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ion too, is not to be confused with jetreibsrdte , translated here as

factory council, a body established to 'socialise industry' after 1918,

i.e, the social- democratic means for integrating the proletariat into

production. The term Union has been left untranslated (hence is always

underlined) as it was a revolutionary organization not be confused with

the counter-revolutionary trade unions (Gewerkschaften )

.

This text is also available in French!
' Invariance ' Beriell, n. 5»

(Jacques GaHaTTE

,

3.P. 1 33 *
C'31?G BRIGKOLGS ,

France)

and in Italian from
(iildizioni G.diC, c/o I. Accardo, CP 25, 81100 CASERTn, Italy)

LOriliOi'i

1977

BM '381, London vJCIV 6XX
England



j_lL'L Ui x ii

Page i

Page iv

Page 10

The title has been misprinted. It iss

“The German Revolution and the spectre of the proletariat

Line l**should reads -l.
_ ...

"...ism and proletarian' centralism in the kail), didacticism

and. blanguism in the VKPD Left (?) and the Goriimunist Pc-xty

of Italy’;”

The subsequent passage has been bruited and reads s.

‘
‘

"There, was a labourite tradition, like that found in the

r First International and which continued, out wea.lj-

theoretically speaking, into syndicalism, opposed to> the

influence of the tradition historically linked, to Jacobin-

ism and Freemasonary . The first tradition did ^ not emerge

until the end of the German .revolution, the single union

(a

A

ha), which wished to use the factory . instead of occup-

ation as its basis, and which programmatically supported

an anti-party workerism."

) Line Is -cnofy
' 1

. ,

"Fusion with -the 'national capitalist Asian movement and

submission to it."
' • !

> -.v

Page 16 Lines 1-2
s .

'

. , .

"12. Just as the proletariat in all countries is a wool in

the hands of the social-democratic, bourgeois and react-

ionary parties, for the maintenance of capitalism...



The History

ciince 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 iiatts to laris and Gdansk, profound research became necessary in order
to place the tradition of marxism 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 jar, 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 iiarx and Bordiga wished), quickly showed that the

history of the German revolution had an exceptional importance due to the capit-

alist development of the German zone in relation to other historical experiences
(Russia, Finland, Hungary, Italy, China, and, then, Spain).

The facts that interest us here and in the next two parts of this introduction

are those that can be said to belong ’to the break1 because they tended to break

with the political-trade unionist establishment of various uurrents, 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, the history of the German revolutionary
movement has been written on the level of organizations (l), that is, of forms of

representation that the movement gave itself and which autononized themselves from

it. In fact, they were only subjectively revolutionary in the short period, of 1918

to the spring of 1921, thus allowing all the movement's political and military

forms to have a stabilizing and organizing function outside the periods of strong

activity.

This function reveals the possible content, and this was often realized by the

movement, as a radical left of capital. Really, aside from some brief moments of

confrontation (which, despite all, revealed a very important aggressiveness in a

certain group of proletarians), the foundations of the German left had a real

goal in assuring the social survival of a part of the class .of which they were

the expression, i.e, the most radical categories of the proletariat. Obviously

that problems posed themselves which were not those belonging; to an entirely

anti-capitalist revolution, but only to a revolution against the then capitalist

misery.

By leaving out of this discourse a 'realist' judgement which should accept the

'historical conditions' and should limit the critique (and consequently the pers-

pective perhaps possible today) , one can show the double character of this revo-

lution, and so too oven while its communist left broke with the workers' parties,

pari iamentarianism,,.. 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 revolution, Hut it is equally clear that the function of organizations

(unionen and HetreibsrM.t& ) assumed by the most radical masses of the proletariat

(*) Translated from the French? ' Invariance ' Gerie II, no. 4, 19?*h

(l) The basic work for historic al research on the left of the German revolution

is ' eyndicalismus und L inkskommunismus von 1918-1923 ' by H.li, Bock (heisenheim-

an-Glan, 1969) from which the essential information in:
' la u-auche iillemande ' et

la question syndicate dans la Illme . Internationale ' (Kommunistisk Urogram, Cop-

enhagen, 1971) was taken, and also for ' La Gauche nlleman.de 1 (Texts) ' Tour I' hist-

oire du mouvement communiste en nllemagne de 1918 a 1921
1 by Lenis authier (Paris/

Brignoles/i'lapl os , 1973) « ^vcr. If a third text 1 le IbfPD et. l_e mouvement proletarien '

by Jacques Gamatte (
' Invariance ' eerie II, no. 1, 1971 ) owes a lot of its inform-

ation to Bock, it has been up to the present the only analysis that attempts to

go beyond the forms of representation in trying: to see what were (ho common hopes

of this movement and that of the most advanced currents of the movement of revolt

in Germany and Italy. at the end of the ' 60' s. It also tries, on the: basis of pre-

vious works, to make formulations useful for the new description of the historical

development of the capitalist economy. This text of 'Invariance' makes a periodiz-



and which left the official trade unions, even those affiliated to the iuird Int-

ernational rs always ambiguous. They were set up very late (1919-20) (2) and in

the context of self-management demands over economic life - necessary demands due

to the very unusual character of the categories in question which ought to have

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-

is.

The German radical movement did not have, therefore, an economic-wage struggle

character (trade unionist), but a managerial ( council ist) character of construct-

ion since the economy had to be rebuilt, and that is where one sees how far this

experience remained prisoner of the reaction of negation of the traditional capit-

alist order and tended to realize the immediate being of the proletariat, ihus

there was no prospect of a positive supercession by means ox the self-negation of

the capitalist proletarian class.

Beyond the limits of the radical movement itself, which was never more than

500,000 workers regrouped in the bnionen ( 3 ) »
according to the historians, one

also has to introduce a further unfavourable characteristic before completing

the study of the Linksradicalen s the Russian revolution.

There it was a revolution with a capitalist goal; the intensive development of

an extremely young industrial economy, since the bourgeois class had neither the

strength nor the courage to advance the economy (in the midst of the problems

created by the war) and prefered maintaining conditions even hindering the process

ofr
;

reproducing workers' labour power, so plunging Russia into a situation that was

almost pre- industrial ,
the working class in this revolution was the only capital-

ist category with a sufficiently radical historical will to cast aside the old

apparatus and open the way to a stable and modern capitalist accumulation, however

without the bourgeois class, in the classical sense, and itself attempting to ass-

ume management and planning, (later, due to the war, the market, the Russian econ-

omic structure, and the political delay of the world bourgeoisie, that was only

realized by going over from workers' management to despotic management by the

state through anonymous capital. The mimicry by men was changed, but not their

submission to the logic of capitalist society.)
. ,

as in any break, the Russian break set men and passions in motion. The soviets

and councils, as well as the currents of the revolution (left-4olsheviks and then

the anarchists) were understood as the expression of a new revolutionary creativ-

ity, But their historical and social limits prevented them from succeeding, even

with the global view, in cutting the .Gordian knot of politics, i.e. national ind-

ependence, pariiamentarianism , frontism, as Goiter's critique shows, even if ,
like

all his contemporaries, he placed himself in a world of expressions and political

formations without going on to criticize the real content. (Judging by the domin-

ant form of representation chosen by this movement, the Bolshevik party was am-

biguous even from the capitalist point-, of view? Zinoviev or Lenini

)

The Russian break was thus a factor of revolutionary elan, but its managerial

and political quality immediately called the tune for the world revolution. The

German revolution did not manage to supercede that and, moreover, this capitalist

(1 cont.) of capitalist society on the basis of the movement from formal subsump-

tion of labour under capital to the real subsumption of labour under capital. Fin-

ally, this text abandons the fetishism of the working class and poses the altern-

ative of "communism or the destruction of the human species".

(2) As forms mediating between the flow and ebb of the revolution, already beaten

in the winter of 1918-19.

( 3 )
aaUD - Allgemeine Arbeiter-Union Beutschlands (General Workers' Union of Ger-

many) ,
sympathizing with the KMFD, founded in February 1920. split in October 1921

with the foundation of the aaUG,
t

aaUg - Allgemeine arbeiter-Union sinheitsorganisation (Unitary General workers

Union)

.

FaUD(d) - Freie Arbeiter-Union Ueutschlands (syndikalisten) .
(Free Workers

Union of Germany (syndicalists)) - reconstitution of the old syndicalist feder-

ation in 1919 .
. . . \

FaU(Gelsenkirchen) - Freie arbeiter-Union (Golsenkirchner Kichtung)

Workers' Union (Gelsenkirchen tendency)) emerged in October 1920 .after

in the FaUD(s). Member of the Moscow Frofintern.

, (Free
the split
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The historical retreat dividing us from the German events reveals all their

limits, but a deep study of the less known sources should perhaps show that the
atmosphere was much more radical in the n-partacist movement, in the Ruhr Red
army, and in the riBlz bands and at the Leuna works than in the programmes and

managerialist directives which completely dominated the theoretical and politic-

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

understand the events.

Gorter^_s_Griticjue

iwven before the 1914-18 war, Herman Gorter had undertaken a critique of a. rad-

ical-reformist type typical of the second Internationalist left, a left also in-

cluding Anton Pannakoek and Rosa Luxemburg, This left sought a subjective revol-

utionary way, all the while remaining entirely within the bounds of a class form-

alism, parliamentarianism, and the trade union-bel eonist' vision, and seemed to

have found it in the spontaneous aggression by the proletariat.

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

not fully agree, they formed the left currents of Zimmerwald which were defeatist

and anti-militarist rather than clearly revolutionary. These butch and German

lefts (divided in Germany into the bremorl inke , later becoming the International

socialists, and the Spartacists) towards the end of the war (1917-18) supported

the nolsheviks as loaders of the revolution they themselves believed to he . anti-

bourgeois and proletarian - which it was, but not in the way. they thought.

It was only with the tactic;:! orders of the Third International and the foreign

policy of the soviet state that they saw the classic social-democractic line of

the Bolshevik party, without basically understanding the reason for it. There was

Lenin's attack on extremism and the replies by Pannekoek and Gorter (5)

•

Luring these polemics and after the German experiences, this critique that can

be read in Gorter' s text took shape and one can summarize it thus, while simultan-

eously showing its limits

s

1/ The communist revolution is centered on the highly developed capitalist count-

ries of west Europe and the eastern states of the Uuh. 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 leaders,

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

and butch communists' analysis, the capitalist function of social-democracy was

not clear, they vaguely understood that social-democracy played a bourgeois role,

that the role of the parliamentary tribune was, just like that of the paternalist

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

utionary. But the anti-formalism never assumed a theoretical basis superceding

basically democractic arguments, a vision of the avant garde with elements of en-

lightenment, evoking the ideas of . Tasca and eransci, mixed 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 (kerb) (6). bo this conception of the KALB and Gorter

is found in the tradition of Russian origin (Bakunist-1eninist) of the party, the

components of which dominated the communist left of the period, that is, democrat-

(4) In his ' mssay on Liberation ’

, p„47, Herbert harcuse believes that

there were further dimensions. He. refers the reader to ' her blaue Reiter '

- ed„ 1'.

hare and Kandinsky (1912) and Raoul Hausmann ' Lie Kunst und die Gelt ' (1919)!

both in ' Manifesto 1905-1933 ' (bresden, 1956).

( 5 ) Published dn n. . Pannekoek and H. Gorter 1 Organisation und Taxt ik der prolotar-

ischcn Revolution' (brankfurt-am-i lain , 1969) with an introduction of the theories

and histories of the butch left by h.M. Bock.

(6) KaPL * kommunistische nrbeiter-fartei beutschlands

of Germany), founded in npril 1920. For the kAlu theory

s&tze iiber die Solle der Bartei in der prol etarianische

lis’n translation in ' Revolutionary Perspectives ' no. 2 )

(Communist workers' Party
of its role see ' Leit-
Revolution' (1921 ) (bng-
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Gcrtcr could conclude after thic critique that Russia, the
social-democracy, and the democratic ce vocohts in *»sia were t:

enemies cf the revolution.

'hird International
he considered as

Three further general points of Gorter* s discourse have to be underlined

s

- His faith in the rev ration being always possible during the mortal crisis of
capitalism (while admitting that the whole world was an enemy of the revolution,
including the proletariat, as wc shall see.,.).
- His organizational , council1st and managerialist formalism, which led him to the
formation of the KnI, which, however, he did net dare call the * historical party*
as later did left bordigism at the voluntarist formation of another international

s

the Internationalist Communist Tarty, ..iven if Gorter underlined the importance of
the critique and of the theoretical preparation by the throe KnTs fra: his inter-
national (The KkTs of iissen, Holland and Bulgaria, Sofia tendency), one of the -

’ im-
portant reasons for the split in the KHTL ( 11 ) was precisely the creation of this
international as if it was that of the future revolution.
- Finally, his total acceptance (still alive today in discussions between ultra-
left ideologies) of the false contradiction between council and state and party
management.

The spectre of__the_irrole_tariat

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

.

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

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

In fact, until one comes to conceive* of the working class as an integrated and

(11) between the so-called kssen and Jerlin tendencies.

(12) The question • of consciousness was not dealt with in Gorter* s text. It is, how-
ever, in Tannekoek' s reply to Lenin? ' -orld Revolution and Communist Tactics ’ and
even more deeply in Lukacs's 1 History and Glass Consciousness 1

(1923) . This con-
ception has recently been attacked by J, Baudrillard in ' The iilrror of 1 roduction *

(1973 - English Translation bt. Louis 1975) who is a theorist of a "left structur-
alism' and who criticizes the ' eschatological rationalism' found in all marxism
and which is guilty of having founded a notion of history and of succession of modes
of production on which is erected a new teleology of 'circular auto-verifications '

.

(13) In ’ From the bourgeois tc the proletarian Revolution 1 (1924 - bnglish Trans-
lation, London 1974), Otto Rtihle, while still a managerialist and more limited than

Gorter in his vision of socialism, was the first to understand the victory of the
counter-revolution, "Henceforth the revolution has been lost for the German prolet-
ariat” . Sven Rtihle supported that the proletariat in the majority had been the ’en-

emy', the 'saboteur' and the ' traitor' opposed to the "liberation and revolt of its

own class". He always posed the revolution in terms of workers' councils and never

in terms of the self-negation of the proletariat.
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integrating part of the reproduction process of capitalist society and until one

conies 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 metamorphoses of capitalist society.

The revolutionary critique, detach in.a- itself from this formal dialectical rat-

ionality (class/capital ,
class struggle/consciousness ?

crises/revolution) which

makes radical thought a source for original innovation fox’ capital's self-criticism,

ifill seize its science as factor of social reproduction and will seek to repose

the revolution in warx' s terms of 1844; communism as 'the real resolution of the

strife between existence and essence, between objectification and self-confirmat-

ion, between freedom and necessity, between the individual and the species' ,

Such a critique, abandoning the level of negativity anc1 undertaking forthwith

the positive and active rethinking of the revolution and thus, ourselves, will

have to supercede the separation between reason and sentiment, moreover, by unify-

ing art and science, this critique will have to negate the society of capital oy

participating in a creative fashion in the final break with the old world, a break

which will allow the engendering of a human life that will be really communitarian

.

It is on this that a contemporary revolutionary vision ought to be founded. It

should not recognize the critique of the past as its immediate basis. This sup.- r-

Cvj. sion of the negative critique pushed out by the old marxism of the left always

obliges the fixing of the range and limits to the archeology of. communism, ' a prob-

lem that wo shall have to take up again.

Careten JUHL,

' Copenhagen, October

1973 -

1904.

1905
1906
1908
1909
1910
1914
1918
1920

1921

1922
1923

j’nort Ji_2lio£rophy_of Gorter^_s_. ork

Xin butch unless otherwise indicated)

debate between P. bomela i.ieuwehhuis. and Herman dorter on social-democracy

and anarchism
dociol .nomocracy and .anarchism . The fundamentals of social-democracy

marxism and Revisionism (with anton Panriekoek)

Historical materialism Glass morals
The Foundation of the butch GDI (with xannekoek and van- Havenstyn)

Thy a soeid-democratic party?
Imperialism, . orld . ar, and Socid Democracy

The .orld Revolution (bnglish edition, Glasgow 1920

)

The Foundations of Communism .. Open Letter to Comrade Lenin (in German, bng

lish edition in 'The Porkers' dreadnought' , 1921)

Opportunism in the big The path of" the KID, the path ox Dr. Levi (in Gor-

man, written with other KaID leaders) The Glass struggle Organization of
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Our objective in founding the KaI, the programme of which contains- the conditions

for the victory of the proletariat, is to put quite clearly the revolutionary

struggle of the proletariat which, during the Russian and German revolutions, app-

eared under a totally new light, quite unlike before.

The best way we can demonstrate this is by showing the world, the forces of our opp-

onents, the opponents of the revolution, and those of the proletariat itself. It is

from this comparison that the truth of the programme will emerge and, thus, equally

the need for the KaI.

I

TnE rd-i pT i TV,. i OF THU . lib j 01 UTIOh

Russia

The real countries for the proletarian revolution are Lngland, Germany and part

of the eastern UbA.
These countries are truely proletarian. Jut, as before with the laris Commune,

history has again given rise to a revolution elsewhere; in Russia.

An-, as before in France, the revolution in Russia has demonstrated what it can-

not be in proletarian countries, A small number oi characteristics, but all of the

greatest imporance, have been an example (just as the Commune was) for the prolet-

arian revolution in England, Germany, and the UoA (and in other countries that make

the revolution after them) ,
but most of the characteristics are of a bourgeois-demo-

cratic revolution, i.e. solely capitalist

The Russian revolution has become, a new and powerful source of light for the

world proletariat due to its double 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, oouth

America, parts of Central and worth America, and. Africa, there lives a proletariat

arising in a pasant milieu. Revolution threatens in several places, workers and peas-

ants would take part in this revolution.

The Russian revolution, located geographically equidistant between bast America,

west burope, and Central burope, on the one hand, and Asia on the other (
throws its

light simultaneously in two directions. To the est it shows the proletariat how to

make the proletarian revolution: feebly, but with the greatest importance. _To the

bast it shows the rising peasantry who are liberating themselves and want to achieve

capitalism, how they are to do this with the aid and illusions of the workers, . how

they can undertake their bourgeois or peasant-capitalist revolution with the aid of

the proletariat (l).

For clear action and the conditions of victory for the KAI, we must always stand

apart from the Russian revolution because of this double light that it throws over

the world revolution.
tie 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

European capitalism that struggles for life, in order to show thus the truth of the

KAI principles.
.

when a worker thinks of Russia and its revolution
,
he must always bear in mind

this single statistics the Russian population is 8% industrial proletarian and 80%

peasant. The proletarians want communism, the peasants want land division and priv-

ate property. The proletariat wants a communist revolution, the peasants a oourgeois

one. when the peasants are 80% of the population and the proletariat only 8%, the

revolution will be mainly bourgeois.

(1) An function of benin and his comrades. On one hand they showed the way

to cowrunisn to the world proletariat, on the other they participated in the reest-

ablishment of world capital in Russia and Asia, without mentioning t’nersht 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.



-2-

x'he proletariat v,ub by Xcr uhe *ao&v radical and ‘ resolute class and, aaong the pro-

letariat, the Bolsheviks were the most conscious organisation and tne most resolute,

the- led the revolution and to victory. The peasants only submitted, to the leader-

ship of the proletariat on the condition that they would become private owners, i.e.

that the revolution would be mainly bourgeois. On their side, tne proletariat could

not, even if it had wished, lead a partially communist revolution and oppose tills

condition for, without the peasants’ support, they could not ma^e a revolution at

all
'ie are the bitterest opponents , as the KAis of all countries have always been, o_

the”conception of the hensheviks ,
kautskyites, Independents, pacifists etc., t^at

the Russians should have stopped at the bourgeois revolution. This oonception is no

merely chicken-hearted idiocy, for it would have meant the victory oi the reaction

and the return of monarchy, but the main fact is that it would oppose itself to the

proletariat which saw the path leading to world revolution and victory was necessar-

ily and correctly by this path. The Ur* wan and world revolution were and are possible

^This is

1

whv°th^bolsheviks ’ errors are not to be found in the democm^-^uil|02
^

rno+T^I TupT'tb” worfi forced to take because of the pressure of tne peasantry. J£ is

that the* dilated £>
+

the

Zf kurope~and America ,
and by which they triad to cover-up the path to world revolut-

ion and to make the reconstruction of world capitalism possible. £V t^t ©y

shown and demonstrated that their goal is not Russian communism, out the construct-

ion of a bourgeois-democratic republic. £X that they have shown ana demonstrated

that they have followed the peasantry and that they have placed the peasant-capital-

ist revolution above the proletarian revolution, bv that they have shown and. demon

trated that they no longer belong to the proletariat, but bourgeois-capitalist

““^boilers understand these truths which have been hidden from^hem,

we shall then show in detail which of these measures taken by th«P°
ls
^

v
^

s *£? *

proletarian character and those of a bourgeois-democractic character. It io -eil

ough known that one must broadly distinguish two periods among the measures taken by

the bolsheviks : those from October 1917 to February 1921 W^-|»
j-etrograd) and those of the so-called new course alter Bebruary 19-1. e shall see

that the measures taken in both periods were largely bourgeois.

Let us look at the measures of the first period.
, . wr

The main characteristics of the economic policy were nationalization of industry,

commerce, and transport, state monopoly in food products and most important raw mat-

erials, forced labour, state regulation of co-operatives, free supplies for wo^kero,

employees, and citizens in food and essentials, the
:

principle of iree provisioning

by the state, all these measures were purely proletarian-communist.

The foundation of workers’ soviets was also proletarian-communis .

But the creation of peasant soviets was bourgeois-capitalist for it was certain

that the peasants would struggle for, private ownership and against communis .

A truely proletarian revolution as in Germany
.

or, England woula never give the

peasants political rights before they had shown themselves to be really communis
t^

The division of large estates and land in general was bourgeo . *
. t enem_

division transformed peasants, i.e. nearly all the population
^

ies of communism. And not only the rich and middle peasants, bur also .he small,

^
^The^hole^of^the * peasantry became the enemy of • socialist collectivization of

"aSJ allow such a land division. On the

contrary, it would bring all large estates into the communist economy
. r . ,

The seizure of land would, make the gulf between the. industrial urban prol etc

n

and the rest of the population unbridgable. This is shown
;

tar ^he peasan^boycott

the towns and its. refusal to supply food to the pro!etariat This division coul^

nnlv be overcome, from the beginning, by the middle capitalists, 1 . . - •

ion- to +he peasantry who had capitalist sentiments. The Bolsheviks were condemn

start because of the band, division, unless world revolution

.... + _ +heir aid The evolution exemplified by uronstadt showed this.
,

The doctrine of national self-determination that the Bolsheviks proclaimed anc, a

detached°F inland? the 3altic states, 1'oland. the Ukraine, and the Caucuses from

Russia, thus causing the collapse of the proletarian revolution unmostoftho

countries, was bourgeois-capitalist. Because, just as tney “ coSd nS li des-
they felt weak in that, if they did not free these states, ,sariom could not Be e

troyed, therefore, and we think that this is more prooaole, they already wanteo
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national Russian state. These two, the doubting of the power of communism and nation-

alism, were totally inspired by the peasantry.

The enrolment of the proletariat in the army was a proletarian-communist measure.

But the admission of peasants was bourgeois-capitalist, for these peasants will

show (and did show) that they were the enemies of communism, not only economically,

but also from s military stand-point.
Undoubtedly the peasantry will fight the counter-revolution as long as its priv-

ate possession of land is threatened. And the peasamts resisted Yudenitch, koltchak,

vi rangel etc., undoubtedly the Bolsheviks could maintain an alliance of peasants and

proletarians in the army because of the better food, quarters etc, . But would they

still fight for the Bolsheviks once their private possession was assured and the

counter-revolution of the large landowners was no longer to be feared? ..lio, the peas-

ants would most certainly not do that.

In this respect, the Polish campaign of 1920 by theBolsheviks posed a very inter-

esting question. „hy did the Russian army suddenly begin to retreat? k hen the KAPD

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

Moscow 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,, t.v e other said that it

was due to the military command, we now think that they did not want to give an hon-

est answer and that the real answer was that the Russian peasants did not wish to go

further in the attack on European capitalism.
.

. ... .

It is that the mass of the Russian peasantry no longer wants war against European

capitalism as soon as their property is secured against foreign intervention. And

the peasants are the majority of the Russian army. One cannot rely on their, aid for

a revolution in Europe,
Never could a really proletarian revolution enrol the peasants in the army for

armies must be absolutely communist. The Brest-Litovsk peace was bourgeois, i.e.

capitalist-democratic, a really proletarian revolution;. would remain hostile to all

capitalist forces and would await and '.support the rise of the proletarian forces.

Enfranchising workers was proletarian-communist. Enfranchising peasants -ahd other

active capitalists was bourgeois. A proletarian-communist revolution in Germany and

England would not enfranchise these elements before they had shown that they, were

communist.
The repression of the., independence and autonomy of action of the proletariat was

equally bourgeois-capitalist. The workers and their organizations did not gain the

direction cl control of industry, transport, and commerce.

The leaders' bureaucratism and despotism was also bourgeois-capitalist.

Corruption was also bourgeois-capitalist.
But. in conjunction with these three last points, what above all was bourgeois-

capitalist and to the greatest extent and from the start was the party dictatorship

of the Bolsheviks by which they hoped to lead the revolution to victory and to

found communism. It is in this party dictatorship, or, because it necessarily turns

into this, in the dictatorship of leaders, that the substance of the bourgeois- cap it-

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 bourgeois-capitalist in origin, because it resulted from

the power of the peasantry, the non-pfblatarian.class. A party dictatorship could take

on and lead the Russian peasant class. A proletarian class dictatorship could not.

For a proletarian class dictatorship will always tend towards pure communism. If it

has governmental power, the proletariat will not satisfy itself with less v; 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 Bolshevik party! Exactly because it did not introduce pure

communism, but conceded to the peasantry, private property, and. capital. That the.

proletarian class could never do. It doctrine is and always will be, l«e are nothing,

let us be everything".
The Bolshevik party achieved dictatorship by the strength and support ox the

peasantry, and this party dictatorship was necessarily partly, in the larger part,

capitalist, because of the peasants' power.

It dominated the proletariat and was not its representative out its despot, cert-

ainly- the only possible one and, given the conditions, perhaps the best, but nonethe-

less its despot. It dictated concessions to the proletariat that it had made and the

advantages granted to the peasantry. It could not be otherwise in a country dominated

by agriculture.
The Bolshevik dictatorship was necessarily bourgeois-capitalist because it origin-

ated in the power .of the peasantry. It was also so in its activity and goad, v.e bel-
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atorship and its influence on the revolution, before her death, ohe saihs^

"H few dozen party leaders of inexhaustable energy and boundless experience dir-

ect ana rule, among them, in reality only a dozen outstanding heads do the lead-

ing and an elite of the working class is invited from time to time to meetings

where they are to applaud the speeches of their leaders and to approve the pro-

posed resolutions unanimously - at the bottom 9
then, a clique affair - a die

atorship, certainly, not the dictatorship of the juroletariat ,
however, but only

the dictatorship of a handful of politicians, that is a dictatorshig in tn_

bourgeois sense ."

"lerfect, dictatorship* ...But this dictatorship must be tne worx of the cl

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 ox the masses,

it must submit constantly to their direct influence, be submitted to the control

of public opinion as a whole, to proceed from the growing political education of

the popular masses." , , .

The RAP and KaI spoke these words, if one reads throughout proletariat for public

opinion, masses and people. However, Rosa Luxemburg had not understood that all . i‘

could not be applied to Russia, that a class dictatorship was impossible there for

the reason that the proletariat was too weak and the peasantry too strong.

besides, she did not see as she died too soon, that the bolsheviks party diet-,

atorship was not only founded on the power of the peasants, out they haa 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 oourgeois-capitalist.
t

Tarty dictatorship is a typical indicator of the bourgeois revolution, o£ a revo-

lution whose foundation is private property ,- of a revolution by which one class de-

feats the other while remaining on the basis of private property. Theorising class

uses and tricks the classes that it dominates all the time. A bourgeo is revolution
^

is always of the minority against the majority.
„ t , x ^ „~ The proletarian revolution which must be really communist, can only be that ol a

majority over a minority. Thus it can only take place in a truely proletarian count-

ry, or, at least partly so. But as the revolution arises from this majority, no

party dictatorship, no using and tricking of the' masses by the party and its dictat-

orship, is viable, instead a class dictatorship- is needed. Aen a party dictatorship

existed in Russia, it was the most certain index of the bourgeois-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.

we are neglecting for the moment the fact that the bolsheviks showed their bour-

geois- democratic, i.e. capitalist, character equally in the first period by ^ their

influence on the proletariat of other countries and particularly on the inird Inter-

national. we shall return to this question after studying the second period, £a\e

therefore established that even in their first revolutionary ,
so-call ed cgmmuxiist,

stage, the bolsheviks showed their capitalist character by the creation of £ea|ant

soviets, by land division , by the doctrine of national self-determinat^n,

^

enrolment of peasants in the army , by enfranchizing peasants, and finally,
by

dictatorship of the party . Row we shall deal with the second period, after * ebruary

1 921

The RSFSR had thus founded communism and the peasant's had founded their democrat-

ic-capitalist republic. The two classes, the proletariat and peasantry, had. accomp-

lished their historical tasks so well, both directed by the boshevik party, that in

February 1921, the revolt in the fortress of kronstadt broke on 'the battleships

and in Tetrograd. And communism was extinguished with the slightest breath. t._

Sundation disappeared in an instant. One must say that the rising was very weak in

relation to the huge empire, equally one must remark that the peasant,-. neither

organized as a class nor were not. But the small action ox a group P
j

(

is said that most of the crews of the battleships were composed of '

f
was enough. The Bolshevik party essentially represented the

deSrefor
people who wanted land, and a small group from tnese millions -showed a d^ire for

something more than land. The. party gave in, and the proletariat, the origi-

party had finished with communism. The proletariat was put to the service 0

TeZkT: to aid it and raise it up, and it had to work under the leMers^ip^of^

its party which was henceforth, ana oecame increasingly mo^e . o, * P
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unism.

peasantry ano- -ionger
.
wup le proietarxtariat and comm

.jow we shall cite the most important changes, without pre-occupying ourselves

with the chronology which is of no interest here because we only want to show the

passage to capitalism. The reader muses that behind all these changes hides the

peasantry. It did not struggle so much as a mass, it was not even organized, it only-

intervened locally, but, because of its large numbers and confused masses, it inst-

antaneously transformed in a moment of elemental fonce the whole of the -olshevik

party into its instrument and forced it (men like Lenin! ) to stand over and against

the class hostile to the peasantry and the origin of the Boshevik party.

ne can give examples from the bourgeois revolution where the representative oi a

class was compelled to rise against itself by the power of other classes, But in

these cases the two or several classes were always based on the same principle, e.g.

owners and financiers, such a struggle was therefore very small. In Russia by comp**

arisen, 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 establ ishement of' capitalism;

iiith the smallest breath, all that was communist disappeared . Industry was parti-

ally denationalized, the complete state monopoly in' important foods and raw mater-

ials was lifted, state regulation of co-ops was ended, free internal trade- was reint-

roduced, the principle of. free state distribution to workers, employees etc. was.

abolished and the wages system re-introduced.

While communism was disappearing into the background, an increasingly powerful

capitalism took over the front of the stage.. Let us recall its main achievements,

but now :jjr detail so that the proletarians will see how the workers oi w est 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.

Capitalist property returns! Vie assume that this resulted from the 'decree of . the

BSF'bR 1 dated may 27th. 1§21 published in ' Izvestia ' on June 18th. and.' appearing ih

the French paper ' Journal des a ebats ' in French translation by one of the Russian

delegates to the Hague Congress...

This’ decree particularly determines that the right to run industry 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.

III. Property rights, on movable goods, meaning factories and' workshops

and commercial enterprises and the instruments of means of production,

ultural and industrial products, for financiers.

IV. The right ,to mortgage property or to lend money.

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

VI. The right to written or legal succession for the family

al -value of 10,000 Gold Roubles.

Then all kinds of rights over bilateral contracts etc. etc..

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

established that all land belonged to the republic, this is true under the guise oi

state socialism, the law positively guarantees full arid complete possession for peas-

ants. Because the,law established that a peasant could not lose the right to farm. the

land except under three conditions; l) if he ceased to farm it himself, 2) for crim-

inal reasons, 3 ) if the state expropriated the land etc... There were also several

severe limitations in- some cases concerning personal acquisition, but the Joviet i ep-

ublic for the most part continued Btolypin' s (minister under the last isarj policy.

Again one' finds' two important, provisions in the law, The first gave the peasants

the right to farm the soil for one (exceptionally two) years. The second, and more

important, ended the interdiction on hiring workers . This was only allowed when all

the members of the peasant family able to work did so.

The application of the law concerning farming and the hiring of labour was aban-

dned to the peasant municipalities, i.e. the soviet state gives complete freedom to

peasants on these important points among others. Agriculture is thus progressively

changed (naturally this does not happen quickly, given the situation in Russia, but

more rapidly than one may think, due to the fair harvests) to become the foundation

of the capitalist sta,te. Farmers and owners appeared, an agriculrural 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-

industrial
agric-

and children for a tot-



alism could exploit. In brief, Russia took the path that all capitalist states took

irom uiio v j--u uiiv , ~~ .— —— —— — - -j. - -

hut, in this particular case, under the leadership of noted communists and a small

formerly communist, bureaucratic party.

The proletariat has become, even in the peasant countries, such an important fact-

t’ne peasantry (if tho European revolution did not quickly come to their aid

or, its development war 50 great, that it took over (or rather, its leaders, ii

party took over) the establishment of capitalism (where it was weak). Against itself*

The Bolshevik party, then still communist, sought to base itself on the landless

peasants and the village poor at the 1 beginning of 1916 . Today, it supports the landed

peasants, it creates' farmers and. landless workers, in brief, it -builds capitalism.

Industry was transfered from full communist state possession, regulation, and. con-

trol", to another condition. Tetty industry has already become completely free, large-

scale industry, partly so. Besides, some of the most important branches have passed

over to trusts co-operating with the state, the so-called mixed enterprises, where

the workers work, as everywhere, for wages.

These industries already have considerable independence, even regarding the st-

ate, particularly in commerce, evidently their managers and even government officials

are searching for new ways to make money. Competition between otner activities a.nd

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 oi’, where they already existed, extended them.

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

an appearance.
The huge Russian confederation of co-ops, the Tsentrosujuz, has already ^won the

right id external trade with some limitations that do not mean very much. Ihe Tsent-

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 linos. But the trusts, the large Industrial societies, ar<3

also gaining more and more autonomy in external trade. Certainly they still need the

foreign trade department's consent to their business, but who could refuse something

to these powerful companies in which the government is represented and 'which nr

o

partially state funded? Krassin gave a long list of these commercial enterprises to

the representatives of the big states at the Hague.

finally, the Russian government is prepared to make large concessions to major

foreign capitalists arid in fact lent Ivrupp 4 million hectares for foreign agricultur-

al enterprise, without mentioning oil, forestry, and mineral concessions . etc.

.

Local finance was separated from state financed ••••. here that loads to with with the

peasantry, one can quite clearly envisage.

»

Taxes were re-introduced, even indirect taxes, e.g-, on tobacco, cox fee, matches,

soap, petrol, sugar, salt, beer, and textiles.

Finally, a state bank was run in a new manner, as the intermediary in internal

and external business, It accepted and paid internal and external costs, ns ookol-

nikov explained at the Hague, the instrument was available to private individuals,

private enterprises, and mixed enterprises . Thus the volume oi banking ousiness

greatly and constantly increased in the Russian market.

At the hay (1922) session of the financial department, state bank director Aron

bchiemann spoke on the Russian state bank after which the financial section called

for private banks. .

otock exchanges were re-opened in the large towns, an army of entrepreneurs, busi-

nessmen, bankers, agents, and brokers of all kinds, speculators, stock dealers, mer-

chants, held again what little they were allowed by a type of state capitalism, llore,

a middle class, shop owners, small industrialists, intellectuals, small office and

business employees, in fact the entire universe of vampires living off the proletar-

iat, rose again frpm the-flanks of the huge army of private , owners ,
the peasantry.

The new army of the bourgeoisie arose in the towns too, so in the country a large-

] y new army of the peasantry arose as well

.

Between them, the proletariat, small in number and, despite appearances, very weak

The new urban bourgeoisie and the peasants wanted to enrich themselves, each alone

The army was mainly peasants' sons...

The whole world awaited only the freeing of foreign trade for all citizens ana

peasants. As we have seen, it was already partially free for co-ops, trusts,, and in

other cases, the most important and powerful. Truely, it would not be long befox

c

all foreign trade was free again. Then all capitalism’s links will be in place and

the whole proletariat in chains. Is there really a great difference between the oirth



of capitalism In the peasant states of the preceding centuries (or even in America,

Australia, and South Africa, for instance, in the 19th. century) and its birth in

Russia? Certainly relations were different. There were free peasants in the colonies,

here they have left despotism and so, in part, medieval relations, Rut now, are not

all the Russian peasants free? ho, tU difference between the birth of capitalism
here and there is minimal. This is despite the fact that capitalism is being created
without the capitalists themselves and is arising either from the peasantry or fore-
igners, and that today it is establishing itself thanks tc the proletariat or more
and nearer the truth, thanks to the party with a proletarian origin.

foor Russian worker? You never had, even before Kronstadt, any direction or cont-
rol, however small, over the state, neither you nor your organizations. All that was
held by a bureaucratic party and a dozen leaders, Rut you had something, some rights,
and capitalism had gone from the towns

And now? You. ycur class has neither industry 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 longer 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 arbitration.
It .is true there is still a little state capitalism and that the state lead-

ers +b = old honoured leaders of the Communist Party, That is true,

Rut think$ What' use is your work? That use is the surplus-value that you daily
create? St belongs to the capitalists. Firstly it belongs to the peasantry. It is

used by the 'soviet states' government for the peasantry, to develop it economically
so that a capitalise- Russia Is created by the growing peasant economy.

Communism in Russia io an appearance in decline, cap) ital ism is the growing real ity .

shewn that a considerable new array and a capitalist state that one

the "USA as to Its size and huge raw material wealth has been
Jolsheviks and is on its way to rising against the world pro-
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letariat.
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Australia, and south America, but of Asia
where conditions are approaching those in -Russia.

•:?. India, butch East Indies, and China, there are
afe oppressed by native or foreign forces, or by

hose countries numbers 700 to 800 million people,

, The struggle against native and foreign governments' misrule

:o 2<2 countries. The revolution approaches. A rapidly growing

lives in these countries, growing both numerically and in class

, apart from the rest of the population by the clarity of its

aid- organization. It is not impossible that this proletariat

will load in the revolution, or share it with other classes.

Rut given that • the proletariat, large scale industry and modern capital are far

lest, powerful there than In Russia, the revolution will certainly establish a nat-

ionalistic capitalist state, even more certainly than in Russia. It will be the same

in Asiatic Turkey, Persia, Arabia, Afghanistan, 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

ureletar lat, the issue was also settled for the Asian countries undergoing their re-

volutions.
In all 'Awakening Asia' (in Siberia the situation is identical to that in Russia

and iii Japan capitalism already dominates) huge capitalist states hostile to the pro

letariat are In formation. -

Russia, which has transformed itself into a capitalist state, a nationalist state

competing with sect Europe- and with America, precede this Asian capitalist evolution

and supports it. This evolution was greatly accelerated by the world war and the Rus

sian revolution.
This xs how

now covers all 'Asia and drags after it a huge part of the world.

East appears in the light of the Russian revolution and capitalism

All Asia which Is awakening Is the new enemy of the world proletariat and of the

revolution ,



The Third International in Europe

Let us now turn to the west to see how Russian communism and

their light there too.

Russia has appeared to the r est of Europe fully in conformity with it

apitalism shod

character.

the character of its half-communist, half-capitalist revolution, ihat was easy to uo.

1:. fact it is due to the huge importance of what it accomplished that the European

workers watch and obey the Bolshevik party. All the Third International follows Rus-

From the start European workers were called on to perform a partly-proletarian,

partly bourgeois-capitalist revolution, just as in Russia.
^

And that is exactly why the .est European workers of the ihirci Intern*’. t ion. .1 xcll-

ow Russia, even though their own countries should be strongly proletarian. Instead of

a purely proletarian tactic, they follow an impure and party bourgeois one.

It is equally impossible for a proletarian- oourgeois revolution to call on other

countries to perform a purely communist revolution. For, so doing, they would be neg-

lecting the bourgeois part, thus themselves.

Russia and the Third International appealed for revolution, civil war, 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 European revolution need-

ed, firstly, the German revolution. They dared not support the really fundamental

measures for the European and German revolutions.

The Russian revolution and the Bolsheviks dared not do it from the star v, because

the demands themselves would have shown immediately that they did not represent a

real proletarian revolution.
_

,

Russia and the Third International did not support immediately the struggle again-

st the trade-unions as 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 Germany)

would do so.
„

It would immedaitely set up factory organizations to replace the traae unions,

for only the former can struggle and. form the basis of communism. As Russia and the

Third International let the trade unions survive, they show themselves to be capital-

ist and that they neither wish nor dare eradicate European capitalism.

They do not demand an end to parliamentarianism in the revolution, but leavejhe

European workers who have never fought alone (and so submitted to capitalism before

and. during the war) with the illusion that the revolution can be made in parliament

or by leaders.
.

.

A really proletarian revolution (e.g, in England, Germany, and the uoA) will enc.

parliamentarianism as soon as the revolution comes. Parliament is an arm of the bour-

geoisie, the’ soviet and the factory organization with the workers' council is the

proletariat's arm that it will not establish alongside but against parliament as soon

as the revolution enters with a bang. Because Russia does not dare, it again shows

that it is largely capitalist, its true objective being, conscious or unconscious,

.

given its class', relations, is not the -est European revolution but Russian capitalism.

They did not support the end to party dictatorship in west Europe. They could show

their bourgeois character no better than by this, it is exactly that, submission to

party slavery, that was the infection and fall of social democracy and the proletar-

iat it had enslaved,
a

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 weak faced with _ the power

of west European and 'north 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 KaP and the onion ,
can oeat capitalism now. x is w y

they must amalgamate. Thus it can no longer be a question of party dictatorship.

The real proletarian revolution will arrive and strengthen from its party and.

Unionen, composed of factory organizations, and will transform Doth into one unite

for struggle. Because the Bolsheviks did not understand or desire this conception,

because they supported and tried to gain a party or leaders' dictatorship ,
as in Rus-

sia ( a dozen leaders, as Rosa Luxemburg said, dominate a flock of party sheep whic

is called to action at the desired moment and, by their intermediary, tne great mass
XS OciXXUU. l/U CUE OJLUil - u- Gilt- _i»a- ~ v -o

of the class which is stupid and does not think) by this purely bourgeoi

alist method., they have shown here, in ; est Europe, that their own

md cap it

-

evolution did



not -have a really proletarian nature, but wan mainly capitalist. Consequently the
Third International in following Russia showed the < ame character.

;; And again, mere than that, by this decision, more so than any other, they have
led the proletariat here in Europe not to revolution but to defeat. This principle
of party or loaders' dictatorship, i.e. of individuals or small numbers who dominate
a stupid crowd, has equally thrown the German proletariat into the abyss. The real
proletarian revolution, as in Germany, sngland, and liorth America, could not be made
by a stupid mass led' by knowledgable leaders.

fortunately history takes care of the masses becoming conscious and their own mas-
ter. And Insofar as they are not sufficiently so, they will be defeated, despite
leaders.

It has to think and act for itself, history concerning itself with this. It had
made our enemies, the nest European and north American capitalists, so powerful that
the proletarian class must think and act for itself to defeat them. The proletariat
(i.e. the class), proletarians in person and together, must overcome the capitalist
class in thought and action in order to overcome 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 Russia shows most clearly that what they basically want, con-
sciously or unconsciously, is not the destruction, but the reconstruction of European
and Russian capitalism.

The Russians expect all that of the European workers
,
not as communists, represent

atives of the Russian proletariat, but as those of the Russian peasantry, rising Rus-
sian capitalism;

•

And the Bolsheviks 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
conditions of struggle in west Europe and the differences with Rus&i where the real
motivating forces are of a capitalist nature, became an instrument of the Russians.
And the large masses turned to the Russians and the Third International, The test
European proletariat is so powerless

5
so unable to think independently, that it sides

with Russia and the Russian Third Internationl (thus with capitalism) in its revo-
lution, which must

.

however, become the basis for the world revolution.
But it was so even from the start, before the Kronstadt revolt. Even in 1917-19,

when the Third Interned tonal was formed, these false principles of the European rev-
olution penetrated Europe, thanks to Moscow.

Otherwise, as the Russian revolution was still going fairly well in its proletar-
ian part, the European workers were already completely infected (and for so many
•years) by the capita?,.1st principle of the party dictatorship

,
pariiamentarianism,

and trade union " organization
,
and they were totally destroyed for the revolution.

Even the Third International proletarians are thus the revolution's enemies.

IV

The “toj etarians of Asia

The European workers led by the Third International are not alone in being the en-

emies of the world revolution. It is now tte same for the Asian workers.
Even in that part of the world where, as we have stated, the revolution has to mat

ure, in many places
, in "

.. m countries, India, butch East Indies and China, even
there the Russian tactic and that of the Third. International have changed the prolet-
ariat into the enemies of the revolution and into the friends of 'capitalism.

The Third International, guided by Russia, began by propagating the communist revo
lution in the ports, factories and an the railways of Dutch and British India, as in

west Europe. . .

But after having strongly invited the proletariat to very adventurous actions for
a very short period, actions ..even against the nationalists, l.e. the rising Chinese
and Indian capitalists, they.. soon, almost immediately, renounced this- tactic and per-
suaded the proletariat to join the nationalist-capital 1st movement in a united front.

Instead of beginning with a new tactic for the' workers to learn there, with fact*-

ory organizations, industrial unions and a completely distinct position for the pro-

letariat in each economic and political struggle, the;/ dissolved the proletarian spir
it into the nationalist one, thus submitting the proletariat to rising national cap-

italism.
Do we need to -repeat that all this .proved the capitalist character of the Russian

revolution and the: Third, International?
The capitalist part of the Russian revolution (by far •iho'vcro important) started

trade with capitalist Asia, thus ending the autonomy of the proletarian revolution.
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The communist \i J workers in Ohina joined the democratic and nationalist move-

ment of Sun Yat-Sen, i,e. submitted to it, the latter being by far the more powerful.

The communists (j ) in the hutch hast Indies, who were then independent oi the nat-

ionalist movement (the barlkat-Islam) ,
the two having broken all links, rejoined them,

i.e. submitted to them, the nationalists being far more powerful.

In British India, an analogous tactic was adopted.

After the Third International had preached communism alone, it now called on work-

ers and peasants ( l

)

to struggle against England, against Indian feudalism and again-

st the rich. The slogan was now "Freedom for the Indian people”, thus a national-

democratic republic, as in Russia (2).

One could perhaps say that it is the historic duty of the revolutionary workers

to destroy feudalism and foreign domination, replacing them with bourgeois democracy.

Even Marx prescribed this tactic in the 'Communist manifesto 1

. One must firstly say

that, if it were so, it must not happen to fool the workers. In. Dutch and British

India, China too, they fool the workers of the Third International by letting them

believe that the revolution will be communist when, in fact, they were only being

forced to perform the bourgeois-democratic revolution! Just as in Russia, where they

fooled the workers with a 'sham communism when capitalism was being established, just

as in Europe, America, Africa, Australia, where they were forced to rebuild capital-

ism in the guise of communism, in the East they forced the workers to attack Indian

feudalism, attack Mandarin rule and foreign rule, under a false communist banner.

But secondly the communists' tactic is not the same as when the 1 Communist Han-

festo ' was written. The tactic dispenses with areas where Marx 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, Mow capitalism has entered its final

stage of trusts, domination by finance capitalism, and imperialism, a capitalist

world crisis has appeared and the proletarian revolution is possible in several

countries, The proletariat now immediately has to separate itself from the bour-

geoisie and take up completely independent positions.

Even in the countries where the bourgeois-capitalist revolution again appears as

provisionally possible, as in China or India, .or when communism is established in

several cr tries, an authentically proletarian communism, not like that in Russia,

it will so attract workers of all countries that it will grow so rapidly in streng-

th and will quickly gain ground even in countries where it is now impossible, and it

will win the whole world. This is why the workers of all countries must now prepare

for their own struggle against their masters, also keeping their opinions completely

distinct from those of the bourgeois-democratic and nationalist revolutions (3).

At the present stage of capitalism they car. also make a revolutionary alliance

with their west European brothers and those in America, as they are nearest to vic-

tory, to have them come to their aid and to install communism in their countries

equally rapidly.

The tactic of the Third International was and is in opposition to this in Asia.

as in Russia, they ally with the peasantry and democratic parties that want a nation-

al revolution, as in Russia and est Europe, it builds capitalism in Asia.

when Lenin was still a revolutionary communist, he habitually said that the est

European marxists did not want an uprising in Asia as it would end nest European aff-

luence. He even made this remark to me once. I did not reply then as I did not know

that it was Lenin's real position. Mow I shall reply to him. I have always, before,

long before, even imperialism, recommended that, as there are no proletarian revolut-

ionary movements in India, one must do everything to create one and one must then,

when there is one, support it by propaganda and action. One can still find this pos-

ition in many texts I wrote and signed and, what is raore significant, I supported it

in all parties I belonged to and which were also able to put it into practice.

But now I add that it was not possible before the war wnen it was not really

question of revolution in India or Asia, that a proletarian movement must, even in

this revolution, take a place quite apart from the nationalist movement and must never

’(j) Turkey, the ally of the CommunistO) Tarty of Russia, has already sentenced comm-

unists to death,

(2) This is inherent to the collapse of English and Dutch power in the Indies tnrougn

a nationalist-capitalist revolution. Society is divided into classes. Division (as in

Ireland), corruption (as in Egypt) and finally compromises are available to the Dutch

and English, a mixed government of Europeans and natives would perhaps be the result.

Thus the workers must be fully independent.
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sutmit 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

s

never have we supported capitalism in Lurope, now we preach revolt against European

capitalism to the Indians, But you. you support rising Asian capitalism, thus you

preach the subordination of the Asian proletariat to this nationalism and capitalism.

And this is no wonder i because capitalist, peasant, Russia must want a capitalist

asia and the Third International has applied, this tactic of Russia.

It has transformed the proletarians cf India and China into enemies of the revol-

ution. And if one now thinks that China, Dutch and British India form the largest

part of the Asian population, that Siberia also follows Moscow's tactic, one. can calm-

ly state that even the Asian proletariat has become an enemy of the world, revolution.

V
The world proletariat

And if one considers now that the world proletariat, i.e. that of Lurope, America,

Australia, Africa and Asia is led by the Second and Third Internationals, and that

the former (which we have not shown) as well as the latter (which we have shown) is

counter-revolutionary, one can quietly affirm that the proletariat of the whole world

is now hostile to communism.

VI

All the classes of all the capitalist states

Once more all the classes of all the capitalist states are the revolution's, foes.

And also the Third International and Moscow have deceived the proletariat,

.

In fact noscow and the Third International have agan propagated several false prin-

ciples which pushed the proletarians of Lurope and r'orth America towards a completely

false tactic and considerably strengthened capitalism.

They use above all ideas persued by Lenin (see his opinions of Asquith and Lloyd

George in his ' Left-wing Communism '
) on the class divisions and the bourgeois parties

in the capitalist states, divisions that the communists could use, divisions between

monarchists and republicans, democrats and reactionaries etc.. Rone of this was at

all true, all the bourgeois parties (including social-democracy, the independents,

the Labour tarty etc.) in .all countries at all times formed an absolute compact unit-

ed front against communism. On the contrary, the rise of this tactic put the prolet-

ariat at fault during the Lapp putsch and Rathenau’ s assassination. It came out for

the republic and against the monarchy instead of equating the two and fighting both.

Communism is in absolute opposition to capitalism, in both spirit and substance,

principle and practice. In the revolution leading from capitalism to communism there

are no economic and political actions where they can be in agreement. Ror using the

division between bourgeois parties means joining ono 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 Lurope and

based its tactics on it. Despite the very grave situation in many European countries,

one cannot see these elements being won to the communist-revolutionary cause anymore.

That is why the true revolutionaries know that a revolutionary tactic which must pre-

pare the beginning and the course of the world revolution, must not depend on these

classes, even though fractions of them will join the proletariat at the end when its

victory is certain.
, And this tactic of alliance with the peasant-bourgeois parties also prooves the

peasant-capitalist nature of the Russian revolution. It was accepted by the European

workers only because they were again equally bourgeois.

The Russians, as bourgeois revolutionaries, wanted compromise in -jest aurope lor

fear of the really proletarian elements. They recommended compromises to the commun-

ists instead of a truely proletarian revolution.

But that is not at all proletarian* a truely proletarian revolution counts on its-

elf and will fight the democrats, social-democrats, monarchists, reactionaries, and

republicans,
,

Consequently liberals and conservatives, democrats, social-democrats, monarchists

reactionaries and republicans are all equally its enemies.



i-i.ll the -states of the capitalist world

and what is true for all the classes of the capitalist states is also true for

these states themselves. According to Russia and the Third. International, communists

must also take part in the divisions between bourgeois states.

For years the Third International 5 s publications echoed the threat of a new war

between these states, Moscow' s proclamations always contain this language, an a new

revolution will break out following this warS One will then restore the courage of

the proletariat with the old fanfare on the power of the proletariat and. the old in-

sult (but sounding false and artificial) of the enemies, n real revolutionary would

not take part in that. For the truth is that the capitalist states, i.e, England, Fr-

ance, Germany, Italy, Russia, and the UGh 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 it decides

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.

But even this compromise tactic with the bourgeois states (because the hope of div-

ision between them leads to this) originates in the Russian bourgeois revolution. This

necessarily leads to compromises and alliances with Germany or Britain, .with Turkey
or the Asian states that are awakening to national capitalism, because national cap-

italism has to be restored in Russia, but a really proletarian revolution will make

no alliances with the bourgeois states. This alliance, as well as the alliance with

bourgeois parties, will always end in defeat (4). This revolution will ally only

with revolutionary proletarians in other countries.

This whole policy, based on the division between bourgeois states, is only grand-

iose in appearance, in reality it represents habitual reformism. But now on a world

scale and not nationally as before. It is no less vulgar than the other.

Truely, all capitalist states are uniformly hostile to communism. Together they

will attack' all countries where .communism is victorious as they attacked Russia when

it was still partially communist

.

mi
Once again on Russia arid the Third International

we aro returning to the subject of Russia to understand more clearly this force

opposing the world revolution, but which tries to appear to favour it. Because now

it is the most infamous opponent of the world revolution and the most dangerous. Ire-

cisely because it tries to ajjpear to cherish it.

The Kronstadt revolt broke out, Russia had to return to full capitalism. One could

say that, subjectively, the whole revolution vanished, its foundations, measures and

preparation, from the side of Russia and the Third International

.

Russia signed contracts with states and private individuals and has gone over to

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 capitalist

principle of revolution, to realize the power of the peasantry, of the middle classes,

of capitalism in general, on a very large scale. Communism totally disappeared, all

that was left was the very. small goal of state capitalism - consumption, and now Eur-

ope must follow! There too communism must disapppear. That is to say that only the

communist phrases and teachings for the proletariat remain, otherwise it could revolt

against Russia. That could not be allowed since Russia wanted to receive 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 England because it would mean the decline of this

country already so exhausted, regarding capitalism. Go, finished with the revolution-

in Europe!
All this is what, then, began this terrible deception of the European and world

proletariat, this dialogue with a double meaning which talks simultaneously of the

overthrow and the reconstruction of capitalism, which advocates overthrow and reforms,

(4) It is sufficient to reed, the proclamation of the Congress of the Third Internat-

ional at the Congress of Trade Unions in British India. One finds the above slogans.

Of communism, not a word, (see ' The Communist 1

, 30 . 12 . 22 .)



which simultaneously says that reforms are impossible but makes the revolution im-

possible by the programme of reforms. It is thus that the. game of programmes and, com-

promises will begins legal factory councils, control over production, accounting of

material values, workers' government etc., which are impossible in so far as these

reforms can only be achieved through revolution, but Russia and the Third Internation-

al praise them as measures preceding the revolution. One searches for safeguards in

these slogans for the appearance of the revolution, but in fact, by this deception,

they want to build capitalism and stop the revolution, and finally one assembles the

means of castrating the revolution in one principles the united front of the prolet-

ariat. Unity, from the boskes, ocheidemanhs and Hilfeatings to the Communist Tarty.

The talk is revolutionary, for a. united front is certainly needed for the revolution;

but only the communist united front. The action is capitalist, for capitalism needs

a united counter-revolutionary front, from the social-democrats to the communists. Thi

slogan surpasses in its duplicity all that has yet happened in the workers' movement.

It is the rigorous emanation of the Russian capitalist revolution in its double sense,

nnd the Third International takes up this shibboleth! And the Communist Tarty of

Germany, where the revolution is a constant threat, adopts it

I

This shibboleth;, the unity of workers who do not want the same thing, who are most-

ly still totally dependent on capitalist ideology; is the purest and most authentic

capitalist method to lead the unarmed proletariat out before machine guns, before'

which it would not be really united, and to a massacre of such a character that the

Commune massacre, the Finnish and Hungarian revolutions would be child's play by comp-

arison. ouch a united front, uniting the social-democrats and communists, would in

fact guarantee the proletariat's defeat. The social-democrats would 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 hoscow 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 it had that was most sacred, are the most import-

ant enemies of the world revolution (6).

( 5 ) « hen Karl L iebknecht and his small group struggled in that historic hour in the

z,irkus Busch against the fallacy of the 'united front',, he already saw the guns cold-

ly aimed at him and the, crowd shout 5 Unity S'
. This was and is the slogan of the coun-

ter-revolution. Karl Liebkriecht' 3 slogan was 'Clarity now, unity later'. Clarity bn

the immediate tasks of the working class that expressed themselves thus; 'The fact-

ories to us? The land to usbT/own with capitalist private property! All power to the'

workers' councils? Dictatorship of the proletariat?' These are the. words of the pro-

letarian revolution! This is the only salvation for the working class. '

.,

(6) Russia, with its double revolutionary character, looks terrible now. It lies like

a huge wreck on the beach, broken by its revolution. Once a small lifeboat put out t'o

save.proletarian Russia, That lifeboat was the KARL), the best and, not so long' ago,

the larger faction of the Spartakusbund
,
with its really revolutionary, new principles

for the "world revolution. But Russia and the Bolshevik government scorned the KnTD

and refused its help. It prefered a hideous mob of workers and capitalists' assembled

on the beach who either applauded or insulted it, but either could not or would not

help, proletarian Russia
later Russia capitulated to the crowd and returned to capitalism with it. That was

what it basically wanted to do as its capitalist character was infinitely stronger

than its proletarian one. It has shown clearest the non-proletarian character of its

revolution by rejecting the genuinely revolutionary and proletarian aid coming from

surope, and. thus the salvation of its own proletariat and that of the world.

Could one have -a clearer demonstration than that of a govenment based on the pro-

letariat that refuses the only way to liberation for that proletariat and. that of the

world? . w e would advise our Russian comrades of these facts on. the Bolsheviks and the

Soviet governments the imposition of a counter-revolutionary programme on Europe 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 at the beginning of the revolution. It is likely that some errors

were made a short time ago, that only our Russian comrades could know. We are unable

to judge them clearly, so se shall leave it undefined. That you did not realize every-

thing in a proletarian-communist manner, that you retreated when the European revolut-

ion was delayed, these were not your fault. But the more you return to capitalism, the

more we, the proletarians, will fight you as class enemies. However, what really was

your fault and which neither we nor history will forgive you, is that you imposed a

counter-revolutionary programme and tactic on the world proletariat, and you rejected
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<e have shown the effects of the world war and the Russian ^
revolutions ^e world

proletariat and how the Russian revolution projected itself ootn eastward * and west.

P
io hSe seei how Russia, an agricultural and only very slightly industrialized count-

ry, this butt-end, this transition between industrial Europe ana agricultural itsic

entered capitalism by its own revolution, that it wished to become .i fir-t rate e„ 1

itaii«t power and thus it also became the enemy of the world revolution, of the worlc.

^l"4!a“ wo have seen that it supported the hsian people in their tat-nalist

struggle for capitalist freedom. ..-e have also seen that it propelled the .

rol

arians into this nationalist battle for capitalist freedom, m alliance witn the ri~-

w canitalism. so for the reconstruction of world capitalism.
&
,e have soon that Sussla also trios to achieve the reconstruction of capital-

, cn ln v.urope America, Africa, Australia by means of the Third- International, that

it' recommended a false tactic (false from the point of view of revolution) to the

^r~M world proletariat. always by deans of the ^^"nfctaSShS
for capitalist trade unions, capitalist parliamentarian^, capibaliot dict^orohiT

by party or leaders. The Third International adopted this tacnc t.nd thu. betrayed th

world proletariat, the world revolution.
. , _ r+ and its

It is thus that we have seen Russia, this butt-end between ^st ana _est, ana it.

creation, the Third International, concur in the east, in *sia, in Helping in

creation of a new and huge capitalism; in the Jest, in kurqpe ana
^ Qf

other parts of. the world, Africa '.and, Australia,
;

to the ? intenance ..

°ld
That

1

'thus'

jn

in order to define itself by a single clear warcl., Russia and the Third

International introduced a new reformism world reformism reformism on^d
f^

ale '

That the Third International does not differentiate, itself from the -econd

(£ idU' ^reformism being national, while the former; s is intermtional ^^
nje have seen that, given that the world proletariat is led on the five contine

by the. Second and. Third Internationals, af-tor the world war and tie r, “ygy
rrta. this self-same world proletariat is again today the enemy of th worle re cl.

:m have also seen that all the capitalist classes of all the capitally -

united against the proletarian-coommunist revolution.
h nitedUn

And all the capitalist' states and those wishing to become capitalist will _ be united

pel-mel and will be for the end of war and will make common cause the mutant that the

communist revolution becomes reality.
, hnvp auuer'led for a

Finally we have seen that the Third International and Russia, have n.ppc.-±ea vor

united front with capitalist social-democracy and will theroforo throw the proletar-

iat into the abyss and will crown their work of capitalist reconstruction, led by

BUS
hSo, traced in bold outline from bast to west, sc for the. world.'as it.ippea

in the light of the Russian revolution, the tableau of what the p ..

countries towards revolution, and the Pad . *-

,
, ^ ra-nitalism and

because of its production and class relations, is „ Is ita own

constructs it. „ situation with a double moaning that can
Ser-

death. a proletariat which has been re-united by tala le-der and the
„m bo_

tat lling the Proletariat that the

enemy is very feeble and that the -east will come to 1 - ai
.

t did not It

soon as the proletarian revolution appears, .the international i-^i

present itself as :. flock of sheep at the butchers.

(6 cont.) the"really revolutionary programme which could have saved you.
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I'nis is why the LaI calls for the formation of a revolutionary organization againsi

this great enemy, against world capital, Russia, the Third and second Internationals.

It does not want trade unions but factory organizations, not parliamentary parties

but workers’ councils (soviets), not a party but a class dictatorship . For the sign

of victory for it is the soviet.

It wishes to change all the proletarians of iuropo, America, Asis Africa, and

Australia into conscious communists by means of these new organizations.

It does not wish to compromise with social-democrats or ether workers' parties,

which it considers as capitalist enemies..

It does not want to compromise with a capitalist party or state because it knows

that they are mortal enemies. It wishes to unite the proletariat for a frontal attack

on capitalism, a struggle that the proletariat will be conscious of in its meaning,

means and end and so will lead by its full consciousness and. autonomous activity

.

The Kill wishes to eccv.-s® a new spirit in the proletariat, the communist spirit, and

so lead the revolution and lead it to victory.
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GblDIBG TRI. ;G -Li Oi Thu COiii'iUiilGT ORKuRl-- ' INTERNATIONAL

(extract)

THIRD Ii :TURNATIOhAL

The Third International is a Russian creation, a creation of the Russian Commun-

ist Party. It was set up to support the Russian revolution, that is, a partly

proletarian, partly bourgeois revolution.

because of the double character of the Russian revolution, to the extent that

the Third International must support the proletarian Russian revolution as much

as the bourgeois one, thus equally by the double character of its goal, the third

International became a partly proletarian, partly capitalist organization.

It was a proletarian organization for the suppression of capitalism as far as it

called for revolution and the expropriation of the capitalists, as far as it

maintained parliamentarianism, trade unions, and leaders' dictatorship, it was a

bourgeois organization created to build and maintain capitalism, since they do

not lead to communism, but to capitalism' s maintenance.

Thus the Third International was a partly counter-revolutionary organization

from the start.

This organization no longer leads to the victory, but to the defeat of the pro-

letariat in European countries.

Pow that since the spring of 1921, the Bolshevik party, which exercises a. dict-

atorship in Russia, has passed over to capitalism, it rapidly enforces the ret-

urn to capitalism by means of the Third International and then, starting from

the spring of 1921, the Third International became completely capitalist and

bourgeois. The revolution was abandoned and only reforms were hoped for. Its

goal became the rebuilding of capitalism.

ns Russian capitalism had to be rebuilt and as this capitalism can only be re-

built with the restoration and reconstruction of European capitalism, the ihird

International was forced to abandon revolution and return to reformism, that is,

to make its goal the reconstruction of capitalism.

And to reconstruct capitalism, the Third International; just as the Russian Bol-

shevik (now capitalist) party formed links with the European capitalist govern

ments and European capitalism to rebuild Russian capitalism; forms

with the Second International, the ' 24' International,

European capitalism.

The goal of the Second, ' 2-|'
,

.and the Third Internationals is thus the same; it

is that of capitalist states and governments. The united front of these three

internationals is the united front with capitalism.

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 Bolshevik party, have

become totally counter-revolutionary organizations betraying the proletariat. One

has to treat them as the Second and ' 2~
' Internationals,

llianoes now

xor the reconstruction of
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hand oxf the socicl-
c c' ‘itall.

just as - the proletariat in all countries is a tool in the

democratic ,
t-cam^oi.- • Jfl re -..oticnary ./arti-r ,

for then:
.

to reconstruct it and to spread it over the worle. ,
iii giving rue go.ernmen ano.

the power to the parties and their leaders, the proletariat is now jan instrument,

controlled, by the Third International for the same goal. Its goal is not the

revolution, the liberation of the proletariat, but personal power in the oourgeois

state and the enslavement of the proletariat.

CGirihUiN IoT ..OIUi-iaHo
1 LiTmiUinTIOiCiL

hs much as the position of the. world proletariat inside capitalism, which is in

mortal crisis, demands the proletarian revolution as the accomplishment^ o± its

practical task at present, as little on the other hand, the intellectual l£eis-

tige) dispositions and organisational relations of the world working class corres-W to this historical necessity. The vast majority of the world proletariat is

prisoner to the modes of thought of bourgeois, private property ana ^orev of in t-

ernational class collaboration between capitalism and the proletariat, forms whi -

in turn,. although, this is a matter of a unified process, lend a strong hand to all

the existing organizations of the proletariats that places the. revolutionary pro-

letariat in all countries in the situation of the inevitable historical consequence

of the foundation of a new proletarian international.

This new workers’ international, the Communist workers’ International, represents

the pure proletarian 'class struggle which has the practical task ox abolishing ;

private bourgeois-capitalist property and its transformation into proletarian-

communist common property, beyond this objective, it straggles oasica „

realization of communist society.

Recognizing that the basic conditions for the overthrow, of the bourgeoisie and

the domination of the proletariat are present, it place^the principle of t.

development of the proletarian class consciousness central i.e. it wisnes ro

lead the proletariat to the recognition that it is historically necessary to

eliminate capitalism immediately ;
by that it wishes to awaken in it one spirit

effective for making the proletarian revolution.

The realization of such ends demands as a first condition a completely anti-cap

italist character (formally as well, as substantially) of its organization and

leadership in all struggles. Its highest reference point is not, the particular

interest of national groups of workers taken in isolation, but the common i v, .

est of the world vrdetariats the world proletarian revolution.

The first step on the road to its goal is the striving xor the class dictatorship

of the proletariat in the form of the destruction of the capitalist state power

•and -the .establishment of the
:

power of the 'proletarian state (council state,

(Rhtestaaten) . It rejects ‘all reformist methods of struggle and fights the re\o

Xutlomrypr61etarian class struggle for the creation of evolutionary -orkero

councils and revolutionary factory organisations (workers unions) with -nti-

parl iamentary and anti-trade union methods.

It combats particularly the existing international organizations of the prolet-

ariat (the London, Vienna and Hoscow Internationals) which, as accomplices 01

the bourgeoisie in their common struggle to rebuild world capitalism r
^

pelled to build a united front of the bourgeoisie and tne proletariat -g-^st

world proletarian revolution and so too represents the most dangerouo obst^cl

for the liberation of the proletariat.

f rom the ’ kommunistische Hrbeiter-Zeltung * (hssener aichtung)
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