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A SQUEAK IN THE APPARATUS(

{This Is the concluding instalmeut of
comrade Trotsky's popular exposition of
the differences between Lefis and Rights
In the questions of Soviet economy and the
pssoclated Intermational problems. The
Right wing “theoreilelan™ of the Revolu-
tionary Age surpassing himself in profund.
ity Intely attempted to prove that “Trotsky-
fsm”™ has made a *right” turm In denial of
fts past! It Is nothing new for the Right
sevisionists to set np a straw man and
proceed to knoek him down—amid their
own appliause,

The dshonesty of the Rlght wing group
fn matters of Marxlst theory Is in complete
accord with the unserupulous inlsification
of Trotskv's position on the “ratloning™ of
Eureope which Lovestone peddled in the
%gmintern some years ago and from which
e never disassoclated himseli even afier
ke had been conviefed hy Trotsky of a
Iternry  forgery—Edilors,)

s L] L

From the Left or From the Kight

As was not diffceunlt tp foresee, Yaro-
Baveky now “testifies” that the Left Oppos-
ftion has gone {0 the Right. When we came
out against the 4 per cent rate of indusg-
trial development and for 20 per cent—we
were "ultra-Lefts”. When we give warn-
ing not to leap over to 20 per cent deterior-
ating the guality of production and wver-
straining the working force., we are
"rights".

When as against the Thermidorian pol-
fey of rellance on the mighty middle pea-
sant we demanded the policy of collectiv-
ization—that was denounced as “ultra-Lefl.
ism.” When in the form of anti-religious
propaganda, we come out against the mylh
of the faultless beginning of socialism, we
are. .. rights™.

Ever since Molotov's feet became the
measure of all things question: are Jecided
with great simplicity.

All the Mensheviks, cackles Yaroslav-
By, came out againat the present tempos of
Industrializstion and collectivization. It is
therefore clear that the Opposilion shares
lne Menshevist point of view. Yaroslavsky
m out to scare somebody. Is it ua? No, he
¥ aiming (o intimidate hia own people—
couse he hears o squeak in the apparatus,

Monshevism i3 for the return of the
U.E.Z.R. to capitalisin which must for Men-
enevist satisfaction be crowned by a bour-
geois demiocracy. By the way, the Men-
ehevikx gupported the Stalinist Industrial-
izatlon program of yesterday against the
Opposkeoa platform, seeing In the former
he elements of eccnomic “renlism”™ and de-
ilaring the latter “romantic” ‘This is the
Matorie fact 1t I3 self-evident that the
Meénsheviks ®re now too, for a lowering
#f the tempos of industrialization., Docs
this mean thaw® from the Marxian viewpoint
lhe tempos of industrialization have no
limits in general?

It {s remarkable that in the same ar-
Hele, Yaroslavshky refers wilh great sat-
lstaction to the old socialist revolutionary,
Minor, who spoke sympathetically of the
collectivization in the U.S.5.R. at a cer-
tain Parls meeting. From the personal
atandpoint Minor's declaration undoubtedly
does him honor, becausze It shows that he
has a socialist consclence, that he is try-
Ing to understand what is actually happen.
Ilng, without the mallcions pre-concepiionsa
of an offended peoity bourgeois. But from
political viewpoint, it must not be for-
gotten for a moment that Minor iz one of
the oldest Populists (Narodnlki) who by
hMs whole past is the most insulated
sgalnst Marxian ideas. How many spears
did the Marxists not break in their strug-
gle against the populist utopians in regard
to the construction of a soefalism based on
the peasant's primitive plow and commune?
Agrarian soclalism bore an adventurist
ptamp with the Left wing “social revolu-
tionaries” and a bureaucratiec character
with their Right., In the Stalinist policy
the elements of adventurism and bureau-
cratism unite. It is no wonder that Minor
found in the new Stalinism some of the &l-
ements of his own old past.

One of the possible definitions of Bol-
vhevism ia that it gave In practise the moat

emarkable synthesis of reform and revo-
ation. At first the social democracy was
‘or reform against the revolutlon; now it is
wven against reform out of fear of revolu-
don, Soclal democracy ls always agalnst
revolution. Does thizs mean that every den-
%l of a revolutlonary situation In & given
wmerti jg Mensheviam ?

By L. D. TROTSKY

The Menshevike were opposed to the
October revolution, together with Zinoviev,
Komenev, Rylkov, Milivutio and others. T .
Mensheviks were opposed to the revelution-
ary offensive in Germany in 1923 (togeth-
er with Stalin), The Menshevikas were op-
posed to a break with the Kuomintang and
the building of Boviets in China in 1935-27
openly supporting Stalin against our views.
Our demand to declare war on the General
Council of the Trade Unions In the Britizh
coal struggle of 1926, the Mensheviks to-
gether with Stalin eonsidered an “adven-
ture",

On the other hand the Mensheviks were
against the insurrection in Esthonia in 1924,
against the terrorisb adventure in Bulgaria,
against (he Canton uprising in 1527. Does
thiz mean that we must support adventurist
uprisings or organize them?

In our work on the “Third Period” we
demonstrated by means of facte and figures
the woriminal light-mindwinsss of Molo-
tov and company in declaring France to
be on the threshold of revolution. The re-
foermists and eapitalists may atlempt to
grasp at our figures for consaolaticn. Does
this mean that we should ignore facts and
figures? That we should blow out the lan-
tern? HRoam about in the dark?

From this brief and incomplete review
we gee that at all critical moments for
the past thirteen years, the Mensheviks to-
gelher with the epigones denied the rev-
olutionary eituation whenever it wag at
hand. In all these instances they were
oppoged to us. On the other hand their
Jjudgement episodically anl purely formally,
happened to “coinclde” with ours, when the
Mensheviks condemned an ingurrection as
such, while we denled the presence of con-
itions for a successful insurrection. The
game is now happening in the guestion of
the tempo of industrialization and eollec-
tivization.

Tail-Endism (Chvostism)
or Adventurism

Some comrades are disturbed by our
accusation of the present Stalinist course
as ultra-Left advenfurism. One of our
friends proves that the “complete collec-
tivization™ has on the part of the lead-
ership not an adventurist but a pureiy “tail-
endiet" c¢character. There i3 on iontradic-
tion here. “Tall-endizm™ alwaysz and un-
avoidably results in utlra-Left adventurism,
either as iz supplement, or else diractly,
The regeneration of Bolshevism means the
unavoidable chemical disassociation of the
elements of opportuniem and bare “revolo-
tiomigm®™,

It must not be forgotten that adven-
tarism ¢an be of {wo sorts. One expresses
the revolutionary impatience of the wvan-
gaurad and resultts in running ahead too
preciptiously, the second expresses the
political desperation of the lagging rear-
guard. In the April and July demonstra-
tiong of 1917, some of the Bolshevika un-
doubiadly brought in the element of ad-
venturiam, The zame kind of tendencies,
but expressing itself more sharply and hav.
ing far worse <onDSequences Can be per-
coived in the insurrection of the Spartacists
in 1919, whn they attempted to jump oOver
the Consiltuent Asfembly. On the other
hand, the tactic of the German leadership
in the March days of 1921 was an attempt
to egtage an insurrection on a declining
wave, The tactlc of the ultra-Left leader-
ghip in Germany in 1924 was an adventurist
supplement of the tail-endism of 1923. The
Canton uprising of 1927 was an adventur-
ist tramsformation of the opportunism of
1925-27 and together with that a classic
example of the desperation of the rear-
guari.

The movement of the peasanta into the
collectives, called forth by a combination
of economic amd administrative reasons
acquired a masa character. The policy of
the bureaucracy was at bottom an example
of tail-endizm. But the bureaucracy not
only proclaimed thls policy as Its greatest
vintory—to apead is to speed! exclaimed
the parrot, when the cat pulled it by the
tail—but also developed a mad pregsure on
the peasantry unider the flag of the liguid-
atlon of classes. Tail-endism was transform-
ed directly imto adventurism.

Can this adventurlam be ecalled ultra-
Leftism snd can it be sald that we, the
Opposition, attack it from the Right? Stra-
tegleally. this would, of course, be sense-

less because the tactical 2ig-zag of Stalin
undermines the revolutiomary class strat-
¢gy. PBut tactically nevertheless, we have
this time on the part of the Stalinisie mot
a Right but an ultra-Left zig-zag—it can-
not be called otherwise,

At the Third Congress of the Comintern
while working out the tactics and strategy,
we rejected the ultra-Left adventurism of
Zinoviev Bela Kun, Maslow and others. Lens
in did not at all fear to say that he crit-
feizes them this time from the Right, Some
of our friends were confused by thiz. The
fetishism of words is an unpleasamt illness,

The Right course as a siralegical line
is the rellance on the capitalizt farmer in
the village—capitalism in instalments. In
the first years Stalin travelled far on this
road. At present Stalin is moving in di-
rectly the oppogite direction. The program
of the administrolive liguidation of the
Kulak is an ultra-Left caricature of a rev-
olutlonary course,  Tactically we stand at
the moment to the Right of the zig-zag
course, Ntrategienlly, wa continue to stand
on the basic revolutionary line.

On July 14, 1529, when the official turn
to the Left began to make jtself felt, I
wrote to Ch. Rakoveky and to other exiles
as follows: “After the tail-enders missed
the revolutionary situation in Germany in
1923, a very deep ultra-Left zig-zag follow-
ed in 1924-25. This ulira-Left zig-zag
developed into Right channels; the struggle
inith the industrinlksts, the coguettings
with LaFollete and Raditch, the Peasant
Int:rnational, Kuomingtaryz, ete. When
nitra-Leftiam smashed’ Its head on the
Right path, a Right course developed. It
is therefore not inconceivable that we have
here an extended reproduction of the some
thing in &4 new stage, that is, ultra-Leltism
supporting itself on opportunistic premises.
The accompanying economic forces may
however, break down thia ultra-Leftizsm at
the very beginning and immediately give
the whole course a decisive tirn to the
Right."

Az the prinecipal activity of Yaroslav-
shy s the stealing of Oppositionist cor-
respondence he ¢an easily check up on this
guotation. Neither Stalinist ultra-Leltizm
nor the newest turn o the Hight wag unex-
pected by us. As Marxiity we should or-
lentate ourselves not on the burcaucrats
pe¥chology but on the “accompanying ec-
onomic forces™

Our Prognosis

Shall we call for a “retreal”? The
above mentlioned comrade. exxpressés the
jdea that the slogan of “DBack" does not
guit ws. Just the same, he says, Stalin will
now continue to retreat., Is it worth our
while to add our voices to the outeries of
these  drag-in-the-rear  politicians? If
this were a case of a bourgeois state such
a criticism would be correct. We are not
at all obliged te give advice even 1o the
most democratic and social democatic bour-
geolsie as to how to get out of their diffi-
culties, On the contrary we must merci=-
leagly exploit all Its difficuliies in order
to rouse the working class against the cap.
italist state. The position of Urbahns in re-
lation to the U.B.5.R is a caricature of
Marxiat pelicy In relation to a bourgepls
Btate., But in spite of the one thousand and
one llez of Yaroslavsky we considered and
gtill consider the Soviet State s proletar-
lan state. Even though Yaroslavsky
“brings” words he aseribed to us from the
Bulletin about the “unavoidable death of
the October Revolution”, this honorable
cavesdropper lies., We never sald that, we
never wrote that, and mever thought that,
even thqugh we do not In the least hide
from ourselves mnor from the Party the
tremendous danger that the October Revo-
lution s approaching as a result of the
monstrous mistakes of the last period. The
Opposition does not Wentify the Sovidk
State either with Yaroslavsky or with Sta-
lin. It considers the Soviet State Its own
State and will defend it not only from its
open class enemies but also from the in-
ternal damagers among whom Yaroslavsky
oecuples not the laat place,

In the same artlele “About the Evo-
lution of thesTrotskyltes” Yaroslavsky once
more repeats that *L.D. Trotky was con-
vinced a .year ago that our Party would
be compelled to ecall him back for ald,” In
that sense Trotsky was supposed to have
waried those who “accompanied him"™
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A POPULAR EXPLANATION
OF RIGHTS AND LEFTS

(agents of the G.P.U. that in all probabile
ity he’d be called to save the situatiom
within a few months.,” Yaroslavsky les!
This is not what I sald. This is not how I
spoke. Together with the whole Opposition
I said, that the country is entering on =
perlod of new difficulties on a higlker his-
torical basis; that the leadership does not
ses paything and deoes not foresee that
these difficulties may bring about a sharp
crisis after two years, after a yvear or even
alter several months. Then, I sald, it will
be revealed that the government apparatus
as well as the Party is over-run with bure
eaucrats, careerists, political betrayers, ete,
But the Opposition will devotedly fight to-
gether with the revolutionary core of the
Party. Yon will be ashamed, I said, to
those "accompanying” it you will have to
call back for aid in that difficult moment
the Oppositionists directly from the prizons
and exile. This prognosis remains in force
even loday. What is truer, is that now it
takes on a more real and acute character,

Flattering the Peasantry

The crode and senséless econowmic plucks
ing of the peasantry is supplemented by
Yaroslavsky with indecent political attery,
In regards to my wonls that the peasantry,
finding itself before the closed gates of the
market "fiflngs” fitself im the direction
of collectivization, Yaroslavsky writes,
“Trotsky, still retaining bhis past views on
the peasantry as an enemy force, cannot
magine the peasaniry as any different
than cattle which ‘fling' themselves into
the open gates in the direction of collective
lzation." 1 did not compare the peasantry
with cattle, For such comparisons the
lackey psychology of Yaroslavsky is needed,
At no time did I consider the peasantry
an enemy force, neither did I consider it
a conscious gocialist force. The peasantry
is contradietory. Within it the dependence
on the elementary forces of nature are
still terribly strong even today, with its
terribly split-up and helpl ga3 econom>,
Marx and Engels wrote in their time about
the “idiocy of rural life”. The Populists
uttered not a few sorry werds on this
theme, and deduced from the Communist
Manifesto the supposed enmity of the
Mar:-:iatg towards lhe peasantry. In what
way doce Yaroslaveky differ from them?
In a@ much as the peasant iz a realist
towards the questions surrounding him,
Jugt in so far does he become a victim of
blind instinct on bigger questiors. Thae
whole history of the peasantry is such that
after decades and centures of heavy
immobility, it plunges either in one
or another direction, The peasant-soldiers
crushed the Revolution of 1905, The poas
Bantry elected in 1917 Social Revolution-
aries to the Constituent Aszsembly hut
helped the Bolshevika t~ *“row off (he “So.
leal Revolutionaries” Jlow many times didg
it filng itself from one direction to another
during the clvil war before it firmly bound
its fate to that of the Soviet nower
To liberate the peasant from the elemens
tary {orces pressing down on his conscinys-
ness, he must de “de-peasantized”. This ia
the task of socialism. But thig is decided
not by a formalist collectivization, but by
& revolution in agricultural technique. The
advanced peasant will sooner or later
understand that the Oppositionist s far
more farsighted in the question of peasant
economy than the rullng bureaucrats.

Evidently, fate wanted to enjoy & par-
ticularly hearty laugh at the expense of
Yaroslavsky. 1o the same number of the
Pravdn (March 30th) where this malicious
and wretched article is printed there is
A report of Bullatt's speech at the Plenum
of the Moscow district conference. Bullat
says, that in one of the sections “the Right
moods within the Party organization wera
very .strong. The district committes re-
moved several leading functionaries, And
then the whele organization flung itself to
the ‘Lefl’ to the extent of & complete fnrn™
This is what was literally Baid. This
speech 18 not about a peazant mass but
about a party organization which is sup-
posed to personify the consciousness of (he
working class. And the official leader tells
ug how after removing severa; “"Rightg"
the organization was “flung” toward: ulira-
'I:.al’f.iar.u_m. This is far more becoming of
cattle”, 10 make use of the lackey vocabe
ulary of Yaroslavsky.

Neverfhelees, the phtire drawn oy
Bullat symbolizes the whole fate of the
Purty for the past two Years.,  After the

( Continued on Page 7)
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