricks the classes that it dominates all the time. 4 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 USiné and tricking of the masses by the party and its dictat-
orship,: is viable, instead a class dictatorship is needed. .hen a party dictatorship
existed in Russia, it was the most certain index of the bourgeolis-capitalist nature
of the revolution., we shall show later that the class dictatorship is the sole dict-
atorship possible for the proletariat for even more important reasons, . 4

_we are neglecting for the moment the fact that the Selsheviks showed their bour-
geois- democratic, i.c. capitalist, character equally in the first period by their
influence on the proletariat of other countries and particularly on the Third Inter-
'natlonal. We shall reuurn to this questlon after btudylng the second pcriod..ao have
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stage, the uolgheV1ks showed their cag¢talist character.gx the creation of Ecaoant
soviets, by land division, “x;the doctrine of national self- determination,._x the

enrélment of peasants in the army, by enfrandhizing peasants, and finallz‘_x,the
dictatorshlp.gi.ggg party. how we shall deal with the second period after February

iy SRR
The RSFSE had thus founded communism and the peasants had founded their democrat-

ic-capitalist republic. The twe classes, the proletariat and peasantry, had accomp-
1ished their historical tasks so well, both directed by the 3oshevik party, that in

and in.Petrograd 'And connunism was extinguished with the slightest breath., Tte
foundation disappeared in an instant. One must say that the .rising was very weak in
relation to the huge empire. iqually one must remark that the pcasants were neither
organized as a class nor were not. But the small action of a group of peas sants (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 uncer the leadership of
its party which was henceforth, and became increasingly more so, the representative
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of the peasantry acnd its capitalism and no longer that of the proletariat and conm-
unism,

oW 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. 1t 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 Solshevik
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 Joshevik party.

ne can give examples from the bourgeois rcvolution where the representative of a
class was compelled to rise against itself by the power of other classes. sut in
these cases the two or several classes were always based on the same principle, e.g.
owners and financiers. sSuch 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. ‘hat
they wanted was precisely the establishement of capitalism. -

Wwith the smallest breath, all that was communist disappeared. Industiry was parti-
ally denationalized, the complete state monopoly in important foods and raw mater-
jals was 1lifted, 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.

#hile 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 Lurcpe
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 not the work-
ers of the peasant states. o

Capitalist property returns! e assume that this resulted from the 'Uecree of the
ROFLR' dated imay 27th. 1921 published in 'Izvestia' on June 18th. and appearing n
the IF'rench paper ' Journal des Debats' in French translation by one of the Russian
delegates to the Hague Congress.

This decree particularly determines that the right to run 1ndustry and commerce
is granted to all citizens. This right includes and is founded on:

I. The right to own real estate, including the right to sell these. estates and
the right to lease land where the estate is located. -

II. The right to sign contracts with the local authorities and to build on urban
and rural land with property rights for 49 years. e

III. Property rights on movable goods, meaning factories and worksnops, 1ndustria1
and commercial enterprises and the instruments of means of production, agric-
ultural and industrial products, for financiers.

IV. The right to mortgage property or to lend noney.

V. Rights to inventions, authorships, trade marks etc..

- VI. The right to written or legal succession for the family and children for a tot-

al value of 10,000 Gold Houbles., .

Then all kinds of rights over bilateral contracts etc. etCao

Private land-ownership has evidently reappeared. The law progeoted for lMay 15th.
established that all land belonged to the republic, this is true under the guise of
state socialism, the law positively guarantees full and conplete possession for peas-
ants. Secause the law established that a peasant could not lose the right to farm the
land except under three conditions: 1) 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 Ts sar) poliey.,

Again one finds. two important provisions i 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-
éned to the peasant municipalities, i.e. thé scviet 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 falr harvests) to become the foundation
of the capitalist state. IFarmers 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-
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from the peabantry (1f the uuropean revolution dia not quicxly come to their aid),
but, in this particular ‘case, under the leadership of noted communists and a small
formerly communist, bureaucratic party. i .

The proletariat has become, even in the peasant countries, such an important fact-:
or, its development was so great, that it took over (or rather, its leaders, its
party took over) the cstablishment of capitalism (where it was weak) . .ngainqt itselfd

The bolshevik party, then still communist, sought to base itself on the landless
peasants and the village poor at the beginning of 191€. Today it supports the landed
peasants, it creates farmers and landlecs workers, in brief, it builds capitalism,

Industry was transfered from full communist state possession, regulation, and con-
trol, to another condition. fetty industry has already become completely free, large-
scale industry, partly so. Sesides, some of the most important branches have passed
over to trusts co-opexacting 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 in commerce. ividently their managers and even government officials
are searching for new ways to make money. Competition between other activitiecs and
state enterprises arose. This process is developing in industry.

Internal trade is free, One can buy and sell anything in Russia. Large and small
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,

wxternal 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 4
right to external trade with some limitations that do not mean very much. The Tsent- 4
rosujuz, spreading over the whole country, especially with the peasants, were always
and still are completely capitalist and.bourgeois institutions. In reality they trade.
along purely capitalist lines. Sut the trusts, the - large industrial societies, are - 3
also gaining more and more autonomy in external trade. Certainly they still nced the b
foreign trade department's consent to their business, but who could refuse omething ' 8
to these powerful companie° in which the government is represented and’ which are” . :
partially state funded? Krassin gave a long list of these commercial untcrprises to
the representatives of the big states at the Hague) - & i -ome : ¢

f'inally, the Russian government ‘is prepared to make large concessions to major * = 8
foreign capitalists and in fact lent hrupp 4 million hectares for foreign agrlcultur- o
al enterprise. #ithout mentioning oil, forestry, and mineral concessions etc.. 4

Local finance was separated from state financeS «here that 1eado to with with the .f%
peasantry, one can quite clearly envisagel! B

Taxes were re-introduced, even indirect taxesg, €.8. on toaacco, coffee, matches, gﬁi
soap, petrol, sugar, salt, bcer, and textiles, 3

Finally, a state bank was run in a new manner, as-the: intermedlarv in internal o
and external business. It accepted and paid internal and external costs. As Sokol- 4
nikov explained at the dague, the instrument was available to private ind1v1duals, P
private enterprises, dnd mixed enterprises. Thus the volume of banking business 8
greatly and constantly increased in the Russian market. E

At the liay (1922) session of the financial department, statc bank director Aron 5
ochiemann spoke on the Russian state bank after which the financial section called A
for private banks. |

stock wxchanges 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 1little they were allowed by a type of state capitalism. liore,
a middle class, shop owners, small industrialists, intellectuals, small office and
business employees, in fact the entire universe of vampires living off the proleter-
jat, rose agailn from the~flanks of the huge army of private.owners, the peasantry.,

The new army of the bourgeoisie arose in the towns too, 0 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 enrlch themselves, each alone, J

The army was mainly peasants' sons..e | | G e

The whole world awaited only the freeing of foreign trade for all citizens and
peasants, As we have seen, it was already partially free for co-ops, trusts, and in
other ¢ases, the most important and powerful. Truely, it would not be long before
all foreign trade was free again. Then all capitalism's 1links will be:in place and
the whole proletariat in chains. Is there really a great difference between the birth




of capitalism in the peasant states ol the preceding centur.es (or even in anerica,
Australia, and South africa, for instance. in the 19th. century) and its birth in
Russia? Certainly relations were different. There were Ifree peasants in the colonies,
here they have left despotism and so, in part, medieval relations. sut now, are not
all the Russian peasants free? nNo, t.: difference between the birth of capitalism
here and there is minimal. This is despite the fact that capitalism 1s being created
without the capitalists themselves and is arising either from the peasantry or fore-
lgners, and that today it is establishing 1tse¢f thanke tc the proletariat or more -
and nearer the truth, thanks to the party with & proletariar origin.,

Poor Russian workeri You never had, even before hronstadt, any direction or cont-
rol, however small, over the state. fieither you nor your organizations. £l1l1 that was
held by a bureaucratlc party and a dozen 1euacls But you had )omethlng, sone rights,
and capitalism had gone from the towns |

and now? Iou, your class, has neither indust*y nor trade., it never had the soil.
It no longer has the markets for food or the most important raw materials. Universal
compulsory labour no londer exists, the state no longer gives you anything free,
Capitalists and capitalist societies are there again, again there is wage struggle
and unemployment. There is wage-labour again and once more you are a wage slave,
There is even compulsory arbltratlon. :

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

- But think{ what use is your work? iuhat use is the surplus-value that you daily
create? It belongs to the capitalists. Firstly it belongs to the peasantry. It 1is
used by the 'soviet states' government for the peasantry, to develop it economically
so that a capitalist Hussia is created by the growing peasant economy. . -

Communism in Russia is an appearance in decline. capitalism is the growing realitz

o0 it has been uhown that a. considerwble new army and a capitalist state that one
can only compare with the USa as to ite size and huge raw material wealth has been
established under the sSolsheviks and is on its wuy to rising egxlneu "the world pro- -
1etc.riut., - o S R

Russia, capita 1ist Russia, has become 2 new and powerful enemy of the world pro-
letariat,. of the world revolution. =~ . | | |
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Helc: tionshipu are, or are approaching, those in Iussia over much of the world. As

- we noted, we are not speaking of africa, Austraiia, and bouth sdbliCl, but of asia
.where there zxd .very big countries where conditions axe app-mECfirv those in Russia,

In the main asian countrlee, ji.e. India, Dutch Bast Indies, and China, there are

‘huge masses of. small p>aeants who are 0ppressed by native or for616n forces, or by

both together..Phe popalatlon cf these countries numbhers 700 to 800 million people,
mostly small peasants, The struggle against native and foreign governments' misrule

is advancing in all these countries. The revolution approcches. A rapldly growing

proletariat, however,.llves 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 organizution. It is not impossiblc¢ that this proletariat
will lead in the revolution, or share it with other ciasses.

but given that the proletariat, large sczle industry and modern capital are far
less powerful there than in Ru851a, the revolution wili eerualnly establish a nat-
ionalistic capitalist state, even more-certainly than in Russia. It will be the same
in asiatic Turkey, feroia,.Ar'bla,.afghanlstwn, etc., where there are no modern pro-
letarians (outside the few ports). |

- when Russia was forced to introduce capitalism despite its heroic and far sighted

proletariat, the issue wWa also settled for the.nui LN counurie undergoing their re-
volutions., |

In 2ll 'awakening aAsia’ (in ulberlu the situation is identical to that in uussia
and in Japan capitalism already dominates) huge capitalist states hostile to the pro-
letariat are in formation. |

Hussia, which haos transformed itself into a capitaliist state, a nationalist state
competing with west Lurope and with smerica, precede this asian capitalist evolution
and supports it. This evolution was greatly nccelerated by the worlc war and the Lus-
sian:revolution. It now covers all Asia and drags after it a huge part of the world.

This is how the last appears in the 1ight of the Russian revolution and capitalism.

all asia which is awakening is the new enemy of the world proletariat and of the
revolution, .: .
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fne Third ldnternational in wurope

Let us now turn to the uest 10 see how lussian communism and capitalism shed
theilr 1light there too.

nussia has appeared to the xest of wurope fully in conformity with its character,
the character of its half-communist, half-capitalist revolution. That was easy to do.

1- Tact it is due to the huge importance of whrt it nccompliched thnt the Jurowvean
workurs watch and obey the aolchevik party. 11 the Third International follows Rus-
sia.

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

And that is exactly why the west Buropean workers of the Third International foll-
ow lussia, even 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 proletaricn-bourgeols revolution to call on other
countries to perform o purely communist revolution. For, so doing, they would be neg-
lecting the bouxrgeois part, thus themselves,

Russic and the fhird International appecled for revolution, civil wer, the form-
ation of workers' and soldiers' councils and a red army.

‘But at the same time they did not dare call for what the iLuropean revolution need-
ed, firstly, the German revolution. They dared not support the really fundamental
measures for the suropean and German revolutions. |

The Russian revolution and the Bolsheviks dared not do it from the start, because
the demands themselves would have shown immediately that they did not represent a '
real proletarian revolution. ‘

- Hussia and the Third International did not support immediately the struggle again-
st the trade unions a2s a basic struggle for workers' and soldiers' councils, for a
civil war, a red army, in brief, for the revolution, the struggle for the destruction
of trade unions. & true, fully proletarian revolution (e.g. in England and bermpny)
would do so. | % .

It would immedaitely set up factory organizations to replace the trade unionu. vl
for only the former can struggle and form the basis of communism, 4s Russia and the - 48
Third International let the trade unions survive, they show themselves to be capital- 3
ist and that they neither wish nor dare eradicate Luropean capitalism. -8

They do not dem~nd an end to parliamentarianism in the revolution, but leave the E
uropean 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 parllament g
or by leaders. | | -

A really proletarian revolution (e.g. in kngland, Germany, and the USh) will end .. 3
parliamentarianism ac soon as the revolution comes, Farliament 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 parlisoment as soon
as the revolution enters with a bang. 3ecause Russia does not dare, it agalin shows.
that it ‘is largely capitalist, its true objective being, conscious or unconscious,:
given its class relations, is not the .est muropean revolution but Russian capitalism.

They did not support the end to party dictatorship in west DBurope. 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 had enslaved,

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

The trade unions and old parties with their leaders are too weazk faced with the power |
of West Luropean and iorth 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 KAiF 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 revolutior will arrive and strengthen from its party and
Unionen, composed of factory organizations, and will transform both into one united
for struggle. Because the 3o0lsheviks did not understand or desire this conception, - -
because they supported and tried to gain 2 party or leaders' dictatorship, as in Rus-
sia ( a dozen leaders, as KRosa 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 thlnP) by this purely bourgeois and capit-
alist method, they have shown here, in ‘‘est iurope, that their own revolution did
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not have a reawly pro.eterion nature, but was malnly capitalist., Consequently the
Third lInternational in following Russila showed the same character.

. And agaln, more than that, by this decision, more so than any other, they have
led the proletarliat here in iurope not to revolution but to defeat. This principle
of party or lecaders' dictatorship, i.e. of individuals or small numbers who dominate
a stupld crowd, has equally thrown the German proletariat into the abyss. The real
proletarian revolution, as in Germany, zngland, and korth amcrica, could not be made
by a stupid mass led by knowledgable leaders

rortunutely history takes care of the masses becoming conscious and thelr own mas-
ter. And insofar as they are not uuLpriently so, they will be defeated, despite
leaders.

It has 10 think and act for itself. history concerning it=elf with this. It had
made our enemies, the «esﬁ murops=2an and.n01th‘nmerican capitalists, so powerful that
the proletarian class must think and act for itself to defeat them. The proletariat
(1.e. the class), pral utarian in person and togcther, must overcome the capitalist.
class in thought and action in crder to overzome this capitalist class, still strong
in its hour of death.

But the very fact that the Bolsheviks and the Third International. expect a party
dictatorship here as in Russla shows most clearly that what they bvasically want, con-
sciously cof unconscicuely, is not the destruction, but the reconstruction of buropean
and Aussian “ajtbal isn,

The Hussians expect all that of the buropean workers, not as communicts, represcnt-
atives of the Russian proletariat, but as those of thC.RUS81un peasantry, riuing Rus-
sian capltalisn.

And tihe Boisheviks are to do this exactly through the wretched Third International
This, and its stupid leaders, who have no more understanding than an ass of the real
conditicns of thdggle in uest Lurope and thé differences with Russia where the real
motivating forces ars of a capitalist nature, became an instrument of the Russians.
and the large nasses turned to the Russians and the Third International. The west
turopean proietariat is so powerless, so unable to think 1ndependently, that it. sides

B with Russia and the Rissian Third Internationl (thus with capitalism) in its. revo-

E iution, which must. however. become the basis for the world revolutlon.f. :

b But it was so ever from the starit, before the Kronstadt revolt. bven in. 1917 19,

g Waen Lhe,fh¢ni International was formed, these false principles of the purorean rev-
olution penetrated tmrede, thanks to HOSCOW,

Otherwise, ac the ﬁl)Sluu revolution was still going fairly well- in itp proletwr~
ian paxu, the kuropean workers wers already completely infected. (uﬂd for so many
vears) by the capitaliet principie of the party dict vatorship, parllamentarianism,
and trade unilcen oxganization, and +nn" were totally destroyed for the revolution.

mven the Third Internatiornal proletarians are thus the revolution's enemies.

TV
The *noleuarlano of Asia

The Luropean workes's led by the Third International are not alone in being the en-
emies of the world revolutleons It is now il same for the aslan workers.
| Even in that part of the 'orld where, as we have stated, the revolution has to mat-
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ure, in many places, in- 4 e SR zimkec India, buteh bast Indies and China, even
there the Russian tactic ’ld what of the fn rd International have changed the prolet-

ariat into the;enque” sf the revolution and into the friends of capitalism,

The Third International, guided by Russia, began by propagating the communist revo-
lution in the ports ,-mayJor¢es and an ElC railways of Dutch and 3ritish India, 28 in
west wurope. Rl g il S

But after having strongly invited the prolctariaﬁ to very adventurous actions for
a very short psricd, actions even against the nationalists, i.e. the rising Chinese

okh
and Incian capltalists, they soon, almost immediately, renounced this tactic and per-
! svaded the proletariat to join the nationalist-capitalist movement in a united front,

Instead of beginning with a new tactic for. thé workers to learn there, with facte
ory organizations, Zndustrial unions and o completely distinct position for the pro-
letariat in each eccnomic and DJLQ%&C&I struggle, they dissolved the proletarian spir-
it into the nationaiist she, thus submitting the proletariat to rising national cap-
italisn, :

Do we need to repeat that all this proved the capitalist character of the Russian
revoluticn and the Third Tnternational?

The capitalist part of the Russian revoiution (Ly far the more important) started
trade with capitaiist Asia, ihus ending the autonomy of the proletarlan revolution,
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Fusion with the nationnl-caritalist 4sian movanent and submiscion to it 3
The communist (i) workers in China joined the emocratic and nationalist move-
ment of sun Yat-Sen, i.e. submitted to it, the latter being by far the more powerful,
The communists (3) in the butch Lkast Inoles, who were then independent of the nat- a
ionalist movement (the sarikat-Islam), the two having hroken 21l links, rejoined ‘then,
i.e. submitted to them, the nationalists being far more powerful. |
In 3ritish India, an analagous tactic was adopted.
After the Third International had preached communism alone, it now callod on work-
ers and peasants (i) to struggle against Lngland, against Indian feudalism and again-
st the rich. The slogan was now "Freedom for the Indlan Deople", thus 2 national-
democratic republic, as in Russia (2). SR
One could perhaps say that it is the historic duty of the revolutlonary workers
to destroy feudalism and foreign domina tion, replacing them with bourgeols democracy.
wven harx prescribed this tactic in the 'Communist lianifesto'. One must firstly say
that, if it were so, it must not happen to fool the workers, In Dutch and 3ritish
India, China too, they fool the workers of the Third International by letting then
believe that the revolution will be communist when, in fact, they were only being
forced to perform the bourgeoig-democratic revolutioni Just as in Russia, where they \
fooled the workers with o sham communism when capitalism was belng established, Just
as in purope,‘nmerica,'hfric(,.hu tralia, where they were forced to rebuild capital-
ism in the guise of communism, in the wmast they forced the workers to attack Indian
feudalism, attack landarin rule and foreign rule, under a false communist banner,
- But secondly the communists' tactic is not the same as when the 'Communist hon-
festo' was written. The tactic dispenses with areas where liarx 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, Now capitalism has entered its final .
stage of trusts, domination by finance capitalism, and imperialism., 4 capitalist
world crisis has appeared und the proletarian revolution is possible in several
countries. The proletariat now immediately has to separate itself from the bour-
geoisie and take up oompletely independent positions. | |
wven in the countries where the oourgeois—oapitallst revolution again appears as. .
provisienally possible, 2s in China or India, ior when communism is established in
several countries, an autnentloally prolctarian 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 wherec it is now. 1moo 3sible, and. 1t j
will win the whole wor1d4ifh1s is why the workers of all countries must now prepare o
for th01r own struggle agoinvt their masters, also keeping their opinions completely
distinct from those of the bourgeois-demooratio and nationalist revolutions (3).
at the present stage of capitalism they can also make a revolutionary alliance
with their .est suropean brothers and those in Anmerica, 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 asia,
As in Russia, they ally with the peasantry and democratic parties that want a natlon-
2l revolution. as in Russia and {est surope, it builds capitalism in aAsia, |
when Lenin was still a revolutionary communist, he habitually said that the :est
puropean marxists did not want an uprising in Asia as it would end uest Luropean aff-
luence, He even made this remsrk to me once. I did not reply then as 1 did not know,
that it was Lenin's real oosition. Now I shall reply to him, I have always, before,
long before, even imperialism, recommended that, as there arc no proletarian revolut-
ionary movements in Indiz, 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, 1 supported it
in all parties I belonged to and which were also able to put it into practice.
sut now I 2dd that it was not possible before the war wnen it was not really a

.question of revolution'ih India or asia, that a proletarian movement must, even in
this revolution, take a place quite apart from the nationalist movement and must never

+

(1) Turkey, the ally of the Communist(!) rarty of Russin, has already sentenced comm- ¥
unists to death. - e
(2) I'his is inherent to the collapse of inglish and Dutch power in the Indies through
a nationalist-capitalist revolution. Society is divided into classes. Division (as in
Ireland), corruption (as in hgypt) and finally compromises are avuiluble to the Dutch
and inglish, a mixed government of Luropeans and natives would perhaps he the result.

Thus the workers must be fully independent.
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suktmit to it nor :hange its programme or tactic for it.

Lenin and the Third International have inspired the proletarians of India and
China to form an alliance with Asian nationalist capitalism and now I reply to Lenin:
never ‘have we supported capitalism in murope, now we preach revolt against Suropean
capiialism to the Indians. 5ut you, you support rising asian capitalism,. thus you .
preach the subordination of the asian proletariat to this nationalism and capitalism,

aAnd this is no wonderi sSecause capitalist, peasant, Russia must want a capitalist
asia and the Third International has applied this tactic of Russia.

It has transfirmed the proletarians of India and China into enemies of the revol-
ution, and if one now thinks that China, Dutch and 3ritish Iﬂdlu form the 1urgest ;
part of the aslan population, that Siberia also follows iioscow’ tactlc, one can calm-
ly state that even the asian proletariat has become an enemy of the world revolution,.

17

The world proletariat

nnd if one considers now that the world proletﬁrlat 1.6, thmt of Jurope,.nmeric
Australia, Africa and asia 1is led by the becond and Third Internationa &, and .that
the former (which we have not shown) ns well as the latter (which we have shown) is
counter-revolutionary, one can quietly afflrn that the proletariat of the whole world
is now hostile to communism.

Vi
nll the classes of all the capltallst states

Once more 2ll the classes of all the capitallst states are the revolution's foes.

aAnd also the Third International and lMoscow have deceived the proletariat,

In fact iloscow and the Third International have agin propagated several false prin-
ciples which pushed the proletarians of kurope and North america towards & completely
false tactic and considerably strengthened capitalism.

They use above all ideas pcrsued 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.. lione of this was at
all true, all the bourgeois parties (including social-democracy, the independents,
the Labour farty 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 hoth. |

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, :'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 surope and
based its tactics on it. Despite the very grave situation in many Luropean 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. N2 | 3

and this tactic of alliance with the peacanu-bourgeois parties ulSO prooves the
peasant-capitalist nature of the Russian revolution., It was accepted by the. mu*opean
workers only because they were agoein equally bourgeois.,

The Russians, as bourgeois revolutionaries, wanted compromise in uest | urope f01
fear of the really proletarian elements. They recommended compromises to the commun-,
ists instead of a truely proletarian revolutlon. o

3ut that is not at 211 proletariani A truely proletarian revolution counts on its-
elf and will fight the democrats, socinl-democrats, monarchists, re%ctlonarles, &nd™
republicans, | - AL | | e

uonsequently llberuls and. conservutlveq, democratu, social- democratn, nonarchists
reactionaries and republicans are all equally its enemies.
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11 the states of the ca pltallst world

and whot is true for 21l the classes of the capitalist states is alsc true for
these states themselves., aAccording to Russia and the Third International, communists
must also toke part in the divisions between bourgeolils states,

for years the Third International's publications echoed the threat of a new war
between these states, lioscow'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 fnlse and artificial) of the enemies. 4 real revolutionary would
not take part in that. For the truth is that the capitalist stateu, i.e. Lngland -
ance, Germany, lItaly, Russia, and the USa are passing from the first to the last stage
of the crisis leading to war, that they are all together opposed to communism and that,
if the revolution comes, they will end with war's confusion to deal with communism,

The proletariat, the really revolutionary proletariat, acts wisely when 1t decices
on its tactics for the united front of capitalism, despite all the disagreements am-
ong its sections. In answer one can say that capitalism is united and communism
cannot compromise with one of its parties.,

5ut even this compromise tactic with the bourgeois states (because the hope of div-
ision between them leads to this) originates in the Russian bourgecois revolution. This
necessarily leads to compromises and alliances with Germany or JSritain, with Turkey
or the asian states that are awakening to national capitalism, beccuse natlonal cap-
italism has to be restored in Russia. Sut 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 (4). This revolution will ally only
with revolutionary. proletaricns in other countries. .
| This whole policy, based on the division between bourgeois states, is only grand-
lose in appearance, in reality it represents habitual reformism, .jut now on. 2, world
scale and not. aaticpally as before, It is no less vulgar than the other., . .

“Truely, all capitalist states are uniformly hostile to commuqi%m.;Togcthcr they
will attack all countries where communism is Victoriouﬁ a8 they uttacked Rugsia whcn
it was still partially communist.

| VITII
Once again on Russia and the Third International

We arec returning to the subject of Russia to understand morc clcwrlv this force E
opposing the world revolution, but which tries to appear to favour it. Secause now L
it is the most infamous opponent of the world revolution and the most dangerous. Fre- 3
cisely because it tries to appear to cherish it. |

The Kronstadt revolt broke out, Russia had to return to full capitalism, Cne could
say that, subjectively, the whole revolution vanished, its foundations, measures and
preparation, from the side of Russia and the Third International,

Russia signed contraects with states and private individuals and has gone over 1o

capitalist reconstruction thanks to trusts, mixed enterprises, concessions, recognit-
ion of industrial property rights, commerce, and agriculture too, the re-establish=
ment of the wages system etc., and, as we have seen, recognition of the capitdlist
principle of revolution, to realize the power of the peasantry, of the niddle classes,
of capitalism in general, on a very large scale, Communism totally disappeared, zll
that was left was the very small goal of state capitalism - consumption. And now bLur-
ope must follow! There too communism must disapppear. That is to say that only the
comnunist phrases and teachings for the.proletariat remain, otherwise it could revolt
against Russia, That could not be allowed since Russia wanted to recelive as much for-
eign aid as possible for capitalist reconstruction. Communist phrases remained, there-
fore, but the action was absolutely capitalist. Capitalist Russia could no longer
support a revolution in Germany or ingland becausc it would mean the decline of this
country already so exhausted regarding capitalism. Lo, finis shed with the revolution
in Buropei

4ll this is what, thew, began this terrible deception of the liuropean and world 2
proletariat, this dialogue with o double meaning which talks simultaneously of the
overthrow and the reconstruction of capitalism, which advocates overthrow and reforms,

245 It is sufficient to read the proclamation of the Congress of the Third Internat-
ional at the Congress of Trade Unions in Sritish India. One finds the above slogans,

Of communism, not a word. (see 'The Communist', 3C.12.22.)
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which simultaneously says that reforms are impossible but makes the revolution im-
possible by the progromme of reforns. It 4c thus that the gond of »nrogranmes ~nd com-
promises will begin: 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 Hussia 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. And fin;llf one assembles the
means of castrating the revolution in one principle: the united front of the prolet-
ariat. Unity, from the lioskes, bcheidemanns and Hilferdings to the Communist rarty.
The talk is revolutionary, for a united front is certainly needed for the revolution;
but only the comnunist united front. The action is capitalist, for capitalism nceds
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 iRtussian capitalist revolution in its double sense,

and the Third International takes up this shibbolethi and the Communist Farty of
Germany, where the revolution is a constant threat, adopts iti

This shibboleth; the unity of workers who do not want thc same thing, who dre most-
ly still totally dependent on capitalist ideology; is the purest and moot suthentic
capitalist method to lecad the unarmed proletariat out before machine guns, before
which it would not be really united, and to 2 massacre of such a character that the
Commune massacre, the Finnizh and Hungarian revolutions would be child's play by comp-
arison, such a united front, uniting the social-democrats and communists, would in
.fact guarantee the proletariat's defeat. The social-democrats wonld drop the communists
as soon as fighting was needed, and a general proletarian massacre is certain {5)..
| This order was the final section -of the loscow tactic, It was the last word of the
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 1t h%d that was most sacred, are the most import-
ant enemies of the world revolution (6)

25) “hen harl Llebknecht and his small group'otruggléd in: that historic hour in the
sirkus Busch against the fallacy of the 'united front', he alrcady saw the guns cold-

 f_”W1y aimed at him and the crowd shout ‘Unityi*. This was and is the lOgah of the coun-

" ter-revolution. harl Llebknecht'> slogan was ‘'Clarity . .now, unity later’'.. Clarity on
the immediite tasks of the working class that expressed -themselves -thuss 'Theé fact-
© ories to us} The land to us! Down with capitalist. private propertyl All power ‘to the

"% workers' councilsi Dictatorship of the prolétariati' These are the words of the pro-

“letarian revolutlonﬁ This is the only salvetion for the;working clau%._f
(6) Russia, with its double revolutionary character, looks terrible now, It lies like

| " a huge wreck. on-the beach, broken by its revolution., Once a small lifeboat put out to

save proletarian Russia. That lifeboat was the Kakb, 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 3olshevik government scorned the Karl

" ‘and refused its help. It prefered = hideous mob of workers and capitalists assembled

‘on the beach who either applauded. or insulteu it, but either could.not or would not

- help proletarian kuss

| Later Russia capitulﬂted to the crowd and returned to capltmllsm with it. That was
what it basically wanted to do as its capltalist character was inflnitely stronger
than its proletarizn one. It has shown clearest the non-proletarian charmcter of its
“revolution by rejecting the genuinely revolutlonary and proletarisn aid comlng from
surope, and thus, the salvation of its own proletariat and that of the world

Could one have o 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? we would advise our Russian comrades of these facts on the Jolsheviks and the
soviet government: the imposition of a counter-revolutionary programme on wurope and
the rejection of the revolutionary one. bay to this:party and government, at least
- on our advice; you have as a proletarian party and government accomplished some huge
leadership tasks and ot the beginning of the revolution. It is likely thut some errors
were made a short time ago, that only our Russian comrades could know. “e 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 Luropean revolut-
ion was delayed, these were not your fault. 3ut 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 o
counter-revolutionary programme and tactic on the world proletariat, and you rejected



i 1 4-
TEL COMMUNIST Ui J\uRo InTLRNATIONAL

ie have shown the effects of the world war and the Russian revolution on the world v
proletariat and how the Russian revolution projected itsslf both eastwards and west.

ie have seen how Russia, an agricultural and only very slightly industrialized count-
ry, this butt-end, this transition between industrial urope and agricultural asia,
entered capitalism by its own revolution, that it wished to become n first-rate cap-
italist power and thus it also became the enemy of the world revolution, of the world
proletariat, +“e have seen that it supported the Asian people in their nationalist

struggle for capitalist freedom, :e have also seen that it propelled the Asian prolet-

‘arians into this nationalist battle for capitalist freedom, in alliance with the ris-
ing capitalism, so for the reconstruction of world capitalism,

ie have also seen that liussia also trie3 to achieve the reconstruction of capital-

ism in ﬁurqpe,.hnericz,.nfrica,‘Austrnlla by means of the Third International, that
it recommended a false tactic (false from the point of view of revolution) to the

suropean and world proletarint, always by means of the Third International: support

for capitalist trade unions, capitalist parliamentarianism, capitalist dictatorship
by paxrty or leaders. The Third International adopted this tactic and thus betrayed the
world proletariat, the world revolution, e

It is thus that we have seen Russia, this butt-end between inast and «est, and its
creation, the Third International, concur in the kast, in Asia, in helping in the
creation of 2 new and huge capitalism; in the i¢est, in kurope and smerica, and in the
other parts of the world, .nfrica and Australia, to tne ainenance and extension of

old capitalism. . RN

That thus, in order to acflne ‘ttself by a single clear word, Russia and the Third

Internationul introduced a new reformism, world reformism, reformism on a world scale.

- That the Third Internatlonul does not differentiate. 1tself from the.isecond but for

‘the latter's reformism being natiohal, while the former's:is international.:

Wie have seen that, given that the world proletariat is led on the five centinents

by the Second and Third Internationals, after the world war and the revolution in itus-
sia, this self-same world prcletariat is again today the enemy of the world rcvolution. .
#we have also seen that 211 the capitalist classes of all the capitnll t states are re-

_”united against the proletarinn-coommunist revolution, - ' ¢
" and all the capitalist states and those wishing to beecome capitalist will be united ¥
pel-mel and will be for the end of war 1nd wikl nake common cause the inntnnt that the

comnunist revolution becomes reality, - i |

. Finally, we have secen that the Third Intern~ational and Ru581@ hwve ﬂppeﬁled foxr.a
united front with capitalist socinl-democracy and will therefore throw the proletar-
iat into the abyss and will crown their work of capitalist reconstruction, led by
Russia, i | ’ : 1 &g db pioh £y
- Here, traced in bold outline from ifast to west, so for the world, ac 1t appears
in the light of the Russian revolution, the tableau of what the proletariat has bec-
ome under this influence. i n el 4

Certainly we see an awful vista., It is thus that 2 once more formidably powerful
capitalism, with its forces multiplied ten-fold by the deadly fright ofrthe struggle
for its survival, which unites more and more, nationally and internationally, that
the world proletariat is faced across terrible misery that has already pushed many
countries towards revolution, and the proletariat has found a leader: Russia, which,
because of its production and class relations, is directed towards capitalism and
constructs it. It has confidence in this leader for historical reasons. It 1is its own
fault that it was the most tragic situation that a class could encounter in a revol-

_ution: to know that it verbally proclaimed the overthrow of capitalism, but really
constructs it. & situation with o double meaning that can only lead to slavery and
death, A proletariat which has been re-united by this leader and the Third Inter-
national into organizations and parties that are counter-revolutionary and will be-
tray the proletariat in struggle. They have lied in telling the proletariat that the
enemy is very feeble and that the Last will come to its aid.

. when its adversaries used exceptional organizations for struggle, it did not. Jt
instead wanted to reallze 2 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 2 flock of sheep at the butchers. |

. (6 cont.) the really revolutionary programme which could have saved you,
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- inis 1s way the hal calls for the formation of a revolutionary org.inization against
this great enemy, agoinst world capital, Russia; the Third and second Internationals.
It does not want trﬂdc unions but factory organizations, not parliamentary parties

.

s but workers' councils (soviets), not a party but a class cdictotorship. ifor the sign
of victory for it is the soviet. | '
It wishes to change all the proletarians of surope, america, hsia, africa, and
australia into conscious communists oy 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 o copitalist party or state becoause 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 hal wishes toeam:':se a new spirit in the proletariat, the communist spirit, and
so lead the revolution and lead it to victory., -
B T e T e I B e T e e e e e R e R e e |
GUILvING PRICIFPLLS _Q;t_ Hin COMMUL IST 'ORK.LJ.RH' "INTSRNATTONAL
(E%tracti
THL nIB.u IHTERNATIONAL
1. The Third International is = Russian creation, a creation of the Russian Commun-
ist Party. It was set up to support the Russian revolutlon, that 1is, a partly
proletarian, partly bourgeois revolution.
2. osecause 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 o partly proletarian, partly Cipltall st organization.
’ 3. It was a proletarian organization for the suppression of capitalism as far as it
: cailed for revolution and the.expropriation~of the capitalists, aAs . far as. 1t
B - maintained parliamentarianism, trade unions, and leaders': dictatorship, it was a
‘.‘ . bourgeois organization created to build and mLint An cmpltallon, since they do

-not lead to communism, but to capitalism's malntenance,

4, Thus the Third Intern“tional was a partly counter-revolutionary organlzntlon
from the start.

5. This organization no longer leads to the victory, but to the defeat of the pro-
letariat in wuropean countries.

6. liow that since the spring of 1921, the Bolshevik party, which exercises 2 dict-
atorship in Russia, has passed over to capitalism, it rapidly enforces the ret-
urn to capitalism by means of the Third International and then, starting from
the spring of 1921, the Third Internotional became completely capitalist and
bourgeois. The revolution was abandoned and only reforms were hoped for. lts
gonl became the rebuilding of capitalisn,

7. &as Russian capitalism had to be rebuilt and as this capitalism can only be re-
built with the restoration and reconstruction of Luropean capitalism, the Third
International was forced to abandon revolution and return to reforml sm, that 1s,
to make its goal the reconstruction of capitalism |

8., And to reconstruct capitalism, the Third Internxt10n¢l, just as the Russian 3o0l-
shevik (now capitalist) party formed links with the huropean capitalist govern-
ments and wuropean capitalism to rebuild Russian capitalism; forms allliances now
with the Second International, the '2%' International, for the reconstruction of

o suropean capitalisnm,

1 9. 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,

10, The soviet government and the Third International propose saving capitalism now
that it is in mortal crisis and no longer sees any way out, ’

11. That is why the Third International, as well as the Russian 3olshevik party, have
| become totally counter-revolutionary organizations betraying the proletariat. One
L;‘ has to treat them as the Seccond and '2%' Internationals.
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12, wuet oothe prolotorint in all count®mie: 15 o tocl An the honds of T ool
aemocratic, oourgeols and reacticnary parties, for the maintenonce of C””it?liom, ’
to reconstruct it and to spread it over the world, in giving the government anc v

the power to the parties and their leaders, the proletariat is now an instrument
controlled vy the Third International for the same goal., Its goal is not the
revolution, the liberation of the proletariot, but pex rsonal power in the hourgeois
state and the enslavement of the proletariat. | |

This COMMUNIST wORalto' INTolinaT IO}&;'AL

1. 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
practlcal task ot present, aos little on the other hand, the intellectual (geis-

tige ) dispositions and organizational relations of the world working class corres-
pond to this hlutorical necessity. The vast majority of the world proletarlat 1s
prisoner to the modes of thought of bourgeois private proverty and forms of int-
ernational class collaboration between capitalism and the proletariat, forms which

in turn, ~lthough:this is 2 matter of 2 unified process, lend o strong hand to all
the existing organizntions of the proletariat: that places the revolutionary pro-
letariat in all countries in the situation of the inevitable his torical consequence
of the foundation of 2 new proletarian international. S

2. This new workers' international, the Communist «orkers' International, represents
the. pure proletarian class struggle which has the practical task of - »boli hing
private bourgeois-capitclist property and its transformation into proletarisn-
communist common property. 3eyond this objective, it struggles basically for the
re&lization of communist society. R e v T 3

3. Recognizing that the basic conditions for the overthrow of the bourgeéoisie and kY
the domination of the proletariat are present, it places the principle of the ¢
development of the proletarian class consciousness centrally, i.e. it wishes to
lead the proleturiut to the recognitlon that it is nistorlc¢lly necessary to i
eliminate capitalism immedi: Lély; by that it wishes to awuken Ain it the up1”it
effective: for making tho proletari .n revolution, . |

4, The realization of such ends dem~nds as o first condition 2 completely anti-cap-

italist charzcter (formmlly as well as substantially) of its organization and
leadership in all struggles. Tts highest reference point is not the particular
interest of national groups of workers taken in isolation, but the commnon inter-

est of the world . mdetariat: the world proletarinn revolution.--

5. The first step on the road to its goal is the <t”1ving for the clags dlctator nip
_of the proletariat in the form of the destruction of the capitalist state power
and the establishment of the power of the proletarian stote (cowicil states
(Ritestoaten). It rejects 21l reformist methods of struggle ~nd fights the revo-
lutionary proletarion class struggle for the creation of revolutionary workers'
councile and revolution~ry factory orgonizations (workers' unions) with onti-
parliamentary and anti-trade union methods.

6., It combats particularly the existing internationnl organizations of the prolet-
ariat (the London, Viennn and lioscow Internntionals) which, as accomplices of

the bourgeoisie in their common struggle to rebuild world capltalism, Are com-
pelled to build 2 united front of the hourgeoisie and the proletarint against

world proletarian revolution and so too represents the most dangerous obstacle
for the liberation of the proletariat.

....

From the 'Lommunistische arbeiter-Zeitung' (Lssener Lichtung)
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