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NOTES of a JOURNALIST (

Zinoviev and the Evils of
Printing

In Number 5 of the Bolshevik of this
year, Zinoviev once more “fuses” with the
Party—by that single method now access-
fble to him. Zinoviev writes:

“In 1922, Trotsky predicted that ‘the
real rize of soclalist’economy will become
possible cnly after the victory of the prolet-
arlat in the most important countries of
Europe. This prediction has not been
confirmed, just as many other predictions
of the author mentioned, The real rise of
our socialist economy became possible al-
ready prior to the victory of the proletar-
iat in the most important countries of Eur-
ope. The real rise is developing before our
very ayes."

The same Zinoviev, beginning with the
same year 1922, accused Trotsky of “super-
jndustrialism™, that is, of demanding a tqﬂ
speedy industrial rise. How should this

be reconciled?
The Opposition was accused of uon-

bellel in socialist construction and at the
same time that it wants to rob the péasant.
ry. I[ that were so0, why did it have to
#rob” the peasantry? In reality, the Op-
position spoke of compelling the Kulak and
the upper layer of the peasantry in general
to Lring sacrifices for socialist construc-
tion—the one which the Opposition was
gupposed “not to have believed”. A flery
belief in soclalist construction was manl-
fested only by those who struggled azainst
sguper-lndustrialism” and proclaimed the
empty slogan "face towards the village".
Zinoviey propased to the peasantry, in-
gtead of cotton prints and a tractor. a
pleasant smiling “face".

In 1920 ag well as in 1322 Trotsky
conciders that *“the roal rise of socinlist
economy in Russia will become possible
only after the victory of the proletariat in
the most impertant countries of Europe.”
Only it must be understood—and this Is
not so difficult, after all—that by soclalist
economy we have here in mind precisely
socialist economy and not the contradictory
transitory econowy of the NEP and that
by o real rise we understanl such a rige
which will completely reconstruct the hab-
ftual and cultural conditions of life of the
toiling masses dastroying not only the
“queunes”, O wise Zinoviev, but also the
contradiction between the city and the vil-
lage. Only in this sense can a Marxist speak
about g real rise in sociallst economy.

After his struggle with “Trotskyism"
in 10£3-1926, Zinoviev in July 1926, official-
Iy admitted tha* the basle core of the Op-
position of 1923 was correct In its prog-
nosis. And now for the sake of fusion with
Yaroslavsky, Zincviev once more rushes
into all the Qifficulties and warmsy over
the old dishes,

it ia worth while therefore, to recall
that this same Zinoviev signed, and in part
wrote on the queation he now touches, in
the Platform of the Opposition:

“Whep we, in the words of Lenin, say
that in order to construct a soclalist soci-
ety in our country a victory of the pro-
letarian revolution s neeéded In one or
more ¢ the advanced capitallat countries,
and that the final victory of soclalism in
one couniry and a backward one at that
as impossible, as Marx, Engels and Lenin
proved, the Stalin group ascribes to us the
view that we ‘do not belleve' In soclallam
and soclialiat construction in the U.S.5R.”
{Platform of the Bolshevik-Leninists, page
21,

Not badly said, Is it?

llow to explain these scurryings from
falzilcations to repentance and from re-
pent nee to falsificationa? On this point
the Pilatlorm of the Opposition does not
le~+= v« without an answer:

« \ ¥ LIFE”

vil readers or the Militant and thelr
fricnls who desire to get their copy of
of L.eon Troteky, “My Life"”, should make it
a print to order the book direcitly through
the Mlitaut. Shipment will be made the
dav the order iz received, and the cost of
the uwook, five dellars, ($5.00), covers the
puia.e charge, Send your order, together
wit’h money order or cash 1o
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... The petty bourgeois tendency with-
in our own Parly cabnot struggle against
our Leninlst views otherwise than by as-
cribing to us things we never thought or
gald."” (ibid, page 7).

The last lines were not only signed by
Zinoviev, but, unless we are mistaken, were
written by him. Truly Joseph Gutenberg
has rendered some people a very poor ser-
viced Partloularly when they have to
“fuse” with the other "Joseph” who, it is
true, did not invent printing, but works
very conacientiowsly at its destruction.

Has France Entered the Period

of Revolution?

The Left turn in the C.I, began in 1323,
In July, the "third peried” was2 proclaimed.
A vear later, Molotov declared that France,
together with Gormany and Foland, had
entered a period of “the greatest revolu-
tionary events". All this was deducted
from the development of the strike move-
ent. No figures, no facts were cited. They
limited themselves to two or three examplea
taken from the last numbers of the news-
papers. We took (see Militant No. 29-33)
the question of the dynamics of the French
labor movement in the light of figures and
facty. The picture jziven by Molchkav,
prompted by the words of others (the role
of the prompters, we assume, wasg played
by Manullsky and Kuusinen) in no way
coincided with roality., 'The strike wave
of the last two years had a very lmited
character, even though it revealed a certain
risg compared to the preceding year, which
was the lowest of the decade. The weak
development of the strike struggle in the
last two years Ja all the more remarkable
because France, during 1928-1529 went
through anm undeniable Industrial revival,
clear enough in the metal industry where
the sirike movement was the weaklest of
oll.

One of the reazons for the fact that the
French workers did not utilize the favor-
ablz conjuncture ls undoubtedly the ex-
tremely superficial character of the strike
strategy of Monmoussean and the other
pupily of Losovsky. It became clear that
they did not kuow ths state of Industry
in their own country. As a substitute for
that they choaracterized as offensive, revo-
lutionary and political strikes the lsolated,
defensive economle strikes primarily In the
lght Indu=tries.

Thin I8 the esegential part of the anal-
ysls we made in our work oo the “third
period” in Fraoce., Thus far we bave not
geen a single article in which our analysle
fs submitted to criticiam but evidently a
very acute neéd for such a criticiam fia
felt, There iz no other way of explaining
the appearance in Pravda of an enormouns
feuilleton, “On the Sirlke Strategy of the
Generalissimo Troteky',, where there are
frivolous rhymes, quotations from Juvenal,
and in general fathomless wil, but not a
word about a factual analysis of the strug-
gle of the French proletariat, (for the last
decade), particularly for the last two years.
The article which evidently belongs to the
pen of one of the recent gifta of the “third
period"” ia gigned modestly Radovoy (rank
and filer).

The author accuses Troleky that he
knows strike defense but does not recog-
nize the offensive. Let us asgume that Trot-
ey Is guilty of that. DBut Is this a reason
for rencuncing an offensive struggle in the
metal industry under the most favorable
conditions and at the same time designate
petty, defensive sirikes as offenzve?

The author accuses Trotaky of not dis-
tinguishing capitalism of the epoch of rise
froma capitalism of the epoch of decline.
Let us assume that this Is so. Let us for-
get about the struggle over the relation of
the the crisis of capitalism and ita cyclical
¢rises which went on in the Comintern in
the period of {ta Third Congress, when live
thought was pulang in thée Comintern. Let
us assume that Trotsky forgot all of that,
and that Radovoy absorbed it all. Eut docs
this glve an angwer to the question whether
France ¢nterod for the past two yeara Into
the period of decialve revolutionary eventa,
or not? This ig preclsely what the Comin-
tern has proclaimed. Has thils quesation
any significance or not? It would seem that
it has. But what does the author of the

-witty feullleton say on this point? Not a
word. France and its labor movemant ara
completely disregarded., As a substitute,
this Radovoy proves that Trotsky 18 a “mis-

Is that all? Yes, nothing more than that.

But, a well-meaning reader will ob-
ject, can 80 much be expected from a young
Radovoy? He gtill hag a chance to grow.
After all #t is not he who createa the
trale union policy for France. For that
we have serious revolutionary strategistas,
teated In struggle, as for instance, the
general secretary of the Profintern, Losov-
sky.

Correct—we will reply to the reader—
ull this would be convincing if...if only
the Radovoy were mnot Losovaky hlmself.
And in the meantime, the matter stands
thus: the bouquet of soured light-minded-
ness and flaccid wit is such tbat it cannot
deceive ua.

The leading general, under the modest
pseudonym, defends his own acta  With
rhymes he drapes the calamities he inflicta
upcn the labor movement with his leader-
ship. In connection with that, he assails
the Left Opposition with all the wmagnifi-
cence of his vengeful iromy: it ean, don't
you see, be completely geated on one sofa.
Let the Hadovoy investigate: Are ihere
any sofas in the jalls that are filled with
Oppositionista? But if they really were
80 few ir number nd Lovosky would have it,
this would not frighten. us at all. At the
beginning of the war, the revolutionary in-
ternationalists of all Europe went to Zim-
merwald om a few earriages. We never
feared remaining In the minority., It is
Losovsky who, durinz the war, was Very
much afraid of remaining in the minority
and therefore defended in print the Long-
uecists, with whom he tried by all means
to unito us, againat us. During the Octobor
revolution, Losovsky wasg afraid that the
Bolshevik Party would be “isolated” from
the Mensheviks and Soclal Revolutionaries,
and he therefor. betrayed the Party which
he temporarily joined, and united with us,
against us, During the October revolution,
Losovsky was afraid that the Dolshevik
FParty would be “isolated” from ths Men-
sheviks and Social Revolutionaries, and he
therefore betrayed the Party which he
temporarily joined, and wunited with ita
enemies in the most eritical period. But
e¢ven later on, when Losovaky did jola the
vietorions Soviet power, hia quantitative
evaluations were just as little relinble au
his qualitative ones.

After the victory of which he was not
in the least guilty, Losovsky, putting the
minus slgns where he had previously had
hig pluses, at the time of the Fifth Con-
gress of the Cowintern, deelared in a triun-
phant manifesto that the French Soeclali-t
pariy “no longer exists.” and im apite of
all our protests against this shameful

light-mindedness, retained this contentlon.
When It became clear that the international
social democracy nevertheless does exist,
Losovsky together with his teachers, crawl-
ed on all fours through the whole policy
of the Anglo-Russian Commitiee and was
in a union with the strike-breakera during
the greatest strike of the British proletar-
fat. With what triumph—with a trlumph
over the Opposition—did T.osoveky, at the
gessjon of the Plenum of the Central Com-
mittee, report the telegram in which Cit-
rine and Purcell generously agreed to con-
verse with the represcntatives of the All-
Ruszsian Trade Union Central Committee,
alter they had erushed not only the general
strike but also the strike of the coal min-
ers.

After ihe destruction of the Chinese
revolution and the disintegration of the
organizations of the Chinese proletariat,
Losovaky, at the Plemum of the Central
Committee (whage he came as a guest be-
causde Stalin had not as yet decided to bring
him in g3 o member) reporting the fantastic
data about the conquests of the Profintern,
gave the figure of the workera organized in
the trade unions of China as three million.
Everybody gasped. But Losovasky did not
even wink an eye. He operates just as
lightly with milliona of organized workers
as he does with rhymes for the coloring
of articles, This explains sufficiently why
Losovaky's witticisms about the sofa on
which the whele Onuosition ¢an ko sooted
do pot In the least overwhelm us with thelr
magnillcence.  Solas a3 waoll ax laraniare
In general are undoubtedly in abundanece
in the officea of the Profintern, but un-
fortunately there are no ideas there, And
it is ideas that conquer, because they win
the masases. ..

“But why did Losovaky sign 'Radovoy
we hear a distrustful or a doubtial volce,

ter” and that he serves the bourgeolsie There are two reasons: a porsdnal and a

political. The personal role of Losoveky
fs such that it is not of advantage to him
to expose hamself to blows. 1n delicate
moments of ideological clashes he prefers
modest anonymity, just as in the sharp,
acute howrs of the revolutionary struggle
he is inclined to solitary deliberations, This
in the personal reasom. As we have sald,
there s also a political reason. Had Lo-
gnvuhy signed Losovsky, evervbody would
8ay: Is it possible that in the questions of
the trade uwnion movement, we really have
nothing better than this? But soceing the
slznature of Rodovoy (rank 2 a1 filer)
under the article, the well-neaning reader
retaing the possibility of saying: We must
admit that Radovoy is a sorry seribbler,
But nevershelens we still have Lamovsky,

Another New Talent

Only a few mounthe have elapsed sincas
it wag declared throughout the Cowintern
by command of Molotov that the ideologi-
cil struggle against “Trotskylsm™ muat
be considered at an end. Well? The pub-
lications of the Cowmintern, begzinning with
the publications of the Commuuist Marty
of the Soviet Union ,arbk once more devot-
ing an Innumerable amount of columns and
pages to the struggle againgt "Trotsky sn™,
Even tbe most honoradble Pokrovsky, whao
is burdened with the labors of instructing
the youth, has been moved to- the front
trenches, This corresponds approximately
to the period in the imperialist war when
Germany resorted to the mobilization of
thosa forty-five and fifty years old. This
fact alone would suggest serious fears fop
the condition of the Stalinist front. Fore
tunately, the Nestor of the Marxist histore
iography has not only grand-children bug
even great grand-children. One of them is
8. Novikov, tho author of an article on the
autoblography of LD, Trotsky. This young
talent Immediately established a record by
shgwlug that one can fill one and a half
printed pages without presenting a single
fact or formulating a single idea. Such
an exceptional gift could Dbe developed
only under the direction of an experienced
master. And we inveluntarily ask our-
selves: Was it not Manuilsky. In the hours
free from the direction of the Comintern,
that nourished Novikov at his breast, this
blesged baby of the “third period”? Op
perhaps Manuilsky had no nceg of bring-
ing up the young talent? Mavbe Manuilsky
simly made use...of his own talents? We
will not tire the reader any longer: Novikow
s Manuilsky, The same one who in 1918
wrote that Trotsky—no more, no legs'—
Hberated Rnssian Bolshevism from natlonal
Hmltedness aml made It a world fieclogl.
cnl enrvent,  Now, Manuilsky writes, that
Stalin freed DBolshevism from Trotekyism
and by that definitely strengthened it as an
ldeological current of the solar system.

But are we not mistaken in identifying
the little Novikov with the great Manufl-
gky? No, we are not mistaken. We did not
conle to this conclusion lightly, and not by
guessing, but through zealous investigation
to be exact: we read five lines at the hagin-'
ning of the articie and five lines at the
end. More than that, we hope, lmhmﬁ'
will demand of us. But why should Mane
ullsky hide under the signature of Novikav
somebody will ask? len't this clear? ‘T‘u'
have people think: ] MNovikov s so in-
vineible then how must Manuiisky himself
be! By the way, we will not repeat oure
selves: The motives are the game for which
Losovsky turned into Radovoy, These peoe
ple are in need of reincarnation, like shing
panta—of a chemiecal cleaning,

b
CORRECTIION

In the letter from South Alrica by
comrade C. Frank Glass published {n the
March 29, 1930 i=sue of the Militant, an
unfortunate error occurred, The third
paragraph read: “The canse which led to
the severance of my connection with the
C.F. was the newly adopted pollcy laid
down by the CI. This policy, with {ts
tentral slogan of ‘An Independent Nativa
Republic, with autonomy for natfonal min-
orities’ (meaning the whites malnly) was
one to which I was uwnable to subscribe,™
It should have read: “The cause which
led to the severance of my connection
with the C.P. was the ngwly adopted pol-
icy, subsequently confirmed and extended
by the C.I. under the central slogan of
autconoemy for matfonal minorities' ™



