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~ The publication of this pamphlet by tl
comes at a t me when increasing numbers of the
are asking: ‘What is wrong with the Soviet Unic
atten pt to hiiefly outline the social and political reasor
1p to the recent working class executions and imprisonn
the Soviet Union and.show how they are the inevitable
the theory of “socialism in one country alone.” e

This pamphlet should be read in conjunction with
ous literature of the Workers” Party which has been
internationally over the past decade. A close study of hi
ture will convince the studious worker and supporter f the
Jutionary movement that the present changes in Soviet P
internal and international—have b en anticipated by th
cates of the Fourth lnternational. 1he Fourth Internationali
(I rotskyists) were able to anticipate these events ‘because th
have maintained a eclear Marxist-Leninist method of anal i
the situation. 2

" Indeed, so peitinent has been our criticisms of
Marxist, national socialist policies of the Stalinist bu
that its supporters no jonger attempt any political
“couline then selves to stupid and lying statements L
frantic endeavour to save their own skins, and, incidentally,

_the working class.

Lack of material resources (finance) has at the last me
necessitated the ommission of an important chapter dealin
the politigal biography of Stalin. We believe, howev
matter we have been able to publish will help to $

ant workers on the cause and the meaning of the

" Wherever possible we have quoted from the writing
_ Trot: ky, belieying shat the chief accused shoul
n

Qur main regret js.that we have been

_from quoting him more often.
A
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THE TRIAL

No political trial of importance in modern times has besn
held in such furious haste as that of Zinoviev, Kamenev and their
associates. Between the date of the discovery of the alleged “plot”
and the execution of the sixteen accused there lay barely one
week. Such unparalleled haste alone is proof that Stalin-Yagoda
have much to fear and hide. ;

With what howling would the claquers of Stalinism have
greeted an attempt by Hitler to deal with, the Reichstag fire case
in four—or even ten, times the time allowed by the G.P.U.?

Moreover, on the occasion of the frame-up, Hitler had to re-
main content with killing his stool-pigeon—Van der Lubbe. His
political opponents Torgler, Dimitrov, Popov, and Tanev, were
acquitted and remained alive to exyose him. Stalin kills his Van
de Lubbe—David—and with him Lis own lifelong political co-
workers. None shall remain to expose Stalin.

More apt is a comparison with Hitler's bleod purge against
Strasser, Roehm, Ernst and Co. But in that instance the Nazi
fratricide did not hide behind a juridical farce.

Before Stalin

Let us contrast the methods used berore the rise of Stalin. In

1922, the trial of the leaders of the Social-Revolutionary party,
charged with terrorism and sabotage, took place in Moscow. It
was in open court and the accused were allowed to have for-
_.gamnmel. (Ironically enough one of the attorneys for the
accused was Vandervelde, the Socialist Minister for the Belgian
King during the war and today a leader of the Second Internation-

~ aland of the “People’s Front.”) Their guilt was established
in public trial beyond any doubt. They were convicted

: direct organisation of the assassination
~of Voladarsky, the attempts on  the lives of
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Lenin and other Soviet leaders, the dynamiting of bridges and
other acts of terrorism against the workers’ state. In 1922, when
the country was still suffering from the devastarion of civil war
and famine, when industrial production was at its luowest point,
the Soviel covernment, with the approval ol the Comintern, com-
muied the death sentences. Contrast the open action of the Soviet
government in the days of Lenin and Trotsky, with the secrecy,
the hi.steria, the suppression of all real information and the
hurried executions, ¢f Stalin. And remember that the Social Rev-
olutionaries were active opponents of the October revolution.

Regarding the Zinoviev trial; the fragmentary cable messag-
es do not permii of analysis. Apart from impressions of reporters
that; ‘the accused babble unnaturally as though too eagerto expose
their crimes, almost hypnotically affirm ng that they had no right
to deiend themselves,” little of definite nature emnerges. Tt
however, difficult to see how men in prison could organise =tal-
in’s assassination.

‘The means by which the “confessions” were wrung, whether
by torture, liv the use of hypnotic drugs, or the usudl police tricks,
can only be guessed at. Until further reports are to hand, the trial,
for us, as forthe London “Daily Telegraph” represent itive at
Moscow, mu -t “end in the same mist as it began.”

In the meantime we can examine something of the history of
the U S.<.R., the political struggles that have taken place between
the various factions, the degeneration of the regine, the previous
frame-ups that have been attempted by Stalin. From such an
examination we shall learn more than by even the fullest analysis
of the courl proceedings.

Who Are The Executed Men?

That charges of attempted assassination are made against
men who, all theirlives, have opposed such methods is tncredible
enough. It becomes utterly fantastic when charges ot being Nazi
agents are hurled at such names as Zinoviev, Kameney, Yevdoki-
mov, Miachkovski, Bakaiev, Smirnov and Taotsky. All of these,
the others are unknown to us, have years, even decades of revolu-
tionary activity behind them. Zinoviev joined the party in 1901,
was chairman of the Communist International all during Lenin's
lifetime and head of the Leningrad Soviet for years. Kamenev
joined the party in 1901, he was Lenin's literary executor, head of
the Moscow Soviet, chief of the Council of Labor and Defence,
Lenin's substitute as chairman of the Council of People's Commis-
sars, and chairman, in his absence, of the Political Bureau of the
party. Vevdokimov, a party member since 1903, was secretary of
the party in Leningrad, a member of the party secretariat, and
the organisational bureau. Bakaiev, an old Bolshevik, was until
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1927 a member of the Gentral Control Commission. Mrachovski has

¢ rty member for at least ten years. All these men togeth-

been a pa ] :
eﬁlithgl‘mtsky were charged in the Wrangel OfflCEI"affalr of
September 1927, Stalin’s first big attempt at framing his oppon-

ents. (This attempt is examined in another chapter.)

Regarding Smirnov; lack of initials in the cables makes' it
difficult to say whether this is V.M. Smirnov, whose ~death in
exile has been reported, but not confirmad, or A.P. Smirnov, for-
mer Commissar for Agriculture, or yet IN. Smirnov, former
Commissar for Postal and Telegraphic Communications. V.M.
Smirnov, one of the oldest Bolsheviks, greatly esteemed by Lenin,
was the leader of the Democratic Centralists. He has been in
Stalin’s prisons for many Yyears. A.P. Smirnov was a staunch

. supporter of Stalin against Trotsky. Of the Right V\{ing, he was
recently expelled. LN. Smirnov, a Left oppositionist, has been
in prison for years. It is most likely that the latter Smirnov is the
one executed.

Among those later implicated in the “plot,” are Rykov,Bukharin,
Sokolnikov, Radek, Uglanov, and Piatakov. The suicide ot
Tomsky indicates that these, too, will face a frame-up. Who are
they? Rykov is an old Bolshevik, serving long prison sentences
under the Czar; after Lenin’s death he was elected head of the
government. Bukharin an old Bolshevik, regarded as the best
theoretician among the younger men, replaced Zincviev as the
chairman cf the Communist International. Sokolnikov, an old
Bolshevik, who carried out the stabilisation of Soviet currency
and a former ambassador to England. Radek, a Russo-Polish
revolutionist who collaborated with Lenin at Zimmerwald; he was
a foundation member of the Executive Committee of the Commun-
ist International. Uglanov was a former secretary of the Moscow
party committee and distinguished himself in the fight against
“Trotskyiem” Later he was removed by Stalin as a “capitalist
restorationist.” Piatakov, a Bolshevik since 1910, was chairman
of the first Ukranian Soviet government. Lenin, in his “testament”
referred to him (and Bukharin) as “‘the most able forces” among
the younger Bolsheviks. Tomsky, an old Bolshevik, who served
long sentences under the Czar, was formerly chairnian of the
Central Committee of the Russian Trade Unions.

After Lenin’s death Stalin, Zinoviev, and Kamenev formed
the famous “troika” which as the “old guard of Bolshevism”
created the legend of “Trotskyism’. Under pressure from the
Leningrad proletariat, and because they later realised Stalin’s

rpose in fighting Trotsky, the latter two joined the opposition.
%lluy were immediately removed from all positions, later they
‘capitulated. Stalin replaced them with the Right wing members
Bukharin, Rykov and Tomsky to carry on the fightagainst Trotsky.
In 1930 these were removed as “capitalist restorationists”.

o " ~—a
This marked the beginning of the famous “thi e
when Stalin made his ultra-left zig-zag, which endegi};ﬁ!)??ziol‘ljis
return to Menshevism—to the “People’s Front.” Just imagine the
president of the Communist International, the head of the Soviet
government, the leader of the Russian Trade Unions, depicted by
Stalin as the banner-bearers of the capitalist restoration!

Of Lenin’s _political bureau, Zinoviev, Kamenev, Stalin
Tomsk.y and Rykov—only Stalin remains! All others are—“agent:.
of [ascism_and counter-revolution.” Lenin, as'{Krupskaya herself
expr_tssed it, was spared only by death from the repressions of
‘St:lln"a bureaucracy. Failing the cpportunity to put him in prison
the epigones shut him up in a mausoleum.

Lenin on “German Agents”

When Stalin charges such men with being German agents
it is necessary to recall what Lenin wrote whan T[rotsky was
gimilarly accused in 19I7: “Can one for a moment believe in the
veracity of the dispatch which the British government has receiv-
ed, and which purports that Trotsky, the former chairman of the
Fetersburg Soviet of Workers’ Deputies, in 1905, a revolutionist
who has unselfishly devoted himself for decades to the service of
ihe revolution—that this man is involved in a plan subsidised by
the German government? This is indeed a deliberate and unheard
of, and unconscionable vilification of a revolutionist.” (Pravda
No. 34, April 1917). ¢

These words were written before Trotsky had joined with
Lenin, prior to his election as chairman of the Bolshevik Soviet in
to17; prior to the October revolution, the civil war, the creation
of the Third International, and the founding of the Soviet state.
Nineteen yems after, Stalin, using the very same “deliberate,
unheard of, an unconscionable vilification” of revolutioniits,
accepts the advice tendered long ago by the self-same British
counter-revolutionists to “use the firing squad” against oppos-
itionists. (In 1927 Austin Chamberlain gave Stalin this advice.
He was then not sufficiently entrenched to accept it.)

Why does Stalin do such things?

The answer must be sought, firstly, in the internal tension
created, in the economic field, by bureaucratic distortions of the
industrial plan, in the political field, by Stalin’s savage war
against the workers’ vanguard—the Left Opposition. Secondly,
in the worsenad international position of ‘the U,S.S.R. brought
about by the European victories of Fascism. These are the result
of the narrow nationalistic policy of “gpcialism in one country.”

Confronted with the ruinous effects of his anti-Marxian

theories, Stalin seeks still to maintain and justify himself by furi-



o eft and the Right. Being committed to a
m'lg ‘:;h:g;l:::i?:;en the form [nothing else remaiqs], of the
.g:ﬁ:{“m “the highest form of democracy”_[Lemn_] with a

stem embodying “the best aspects of bourgeois parliaments”
[-‘Hﬁiatov] Stalin physically annlhhlalcs those who, even against
their own will, may become that “best aspect of bourgeois par-
liaments’—an opposition.

Stalin fears that, even under his Hitlerised parliamentary
constitution, proletarian unrest may take definite form. Tha mui-
der of his erstwhile comrades is his first precaution. :

Even the ghosts of Scheidemann and Ebert shudder, and
grow paler at such ferocious renegacy!

* * ]

THERMIDORIAN AMALGAMS

he Great French Revolution of the eighteenth century i_s
rich with instructive lessons for the working class today. In it
there were two periods of defeat: Thermidorian reaction and the
" Bonapartist dictatorship. On the ninth of Thermidor [July 27, 1794]
the revolutionary Jacobins—Robespierre, Saint-Just, Couthon,
Lebas—‘“the Bolsheviks of the French revolution,” were over-
thrown by a combination of the Right wing Jacobins, the vacilla-
tors, and the Royalist reaction. The guillotine which sent twenty-
. one Jacobin intransigeants to death the next day bit no longer
into the reaction. In its turn, the Thermidorian epoch was climaxed
a few years later with the ascension to power of Napoleon

Bonaparte.

The Thermidorian reaction was made possible by a degener-
ation and corruption of the revolutionary party—the Jacobin
clubs. It was facilitated by a yearning for “peace and tranquility”
by certain sedtions of the people and above all by the politicians’
wearying of the revolutionary struggle, and moving to the Right.
It gained momentum from the pressure of royalists and reaction-
aries who adapted themselves to the revolutionary customs and
speech of the times in order to save their own hides. The weak-
kneed and weak-minded among the revolutionists yielded to the
social pressure of the reactionary class.

The Thermidorian overthrow was not the open counter-
revolution. On the contraiy, it took place under the old banner
and with the old watchword scareely altered. The Left wing
Jacobins were denounced as “agents of Pitt” (just as opposition-
ists in Russia are denounced as "“agents of Hitler.”) They were
charged with being merely a “few isolatedindividuals,” “splitters”
who were undermining the united fatherland. The Right wing
Jacobins, who were unwittingly blazing the trail for the starkly
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counter-revolutionary Bonapartist dictatorship, calumniated the
men they executed, imprisoned and banished as “counter-revolu-
tionists”. When the revolutionary Hebertists were sent before the
tribunal, the reactionaries threw the communistic Momoro, the
idealistic “orator of mankind”, Anarcharsis Cloots, and Leclerc
into the same group with counter-revolutionary bankers and Ger-
man agents, When Danton, Desmoulins and Phelippeaux were
arrested, they were combined with forgers like Fabre and Delau-
nay, thieves like Lacroix; and men like Chabot who had taken
100,000 francs from the royalists. This reactionary abomination
came to be known as a Thermidorian amalgam. It was devised to
confuse and bewilder, to make it possible for a growing reaction
to dispose of revolutionists under the guise of combatting counter-
revolution.

At just such amalgams Stalin is an old hand! For years the
Opposition has been calumniated as the agents of White Guard
generals, of Chiang-Kai-shek, of Chamberlain, of Japanese
imperialism, of fascist counter-revolution, as suited the momentary
convenience of the amalgam. With the ever-existing “last dregs of
counter-revolutionary Zinovievists and Trotskyists” there have
always been arrested '“White Guards, kulaks, the old princes,
counts, gendarmes, etc.” The purpose is to confuse and bewilder,
to make it possible to dispose of revolutionists under the guise of
combatting connter-revolution. Let us pass on to an examination
of a few attempts.

In September 1927, on the eve of the Fifteenth Party Ceon-
gress, when the struggle of the Left Opposition with the Stalin
bureaucracy was at its height, it was suddenly announced in the
Russian press that the opposition had been caught “planning a
military overturn in the U S.S.R. after the manner of Pilsudski’s
overturn”, with an officer of the notorious White Guard general
Baron Wrangel. At that time the Opposition still had Trotsky,
Zinoviev, Yevdokimov, Bakaiev, Smilga and others cn the highest
party organs, the Central Committee and the Control Commission,
who forced an investigation of the charges. This enquiry resulted
in establishing the fact that the “Wrangel officer” was an agent of
the G.P.U. who had been detailed off to compromise the Opposi-~
tion. This G.P.U. agent had made contact with an eighteen year
old youth, unknown to anybody, but sympathetic to the Opposi-
tion, and offered to procure for him a typewriter and duplicating
machine with which to print the Platform of the Opposition,
which had been forbidden circulation by Stalin. The disclosures
made by the Opposition were so great that Stalin and Menjhinsky
(then head of the G.P.U.) were forced to acknowledge that the
“Wrangel officer” was their agent sent to compromise lrotsky
and his associates. The disclosures (made in the party organs)
were not allowed to appear in the press, the Opposition
was expelled and many were arrested and imprisoned,



vﬁiﬂ protesting. Zinoviev, Bakaiev and
ted. Mrachkovski, executed, was named by
jolved” in the plot. Smilga was imprisoned

before Trotsky's exile to Central Asia (January
‘nalist made an offer, through Radek, to trans-
, a letter to Trotsky's friends abroad.
1 adek his conviction that the journalist was
but having nothing to say to his friends abroad
openly, wrote a letter. Next morning
the letter as proof of Trotsky’s secret connections
‘countries.”
y 20, 1931, the pro-fascist paper “Kurjer Codzienny” of
1 ed a gross forgery under the signature of Trotsky.
fact that Trotsky’s writings are banned in the US.S.R,
 been shot for attempting to bring them in) the article
I was reprinted in Moscow “Pravda”—in facsimile.
blished that the document was manufactured by the
the assistance of Yaroslavsky, and printed in the
advertising rates) for the purpose of reproducing it in

The Kirov Affair

1, 1934, Kirov, Stalin’s lieutenant at Leningrad
ind d by one Nikolaiev. In the first reports issued
id to have cqnfessed that the act was one of per-
ated by Kirov's responsibility for his dismissal
Three weeks after, it was suddenly announced
confessed toa plot to assassinate Stalin,
ovitch and other Soviet leaders. According to the
Nikolaiev had been co-operating with a Latvian
on | hﬂ-f‘af .H_itler], who had financed the plot and
- from N__ﬂmlaiev’s terrorist group to Trotsky,
ng delivery. During the wave of denunciation
agent”, loosed in the Soviet press follow-
Kamaney, Zinoviev and other former mem-
rere arrested as [involved in the plot. It
y announced that sufficient evidence to
_been obtained, but their “administra-
d. The Thermidorian amalgam:
ists-Trotsky had fallen apart, as
the Nikolaiev group to Trotsky

Nicolaiev and his thirteen asso-
m_l;-'cr 28, after summary trial]
rotsky” is to be found. The matter

1t

was “dropped.”

Official announcements showed that up to that time there
had bezn executed [besides Nicolaiev and group] 121 people after
secret trial before the military tribunal.

At the end of December it was suddenly announced that
“fresh evidence” had been found to send Zinoviev, Kamenev,
and seventeen other party members for trial as being involved in
the assassination of Kirov. At the trial no such evidence was
forthcoming the sole charges being made were that the accused
had by their criticism of the official line created the “atmesphere”
in which the assassin acted. On the contrary the accused stren-
uously denied complicity in any plot. On the strength of their
confessions” (capitulations to Stalin, made many times previous-
ly) these were sentenced to terms of from two to ten years im-
prisonment. Seventy eight other oppositionists were simultaneous-
1y exiled for terms of from two to five years.

Now let us return to the “amalgam’. On December 7 “Isvestia”
replying to an article in the Finnish “Huvudstad Bladet” expressly
repudiated the idea that the assassination was the act of opponents
inside the party. Its repudiation wasa little premature, as the
Finnish article suggested to the fertile mind of the “genial leader”
that the opportunity of a frame-up was too good to miss. The
charges against Trotsky, etc, followed, but the task was too great
for the G.P.U,, Stalin had, on that occasion, to be content with
the imprisoning and exiling of critical party members.

One other aspect of the matter is worthy of note. Among the
121 exeeuted after secret trial were several members of the Lenin-
grad G.P.U. Why? Were the G.P.U. actually involved in promot-
ing the Nikolaiev-Consul-Trotsky amalgam, carefully following
the Wrangel officer formula? Did they hatch the assassination
plot and then—growing careless—allow it to mature to reality ?
The answer may never be known. Stalin’s firing squads have
destroyed the evidence. But knowing the methods of the ‘‘best
disciple”, it is, however, a justifiable inference.

“Death Plot” Against Stalin

On November 6 1935, Fred Zeller, secretary of the Socialist
Youth Alliance of the Seine District, a well-known sympathiser of
Trotsky’s, sent a postcard to an old army comrade Robeit Fol,
secretary of the 18th Section of the Young Communist League of
France in which he ended his remarks with “Down with (a mort)
Stalin”.

On December 12, 1935, “Arbeideren” organ of the Nor;re;ipr_u
Communist Party came out unier sensational headings VDnlh
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by Trotsky against bureaucracy. This difference manifested itself
in, and in opposite views on the development of Soviet economy;
Trotsky urging speedy industrialisation, Staliu standing for baild-
ing “ata snail’'s pace” [Years later the Stalinist bureaucracy
carried out the opposition’s industrial plan in a distorted form].

In th- Comintern, the struggle waged around the German
situation of 1923; T1otsky was for revolution, Stalin for “curbing
the Germans'. On the Chinese revolution, Stalin stood for the -
hegemony of Chiang Kai-shek (the Kuomintang); Trotsky for
independent workers’ and peasants’ organisations. In the British
General strike of 1926 Stalin insisted on maintaining relations
with the English trade union bureaucracy (the Anglo-Russian
Committee); Trotsky for breaking with the betrayers.

The bureaucracy triumphed. By 1928 Stalin was sufficiently
strong to exile Trotsky and the other opposition leader s, Itis this
triumph of the bureaucracy which interests us here.

Already by 1927 the reaction had so strongly entrenched
itself that the Opposition wrote: ““The principal causes of the
constantly growing crisis in the party is the alarming way in
which bureaucracy has been growing since Lenin’s death, and is
still growing. The Central Committee possesses not only ideo-
logical means of influencing the party but also governmental and
economic means. Comrades who are dissatisfied or in dissent are
afraid to raise their voices in the party meetings. The masses enly
hear the speeches of the party officials, all of them irom one and
the same mould. Mutual solidarity and confidence are being
weakened, All resolutions are being adepted with unfailing
‘unanimity’........ The bureaucratism comes from the fact that the
advance guard of the working-class is not prepared to recognise
the policy of the government as its own. It is clear that in its
composition and its style of living, the personnel of the adminis-
tration is largely bourgeois aud is turning away from the interests
of the proletariat and the poor of the villages in order to serve the
trader, the kulak, the new bourgeoisie, the intellectual in a good
position...... The party bureaucrat is living on a dangerous illusion.
He says: ‘Our State is a workers’ State: why then are people
demanding “increased influence over this State for the workers ¢’
These people forget what Lenin wrote—that ‘our administration
has only been painted over a little; except for that it has remained
a typical administration of the old sort.”"”

In 1928 Rakovsky, already in exile, wrote: “The Opposition
will always retain as one of its merits towards the party the fact
that at the proper time it scunded the alarm about the frightful
decline in the spirit of activity of the working masses and about
its ever-growing indifference towards the destiny of the dictator-
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Fow came the fReaction ?

i

; The defeats of the world revolution, particularly during the
last f_ew Years, when th= leadership was already in the hands of
the Comintern.... .. could not fail to introduce a nev note into the
attitude of H}e working class toward the world revolution: creat
r_eservat'lops in hopes; scepiticism among the tired elem iits: H:wn-
right suspicion and even surly exasperarion among the irn’:nmure
These new thouglts and new evaluations sought tor their expre:-.

sion. Had thay found it in the party, the most advanced layers

might peithaps Lave adopted a different aititude towards the
international revelution, and above all towards that in their own
country; it might have been less naive and exalted and more
critical rbut, in return, more balanced and stable. However, the
new thoughts, judgements, aspirations, and anxieties were dr'i\rcn
inwards. For five years the proletariat lived under the old and well
known slogan: ‘No thinking! Those at the top have more brains
than you.” At first this engendered indignation, then passivity
and finally a circumscribed existence, compelling men to withdrﬁ;
into a political shell. From all sides the worker was told, until he
ended by saying himself, ‘You, there! This is not the year 1918.”
The classes and groups hostile or semi-hostile to the proletariat
take into account the diminution in the latier's specific weight
which is felt notonly through the state apparatus or the trads

unions but also through tne day-to-day economic life, and the’

daily existence. Hence flows an influx of szlf-confidence that has
manifested itself among the politically active layers of the petty-
bourgeoisie and the growing middle bourgeoisic. The latter has
re-established its friendship, and reconstituted its intimate and
family bonds with the entire ‘apparatus’, and it holds the firm
opinion that its day is coming."” :

L. TROTSKY [“What Now"] 1918,

* * *

IN THE WORKERS' “FATHERLAND”!

There are more Left wing Marxists in prison and in Siberia
today, under the regime of Stalin Yagoda, than there were Bolshe-
viks under the Czarist regime. Astounding as that may sound, the
records ot the Bolshevik-Leninists (the so-called “Irotskyists’’)

show it to be a fact. Not only are Russian Oppositionists jailed

but many hundreds of foreiun born workers. During 1915 one of
these latter, Dr. Anton Ciliga, succeeded in escaping and has

revealed the shocking conditions prevailing among the imprisoned

oppositionists. The following extracts from the documents will
tell sufficient of the story toillustrate our point — that Stalin has

been carrying on a campaign of terrorism against the Left wing

for many years,




ists, comrades Ciliga, Dedich, and
“which they considerad, like so
- proletarian revolutionists abroad, to be
d. These three comrades were active
ugoslav C.P. Dedich had been secretary of
of the party in a large workers’ community,
er of the C.C. of the party, and Ciliga a
tical Bureau. All were hated with good cause
government, all three could expect the most
from the Yugoslav bourgzoisie.

e comrades found cruel exploitation of the proletariat
SR, and became convinced of the betrayal of the
group, of its betrayal of the prcletarian revolution, and
position, soon to sharethe fate of the Russian com-
‘carry on an unceasing stiuggle for the proletarian
,and who, in the US.S.R.asin other countries, are
by prison, by cencentration camps, by moral and physi-
by exile to the remotest corneis of Hastern Siberia, to
nce of Narym, o thefavorite places where Czarist Russia
 send its prisoners. The three were sentenced in 1930 to
confinement at Verkhni-Uralsk, and cut off not only from

an movement of their own countiy, but also from their
d friends. What the Yugoslav authorities failed to do,
ished by the government of Stalin and Molotay,"”
f protest to Akulov, Attorney General, from Bolshevik
s at Yenniseisk, Jan. 1934.]

i :
ﬁ‘muh‘}maeﬂ says:  When in 1935 we ended the second term
exile, the G.P.U, this time extended our exile for three years
lor new indictment. Thus a foreign-born worker
t worker who comes to Russia no longer has the right to
he is changed into a species of eternal prisoner if he is

with the condition of the proletariat and the general
in Russia. I personally was finally able to escape from

two and a half years of desperate struggle in which I

I @ntin&ioutiy between life and death. 1 succeeded
foreign passport, because I had a family abroad
do something, and because [ squarely posed the
or death. Bnt_my comiades [Draguich and Dedich]
ﬁtﬂa and in dungeons — enly active assistance

: t._qui by the democratic movement can
penitentiary of Yaroslavl are three members
the C.P. of Hungary........Hundreds of

in the Russian provinces and
ers, without the possibility of
of their oppositien to their
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Speaking of their treatment Dr, Ciliga continues: “In the e
summer of 1931, my comrades and I participated in the hunger .
strike which lasted eighteen days and in which over 150 prisoners
participated in the penitentiary of Verkhni-Uralsk. The hunger

strike was provoked by rifle fire from the guards directed at the

prisoners, one of whom, Gabo Essayan, standing at the window,

was wounded. ;The strike also had as an objective the improve-

ment of our famine rations. The atmosphere of terror and the

famine rations dreve two prisoners (Vera Bergner and Victor

Krayny) insane.” g

Do not the stories about “medel prisons’ seund ironical?

But let Ciliga continue: “During the 1930 conflict, in one of
the harshest winters, in February. the prison administration — the
self-same G.P.U—sprayed the protesting prisoners with ice
water, broke the windows, and shut off the heat. In 1929, the
G.P.U. went even further;— after they were doused with water, the
prisoners were bound hand and foot, and soaking wet, hog-tied,
without food, were left lying on cement floors for three days and
three nights — in solitary confinement. Such is the juridical label
for these abominations.”

“As1 found out later, the treatment accorded us was quite
“respectable”. After all, I was a European, a man, aB_Hitler would
say, belonging to the white race. Butso far as Chinese and all
other “Asiatics” are concerned, the present Soviet rulers deal with
them much more unceremoniously: they are generally not recog-
nised as political prisoners. 1hus, for instance, the students, the
communist Oppesitienists of the former Sun Yat Sen University
in Moscow were either shipped to the worst exile areas and inte
concentration camps whereonly criminals were sent, or they were
simply handed ,over for extermination to Chiang Kai-shek (they
were placed on board a ship which goes from Vladivostock to
Shanghai).”

On the position of German and Polish refugee communists
Ciliga says: “In the eyes of the present Stalinist leadership, which
is conducting a nationalist policy, every Pole and German must be
held suspect, if not directly eonsidered a spy. I am personally in-
clined to considerthis psychology as the l_mdcrlymlg reason for
the meonstrous crime of the recent shooting of f_1f‘ty important
Polish communists without trial, upen the unverified and a'!l—
embracing charge of Pilsudskyism, espionage and provocation.

The disclosures made by the Bolshevik-Leninist, A.Tarov,
who succeeded in escaping last year, l‘{ear out“m t_ha tull thgu’a
statements. Let us quote brietly from Farov: “Prior to this first
general hunger strike, as far back as 1930, the prison gd_mlmsn_-a- oy
tion used to issue orders to spray the Bglnhewkvl..emmlts with i
ice water ( this, in winter, in Siberial) While our comrades tried to

B
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plug up the vents in order (o keep the water from their cells, the
G.P.1. agents aimed the hose directly into their eyes; as a result
comrade Pogasyan lost his eyesight,” E

We purposely refrain from quoting at greater length from the
expocures made by escapees. Sufficient has been reproduced to
open the evesof class-conscious workers to the true state ot affairg
in the U.~.S.R. Toenlarge on the matter at this stage would only
tend to cause a revulsion of feeling among those friendly to the
Soviet Union. At a later stage the attitude of the Workers’ Part
is made clear. i Y

. * »

WHO ARE THE BUREAUCRATS?

: “ After tl!e Kirov affair, the Soviet ambassador to London
Maisky, explllped_lo a delegation of British trade unionists ho“;
necessary and justifiable was thetrial of the ‘counter-revoutionary’
Zt!mwevu:s. Lhis striking episode—one from among a thousand
—|mmed!a‘.tcly'brings us to the heart of the question. We k_now
!ho the Zlnm{:evi.sts are. Whatever their mistakes and vacilla-
tions, one thing is _cerlain: they are representatives of the ‘pro-
fessional revolutionist’ type. The questions of the world errk‘erS‘
movement— these have entered into their blood. Who is Maisky?

.A Right v;']mg Menshevik who broke with his own party in xq}8l

-S:::::;;;:at }\:i::ig:::r'?n?idt:.reml' aralth1nl15€Jf of the opportgnity tc;
) rans-Ura hite Government, und

:‘.:iﬁt;te;::::.ni(?;'K'rl;l;:l:ial:.e()l_.ly ?Her Kolchak was annihilated d?rg

i C 1 € ripe for turning his face tewards

f:?::.t:i,,‘ r;:f;}",rl\::tl::y‘, lrnlthefran!\' of ambassador, accuaesd'Ztitrl:
i yists' of striving to provoke military ir *
:.I:ii,-lhl;\d]‘”' t.;‘rder to 1estoie capitalism—the very same :‘aﬁitah!:rral
alsky bad defended against us by means of civil war.

e
The present amhassad
Faipd assador to the Unfted States, A. T r
:::.p:t‘::nel; the Bolsheviks in his youth; shortly ai ter u-'arrrloilni?r';
g Oci’:;b urll{ng the war he was a patriot; in lyl7, a Menshevik
b Cer t_?vnlutlpn found him a member of the Mcnshevik:
"Cenm ']'n?;rr::tl)“c:' n add:jtmn to which, during the next few
¥ 4 C vsky carried on an illegal struggle i
dictatorship of the proletariat; he entered the'uStal?ngias!fns;:a:thye

‘more correctly, i i f
was crushed. ¥, the diplomatic service, after the Left Opposition

“The ambassador 1 i
1 0 Paris, Potemkin, was i i
:;ohun:; g‘hlslzlor d'li:rm‘ the period of the Octob:r rfﬂfl‘ﬁfﬁ.’f
o vt K-hinch' k“l 8 after the victory. The former ambuudor,
ave of t'he Octcbir'ovl:::::gp?:neii:e as a Menshevik, during the
o : g2 ceunter-revolutio -
Committee for the Salvation of the Fatherland, to::tr}fer h':?l.h

e 3
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Grinko, a Right wing Social Revolutivnist, the present People's
Commissar of Finance. Suritz, who replaced Khinchuk in Berlin,
was the political secretary of the Menshevik Cheidze, the first
chairman of the Soviets; he juined the Bolsheviks after the victory.
Almost all other diplomats aie of the same type.” L. IROTSKY.

One sample will show the type of “spetzes” who hold power
in Soviet industry under Stalin. The chief of the gold mining in-
dustry, the engineer Serebrovsky is always ret.rred to by hik
feilow bureaucrats as “an Old Guard Bolshevik” with membership
extending back to 1905. That is what his party card actually
shows. The facts? He participated in the 1905 revolution as a
young student and Menshevik in order then to go overto the
camp of the bourgeoisie for many years. The February revolution
found him government director of two munition plants, a member
of the Board of Trade, and an active oppenent of the metal work-
ers’ union. In May 1017 Serebrovsky declared that Lenin was &
“German spy”! Today, Serebrovsky is a member of the Central
Committee of the G.P.S.U.!

Anotlier average speciman, this time from the party appara-
tus, Zaslavsky, who today howls “fascist Trotskyist dogs” in
Moscow “‘Pravda.” Originally a Right wing Bundist (Jewish
Menshevik), later a bourgeois journalist who carriedona cam-
paign in 1917 against 1 enin and Trotsky as agents of Germany. In
Lenin’s articles of 1917 thereis te be found, asa refrain, the
phrase, “7aslavsky and other seoundrels like Rim.” During the
civil war period he was hiding in Kiev, 4 journalist for White
Guara publications.

In the service of Stalin are to be found such valiant revelu-
or as a Bundist (semi-nationalist Jewish
opponent of the October revolution, becom-
tng a cabinet minister of Petliura (the White Guard Ukranian
butcher, of Jews particularly). Later he joined Stalin in the "'anti-
Trotsky” campaign. Such tools as Cachin, the leader of the If‘rgnch
social-patriots during the war; who negotiated with Mussollm‘ an
behalf of the French bankers. Such tools are to be found Stal-
in's service by the score. [oday, Cachin is the Ieader“ qi the
Stalinists in the French senate in US.A. wefind the Trotsky
glavers” headed by olgin, who during the war dese_ned to the
gacial-patriots. The war has lost for the socialist world its threat-
ening appearance [tis not a war for enslgvmg but a war for
freedom,” he then wrote. Just recently Ulg!l'l'l produced an “expos-
ure” of the “conunter-rev Jutionary T rotsky.
| Martinoy, the Menshevik theoretician
Frotsky delivered their most .frl:-
guent blows in the pre-Octoher neriod, Martinov i)t‘Cﬁlllﬂ Fnta;l;u s
leading theoretician; it was he who ]lIVt'IHf‘Ll‘ tlhc. bloe ll) four
classes” which led to the betrayal nr_ |l:e Lllll.'n‘cae_revo lé!l[)l'l.
When he died reeently, the “Workers' Weekly” in big headings

tionaries as Rales,
gocialist) was a strong

To these can be addec
against whom both Lenin and
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mourned the “Death of a Veteran Revolutionist.”” Space forbids
~ the tieatment Of such as Semeral, Pepper, Voitinsky, Borodin,
Kuusinen, etc., €te,, etc.

But one precious pearl from the necklace of Stalin must be
further examined. In this gem of gems, Australian labor is partic-
ularly interested. I his is HERBERT MOORE [pseudonym of
H.M Wicks while in Australia as Stalin’s Comintern agent to
“hol-hevise” the Communist Party of Australia during period
1929-31.] Who is Wicks-Moore? Originally a prominent leader of
the left wing of the socialist Party of America and later of the
Communist Party, he, during the Palmer Red Hunts in 1920, be-
came chief “red baiter” for the American Legion. From the Garry
“Indiana Post” of Thursday, March 25, 1920 we quote:

“Hg M. Wicks of Chicago: a reformed Socialist, spoke on
" the revolutionary tendencies of the times to some forty Gary
business men last evening. Mr. Wicks established a socialist lo-
eal in Gary several years ago; he said he helped select Oscar
Anderson as ihe leader of the Gary sirike: therefore he did net
_ appear to be an entire stranger. He charged that the steel strike
was wholly the work of the Syndicalist movement. Violent mi-
norities in the steel unions forced the strike against the wishes of
the majority, he said. The majorities did not want sirike but
were howled down by the leather lunged minorities whose only
arguement was that the opponents of the strike were agents of
Judge Gary.

“Mr. Wicks has been a socialist in good standing until last
fall when he openly broke with the Socialist Party. Previous to
that time he had served as a member of the National Executive
Committee of the Party. Hewas familiar with the work and atti-
tude of the socialists, .W,W. Communists and all revolutionaries.
With very few exceptions, he said, the radicals were not Ameri-
cange. Most of the socialists are people of foreign birth and citi-
zenship and many do not even speak English.

¢ “Bill Haywoor and his satellites should not be tolerated in
this country, Mr. Wicks said. He had been advising American
Legion members not to permit these vermin to talk to them, but
to kiock them down. 1hat, he said, is the only language they
understand. He charged that the Socialist Party was thoroughly
m’o—ﬂGclrman during the war and is today controlled by pro-Ger-
man Victor Berger. Berger, he said, richly deserved the twenty
years sentence meted out some time ago and.he hoped the Mil-
waukee man would be forced to serve his time. He said if there
was a traitor to his country, Berger was it.

“Mr. Wicke has no respect for socialists or radicals of an

3 - - . y
sort. Having associated intimately for years he claims to know
them exactly as they are and he says that they are all selfish

A
opportunists whe are simply after something for themselves. He
commended the deportation proccedings that have rid the couniry

& of many agitators and urged that other foreign troublemakers be
given the same treatment. He urged an Americanisation program

for the foreign-speaking workers and said the American Legion

" s the one organisation in the country doing good Americanisa-

tion work.

“Mr. Wicks_ is preparing to tour the country on the Chautau-
qua platform this summer in order to let the American people
understand the true situation. He has given several years study te

'“gociology and is preparing to write two boeks on the problems of
the hour.” :

In 921, Wicks-Moore applied for membership in the Com-
munist Party of America, The “‘Official Bulletin of C.P; of Amer-

jea!! No.2 (1921) says: “The ecommendation of an investigation

committee that Harry Wicks shall not be admitted to the party
was approved. The information proves him to be absolutely unde-
sirable within the party ranks.” Some years later he was admitted
to the Communist Party, and before his departure from America
in 1929 was chief “Trotsky slayer” in US.A, From the latter end
1929 to about August 1931 was “Comintern agent”f in _Au_str'll_ia.
Early in 1932 reappeared in U.S.A. and began an ‘anti-Trotsky”
campaign for C.P.there. 2.2

Such is the Tutor, the Inspirer, the Elector of the present
leaders of the Communist Party of Australia, Such is _the man
who appointed them. And they CANNOT BE _REM(_)VED,_excth
by like methods. The membership had no say in their election;; it
can have no say in their removal. These are til'.le members who
cloak their plots with the slogan ‘“rank and file cg)ntrol"; who
hurl “bureaucrat” or “counter-revolutionist” at their opponents.
These are the ones who scream loudest about ‘fascist methg‘ds."
These are the ones who tremble with ardour to defend the last
remnents of bourgeois democracy.” Australian labar will do well
to guard against these new found_friends of freedom. Let the fate
of the Seamen's Union be 2 warning!

* * *

HEIL! STALIN

Sinee the decline of the Byzantine Empire t_he world has not
witnessed such sickening syconhancy as .is nhligatory on every
perscn taking part in any public activity in the USSR . Were
there no other facts, this alone wounld condemn the existing regime
in the eyes of any worker whao is at all fannha: with the teaditian-
al attitude of Marxism towards “great men. Here are.a few
choice examples of this organised crawling.
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iicgnturies shall elapse and the communist generations of
the future will deem us the happiest of all mortals that have in-
habited this planet throughout the ages, because it is we who have
seen Stalin the leader genius, Stalin the sage, the smiling, the
kindly, the supremely simple.....When I met Stalin, even ata
distance, I throbbed with his forcefulness, his magnetism and
his greatness. | wanted to sing, to shriek, te howl from happiness
and exhaltation....Our love, our devotion, our strength, our heart
our heroism, our life—all these are thine, great Stalin! Here take
them, all this is thine, chief of the great fatherland. Dispose of
thy sons, capable of hereic [eats in the air, under the earth,
on the waters, and in the strathosphere...Men of all time and of
all nations shall call by thy name all thatis beautiful, strong,
wise and pretty. Thy name is and shall remain on every factory
every machine, every bit of land, and in the hearts of every
man....When my beloved will bear me a child, the first word I
will teach him will be—STALIN.” (Speech of the writer, A.
Avdeyenko, “Pravda” February 11932) :

.

Of this speech, Molotov, chairman of the People’s Council
of Commissars, said: “I refer to the speech of writer Avdeyenko
'ho....brllll_anlly underscored the great significance of owur strug-
gle for Socialism, as well as the devotion to Soviet power, and the
one h!' our party and for comrade Stalin which permeates the
toilers in their millioned masses.”” (Pravda, February 1, 1935).

In the field of belles lettres, Stalin has assumed a position of
the very h‘:.gh_ent renown. A contributor to “The Literary Gazeite”
tells that “It is the role of linguistics to study the style of Stalin.”
Th‘e \f!‘l,'ilflel' Demian Biedny declares: “Learn to write like Stalin
writes” A writer in “At the Literary Post” casually informs the
reader that Stalin “has always been distinguished by his pro-
fouud c‘?myrehe.nsinn of literature.” A manifesto of the associat-
lenn]:Jf pro]elai:mfn"hwriters}:ays without a smile: “Each section

ach paragraph of the spee i :
-y artintig wgrkl.” speech of Stalin is the most fertile theme

No less a genius does the Leader display in the field il
_O""th- Anﬁmh]ushing profescor tells Ihe!J (}:)mmuniste A(zig:,r:y
in Moscow: ‘1 he position of the thesis on Kantism cannot be
completely uude.rstood in contemporary science except in the light
of comrade Stalin's last letter.” (Ihe reference isto Stalin’s putrid
attack on the memory of Rosa Luxemburg; the connection it has
i ym.il\ the Kantian thesis is, of course, perfectly obvious'. A writer

L" Revolution and Culh:tlrc" gets down the fact, that Stalin is to
H.ecmll"m(cd 1mon,g the “profound comnoisseurs and critics of
Sti!llc as Stalin’s collected works on philosophy amply reveal).
o another lovgr of bureaucratic posteriors adds that Stalin

h"lm"‘ among “the most competent authorities on contemporary
philosophical problems.” A fourth stipendiary notes in passing
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in “The Cl{ltural Front” that “Essentially, certain prognostica-
tions of Aristotle have been incarnated and deciphered in all their
amphtude only by Stalin.'’

The late Kirov described Stalin at the 17th Congress as not
more and not less than ‘‘the greatest leader of all times and of all
peoples.” The editor of “Isvestia,” at another congress, relieved
himself of this: “On the threshold of the new era stand two peer-
less titans of thought, Lenin and Stalin ..C'an anything be written
nowadays on anything at all without knowing Stalin? Absolut ly
not! Nothing can be understood without Stalin, nor anything
interesting written.”

Among the titles which this shy Georgian flower graciously
permits himself to be called are: The colossus of steel, the great
pilot [or the greatest engineer, architect, master, theoretician,
collective farmer, etc.], the great disciple of the masters, the
field marshall of the revolutionary army, the chief of the world
proletariat, the heroic organiser of the Red Army, the inspirer of
the October Revolution, the best Leninist, the best among the
best, the gifted leader, the beloved leader, the most dearly belov-
ed leader; and more of the same if space and nausea would

permit.

It is sufficient to add that renamed or newly-named cities of
the U.S.S.R. include Stalinsk, Stalingrad, Stalino, Stalinabad,
Stalinissi, Stalin-Aoul, Stalinir and Stalmqgorsk.l

e itself, the bureaucracy puts
Stalin. To preserve him, the
well-organised, and thor-

Why this fawning? To preserv
allits hopes in the Supreme Arbiter,
bureaucracy carries on a systematic,
oughly hair}—raising campaign of paneg) rics to The _Leader. Stead-
ily dinned into the minds of the masses is the notion that they
must believe what they are told, not what they see. If the masse:
can be made to believe that the Leader is as wise, as mf?lhbla
and as good, as Omniscient and (_)mmlpre.sent agGod himself,
then the decrees which he issues, primarily in the [interest of the
bureaucracy, will find more favor'and less 0p|_)0:1t10n._

But people with such a capacity for fawning, obviously can-

not he revolutionists.

- * *

RECENT TRENDS

grounds for doubt in
hisers in the main
nto acquiesence by
Stalin's agencies
tc. Even the brief

Even Liberal sympathisers have found
recent trends in the U.5.8.E. Worker-sympatl
have been confused, but have been bluffed 1
the heavily sustained barrage of hally!mo of
abroad—the Communist Parties, F.5.Us, ¢
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review we can on this occasion afford, will show how justified s
the posing of the matter “The Sovictat a Climax” [Manchester
Guardian July 24, 1936] by that new found “friend of the Soviet
Union” Sir Bernard Pares,

In the academic field Stalin is liquidating one by one the

.. conquests of the October revolution and approaches the model of

the Czarist schools right to the intreduction of uniforms for schol-
ars, an institution unknown even in the schoois of the capitalist
nations. [Decrees of April 23, 1034; April 7, and September 4, 1935]
Moreover, b: the decree of December 29, 1935, children of former
noblemen, capitalists and kulaks will be accepted into the highest
institutions of learning on the sanie plane with the children of
workers and peasants. By comparing the decrees of Stalin with
those of 1918 we see that all that the victorious revolution had
annulled of the cursed heritage of the past, is now re-established.

Autonomy and independence in 1918—strict discipline and
“politeness” towards adults in 1936.

__ Abolition of the uniform in 1918—re establishment of the
uniform in 1936.

Abolition of marks and examinations in 1918—re-establish-

~ ment of marks and examinations in 1936,

_ Abolition of surveillance in 1918 re-establishment of sur-
veillance in 1936. .

_Of the “Charter of the United School of Labor” nothing
remains.

Stabilised Currency

The decrees of February 20, 1936, establishing the curren
supplements that of November 20, 1934, abnlwshﬁ‘g the ratii)}:':
qardl,_ by strengthening the luxuriant growth of bourgeois rela-
tions in 5]1_e sphere of the distribution of articles of consumption.
‘!he position of the highly paid “spetzes,” bureaucrats, the new

labor aristocracy”—the Stakhonovists—is greatly stremgthened;

position of the Soviet “basic wage” w is i :
weakened, B orkers is immeasureably

Property Rights

Decree of February 17, 1935 revising the sta i
farms with a wide extension of rights ofg progertt;f“f"%fr Ctohln]:ecfli];:
time since the decree of 1916 which nationalised the land, deeds
assuring the perpetual ownership of land are to be issued'to col-
lective farms. The intention is “to give collective farmers a feeling
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that they are property owners and to stimulate a sense of loyalty
towards the farms and farm property” (“Manchester Guardian”
July 26, 1935)

Position of Women

On June 27, 1936 a decree was promulgated which prohibited
abortion except in cases where pregnancy would have bad physi-
cal effects on the woman; it also encouraged larger families, fixed
higher alimony, etc. For four weeks prior to its final promulgation
a mock discussion was permitted in the press. Even the bureau-
crat’s. “mouthpiece” Louis Fischer bemoaned it as "a blot on
Moscow’s inspiring record for advanced social legislation....The
public criticism....was a unique affair...The debate, one had to
believe, must result in radical modification of the draft.... Sudden-
1y, however, Moscow dashed these hopes. Without warning, after
four weeks of free discussion in which wise, invaluable amend-
ments were offered on all sides, the Soviet Government simply

epublished the draft with minor changes....'Pravda’ must have
ad its tongue in its cheek when it affirmed that ‘the Soviet Gov-
ernment listened attentively to the views and proposals of the
toilers.’” That is just what the government did not do. It behaved
as though no discussion had ever taken place.” (“Nation,” July 18
1936).

The petty bourgeois Fischer sees the main objection to the
law in the shortage of housing, feeding bottles, rubber sheets
ete. He understands nothing of the Marxist attitude on the status
of woman, he would not be chosen by the Stalinists as their pub-
licity agent if he did.

Stakhanovism

Stakhanovism, Stalin’s ninety-ninth nostrum “for the trans-
jtion ftom socialism (?) to communisn [!1]” has as its ,1|mpetu the
Stakl anovists’ “mere desire to increase their wages” [Molotov,
Prayda, November, 10, 1935], the decree introducing piecework
[March 17, 1934] and abolishing food cards [November, 29, 1934],
laid the [ undations for its development. In brief, Stakhanovism,
is an attempt to raise the low productivity per machine exmtmdg in
thc U.5.5.R. [despite the introduciion of the mosth modern
tectinology]. Stripped of the bureaucrat's ballyhoo, Stak émo_vl_sm
is to a certain extent progressive in that it raises the productivity
of labor. 1t is not progressive in that it prepares t_hellcond';n::'ps
for the transition from socialism to communism [Sta in], bu 11}
the sense that without the framework 'ol’ .the existing t;ansn_u?_ua
and contradictory Soviet economy, with its ell{:m‘elr;:a 0 .st;:gl&:tsl:\;
and capitalism, it prepares by means of capita me
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elementary pre-conditions for a socialist society. In the pre-
Stalinist epoch, money and piecework wages were never consid-
ered as categories of communism, or even of secialism. Piecework
wages were defined by Marx “as the form of wages most suited
to the capitalist mode of production.” And only a bureaucrat who
has lost the last shred of Marxist honesty can present this forced
retreat from the allegedly already realised “socialism” back to
money and piecework wages (and consequently, to accentuating
inequality, to the over-exertion of laber power and to the length-
ening of the working day) as “preparing the transition to com-
munism.”

Deep differentiation in the Soviet working class is the result.
Stakhanovists earn from four to twenty times the amount received
by the poorly paid layers. The bonapartist bureaucracy, by its
encouragement of Stakhanovism, seeks to widen its base by
creating a labor aristocracy. And the workers? Stakhanovism has
been received with hostility by the working mass. This hostility
expresses itself in various forms—from joking to assassimation
The attitude of the bureatcrats to this hostility? Stalin’s lieuten-
ant at Leningrad, Zhadanov, answers: “In certain enterprises the
movement has met with certain  resistance .., The party (the
bureaucrats - Ed.) will stop at nothing [our emphazis] to
sweep out of the road of the victory of the Stakhanovist move-
ment all those who resist it.” [Pravda, Nov. 18, 1935] Do these
threats have an effect on the workers? The Soviet press abounds
with reports that the workers are not inclined to yield without
further fight wherever their vital interests are involved. -

The re-introduction of Czarist principles in the schools; the
reactionary altitude towards women as “breeding caltle"" the
forced speed-up of workers in industry—add to these the ;ntrv
into the League of Nations, and the reliance on diplomatic pacts
instead of the international workers; the introduction of ranks
into t'he Red Aimy [Marshals, Generals, etc.] the “de-politicalis-
ation” of the Young Communist League [youth’s desire for pro-
gress must be suppressed]; the “liquidation” of the society of
Old Bolsheviks [heroes of i19i7]—and the shift to the Right be-
comes unmistakeable.

The internal tension created by these retreats i
ground against w}mich Stalin’s blood-purge must b‘e ftutdhiidb%fcll::
epigones of Marxism and the alien-class bureaucracy they lead
see in the proletarian vanguard “the counter-revolution.” Is it lo'
be wondered at that the White Guards believe: “The ‘convales-
cence of Russia, the first symptons of which we pointed out man
years ago, is proceeding apace with every new day. In this cc:mj‘f
valescence is the pledge of our victory.”—Bodrost, No. 37, Orga
of the Young Russians [Fascist-Monarchist.] g W s

LH
WHAT NOW?

Ll e nl :

'lherj: is no doubt that the US.S.R.today bears very little
resemblance to that type of the Soviet republic which Lenin de-
picted in 1917 (no permanent bureaucracy or permanent army;
the right of recalling all elected officials at any time and 1hé
active control over them by the masses “regardless who the indi-
vidual may be" etc.!. Tne domination of the bureaucracy over the
country, as well as Stalin’s domination over the bureaucracy
have wellnigh attained their absolute consummation. But what
conclusions would tollow from this? There are some who say that
since the actual state which has emerged from the proletarian
revolution (oes not correspond to ideal a priori norms, therefore
thiey turn their backs on it. That is political snobbery, common to
pacifist-democ atic, libertarian, anarcho-syndicalists, and gener-
ally ultra left circies of petty bourgeois intelligentsia. There are
others who say that since this state has emerged from the prole-
tari n revolution therefore every criticism of it is sacrilige and
counter revolution. That is the voice of hypocricy behind which
lurks most often the immediate materialinterests of certain groups
ameng this very same petty bourgeois intelligentsia, or among
the workers' bureaucracy. These two types—the political snob
and the political hypocrit are really interchangeable, depending
upon persunal circumstances.

“Despite monstrous bureaucratia degeneration, the Soviet

Stale stili remains the historical instrument of the workingclass,

in o far as it assures the development of economy and culture
on the hasis of nationalised means of production, and by virtue
of this prepares the conditions for a genuine emai.cipation of the
toilers through the liquidation of the bureaucracy and of social
inequality. Whoever has not seriously pondered and accepted
these two fundamental propositions; whoever, in general, has not
studied the hiterature of the Bolshevik-Leninists on the question
of the U.S.S.R. from 1923 on, runs the risk of losing the leading
thread with every new event, and of forsaking Marxist analysis
fur abject lamentations.

omination of Stalin in no way re-

“The present-day d ion ;
sembles the Soviet rule during the initial years of the revolution.
he other did not occur ata

The substitution of one regime for t
by means of a num-

single s roke, but througha series of measures, .
ber of minor civil wars waged by the bureaucracy against the

proletarian vanguard. In the last historical analysis, the Soviet
democracy was blown up by the pressureé of social contradictions.
Exploiting the latter, the bureaucracy wrested the power from
the hands of mass organisations. In this sense we may speak
about the dictatorship of the bureaucracy and even of the person-
al dictatorship of Stalin. But this usurpation was made possible
and can maintain itself only because the social content of the
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dictatorship of the bureaucracy is determined by those product-
_jve relations which were created by the proletaiian revolution. In
thig sense we may say with complete justification that the dicta-
torship of the proletariat found its distorted but indubitable ex-
pression in the dictatorship of the bureaucracy.

“Stalin guards the conquests of the October revolution
not only against the feudal-bourgeois (_:ounte_r-revolution, but also
against the claims of the toilers, their impatience and their dis-
satisfaction; he crushes the Left wing which expresses the ordered
historical and progressive tendencies of the unprivileged working
masses; he creates a new aristocracy, by means of an extreme dif-
ferentiation in wages, privileges, ranks, etc. Lzaning for support
upon the topmost layer of the new social hierarchy against the

lowest—sometimes vice versa— Stalin has attained the compiete .

concentration of power in his own kands. What else should this
regime be called, if not Soviet Bonaartism?

“Bonapartism, by its very essence, cannot long maintain 1t-
self: a sphere balanced on the point of a pyramid must inevitably
roll down on one side or the other. But it is at this point that the
historical analogy runs up against its.limits, Napeleon's downfall
did not, of course, leave untouched the relations between ciasses;
but in its essence, the social pyramid of France retained its bour-
geois character. The inevitable collapse of Stalinist Bonaparti
would immediately call into question the character of the U.5.5
as a workers’ state. Socialist economy cannot be construc
without a socialist power. The fate of the U.S.5.R. as a socialist
state depends upon that political regime which will arise to re-
place Stalinist Bonapartism. Only the revolutionary vanguard of
the proletariat can regenerate the Soviet system, if it is again alle
to mobolise around itself the toilers of the city and the village. ”
(L. TROTSKY, Feb.1,1935)

Sumarising his analysis of conditions in the U.S.S R, after
the Kiiov affair, Trotsky, in the article above quoted from, says:-

“(a) The terrorist tendencies within the ranks of the com-
munist youth are one of the most virulent symptoms of the fact
that Bonapartism has exhausted its political possibilities and has
entered the period of the most ruthless struggle for its existence.

“(b) The inevitable collapse of the Stalinist political regime
will lead to the establishment of Soviet democracy only in the
event that the removal of Bonapartism comes as the conscious act
of the proletarian vang vard. In all other cases, iii place ot Stalin-
ism there could only come the fascist-capitalist counter-revolution,

“(c_:l The tactic of individual terrorism, no matter under what
banner it proceeds, can, under given conditions, play only into
the hands of the worst enemies of the proletariat,
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“(d) The political and moral responsibility for the very in-

ception of terrorism within the ranks of the communist youth falls
upon the gravedigger of the party—Stalin.”

Shall We Defend The U.S.S.R.

In case of an attack by imperialism on the U.S.S.R. the
world proletariat must not leave the Soviet Union to its fate and
rely upon the workers there to settle with the bureaucracy. It must
defend the Soviet Union even in its present condition, naturally
without giving up its criticism of the Stalin bureaucracy for one
second, in this respect Trotsky has used a comparison which is
striking in its simplicity:-

“It is our undeniable duty to defend the Soviet state AS IT
1S (with the theories of Doriot, Treint, etc. we have nothing
in common), just as we defend ANY labor organisation, though
led by the worst reformist, against Fascism and military re-
actinn. The whole question is however—HOW AND WITH
WHAT METHODS? Marxists say: Only with those means
which we have at our disposal, which we can consciously utilise,
at is, with the methods of the revolutionary class struggle in
21l belligerent countries. Whatever the fortunes of war, the
revoiutionary class struggle will, in the last analysis, yield the
best resulis to the workers. This applies to the defence of labor
organisations and of democratic institutions of capitalist lands,
no less than to the defence of the Soviet Union. Our methods
remain basically the same. Under no circumstances or pretext
can we transfer our revolutionary task into the hands of our
national bourgeoisie. (L, Trotsky, “Who Defends Russia?
Who Helps Hitler?” July 29, 1935). ;

The freeing of the US.S.R. from the Stalinist tumor is the
ta-k of the international revolution. The precondition for victory
is the creation of the Fourth International. If the October Revolu-
tion aud the cieation of the Third International signified a basic
revival of Marxism coming from Russia, from the East, so today
the woikers of western Europe and America arein a position to
regain (he Russian workers for revolutionary Marxism.

The removal of the cancer of bureaucracy from the Soviet
state is the task of the conscious struggle for the Fourth

International.

—_——
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