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BOLSHEVIK ORGANIZATION

The revolutionary Alarxists, who aet
for themselves the greatest of all historie
tasks, have always preseribed commensarate
forms of organization and mathods of work.
The principle of centralized party organi-
zation was laid down by Marx and Engels.
Lenin, who stood on their shoulders, dev-
eloped these conceptionz to a higher degree
and vindicated them in the living experi-
ences of the Russian revolution. Bolshev-
ism waged an irreconcilable war against
every kind of looseness in matters of or-
ganization as well as in guestions of theory
and tacties, And rightly, for they are and
must he inseparably united. It was not for
nothing that a question of organization—
Lenin's insistence on active work in a party
organization as the gqualification for party
membership—was the occasion for the first
gplit between the Bolsheviks and the Aen-
gheviks. At the present moment these re-
collectiong have an exceptional importance
for the adherents of the International Left
Opposition,

The influence of the Marxist wing which
declined with the depression of the move-
ment will rise agnin with its npward swing.
This development s already indicated by
the aitnation in Spain. It will be reflected
In the American movement and will imposze
mew tasks and responsgibilities on the Com-
munist Leagne. For thizs we must prepare.
Our National Conference. now in the course
of preparation. will confront the problem
Of hardening our organization for the com-
Ing events,

In recent months the New York branch
has taken a number of steps which anti-
<ipate, we hope, the general decisions of
the National Conference In this respect.
A probationary period for new members,
a satrieter regulation of dnes paymentz and
a4 more precise definition of the individual
dutiez of the membera are among the mo-
tions adopted in the branch. In all of them
a definite trend toward firmer Bolshevik
forms and methods of work is expressed.

The Communist League did not hegin
by stressing organization forms and conld
not do &0, EtF‘- primary engagement was to
clarify in a broad discussion the great
questions bromght to the fore In the strug-
gle of the International Left Opposition,
and to popularize them in the Communist
ranks. To have imposed rigid organization
featnrez in the first instanee wonld lhave
been to pur the cart before the horse. Form
cannot take the place of substance: it ean
only represent it. Now we can move on.
for onr work of edueation and preparation
has not heen in vain. The main lines of
principle have heen clearly established, and
each succeszive attempt to muddle them has
met with diminishing sneees=zesz, It iz not
likely. therefore, that the Conference will
be oblized to ocenpy itself with conflicts on
the fundamental question=. It will be just-
ified In the nssumption that we can now
proceed o emphasize those Bolshevik prin-
ciples of organization which are NECOERATT
to bimnd owr forees firmly tostther and
develop their maximum effectiveness. The
artions taken Iiw the New York hraneh are
foo be welcomed as a push in this direction.
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THE STRUGGLE AGAINST
“LEFT" REFORMISM

The Conference for DProgressive Doliti-
cal Aetion, which has alveady condemned it-
zelf forever Ly irs hootlicking sobservience
to  the lahor reactionaries, has bezun  to
feel the new winds blowing in the labor
mewveinent amwl is beginning to dress for the
areasion. The May number of the Lahor
Age, the official organ of the €. P, L. A,
comes out with a red cover and a startling
line of radieal talk. Tn one issne we see
a demand for the defense of the Soviet
Union, a denunciation of “Karl Kautsky
sham Sociali=m"”, an appeal for “the bufld-
ing of industrial unions with a revolution-
ary outlook and aim." and similar words
swhich cost nothing and mean less as g eri-
terlon by which to judge the character and
future activity of the psendo-progressives.

Talk iz cheap. He who believes in
works is an idiot, said Lenin who knew
how to estimate and deal with the Russian
prototypes of Muste. A section of the soe-
ial reformistzs always play® thd part of
weather cocks., There is no surer signs of
awakening discontent than “Left”™ talk in
the reformist camp. And never does re-
formism become more dangerous to  the
workers' movement than when it assumes
the protective coloring of radicalism.

International experience hngz revealed a
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unique divisiop of labor among the bour-
geois agents in the labor movement. We
are witnessing now an American example.
The black reactionaries, who are most
closely and difectly bound to the capitalists
and the state, held open 2way in the period
of reaction. The conditions of the ecrisis,
and the saffering and disillusiomment of
masases of workers resulting from them,
are exposing these elements to the Com-
munist attack. And in direct proportion as
the outright capitalist slogans of Green and
Waoll lose their effectivencas, the “Feft”
reformists come into prominence (o serve
the same ends through deception.

This mancuver presents a real pro-
blam to the American Communists, who
have yet to gain a serions influence with
the workers, If the workers who are
breaking away from their allegiance to the
capitalist parties and the official labor re-
actionaries are captured by the “progres-
sives” they will only end in a blind alley.
Their revolt will not mature amd raise them
tn the higher gronnd of the class stroggle
implicit in the preseat situation. That this
danger is a real one, only a fool ean deny.
When we see the fraondulent progressives
replacing the Communizis at the head of
the insurgent miners’ movement—to men-
tion only one case—it is time to wake up
ang examine the question and the answers
offered by the three faction=s to if.

The best 2ervice to the Muste movement
is that rendered by Lovestone. The Right
wing of Communi=m paintz up the “pro-
eresgive” gualiries of Muastei=m, and moder-
ates criticism to a whiaper, Thereby Love-
stome deceives a section of the Left wing
workers, and disarmz them in the struggle
ngainst it, The official Centrist faction con-
tents itself with routine denunciations and
confuses the situation with the false and
ridiculous formula of  “sowial-faseism”.
This attitude is a direct service to the
“Left” reformists, to which their undoubted
advances testify. The correcl way to fight
the “progressive” agents of reaction re-
quires in the first place a precise explana-
tion of their function. Fram this must
follow an unceasing criticism, with particu
lar emphasis on their concrete actions,
combined with the =evolnticnary tactic of
the united front. This iz the policy of the
Left Opposition.  1ts pdoption by the Come-
munist workers iz a pressing necessity of
[he straggzle,

WHAT Is SOCIALISM?

The doctrine of =ocialism in one conn-
rry has heen the platform of a revisionist
war nsainst Marxi=m zince its promulzation
in 1924, So far is Socialism in one coun-
try  from the couceptions of the great
teachers. that its exponents had to hegin
with a different definition of the wod, a
definition which robs soeialism of the con-
teats whies “he grear teachers preserilee
and makes fun of "he revelationzey strug-
zle to attain that goal. Stalin’s well-known
declaration rhat the Tussian workers’ un-
der the Nep had already aninined *nine-
tenths of Socialism™ is a monstrous ex-
ample of thiz perversion of ideas. And
now we encomnnter the same bramd of “soe-
ialism™ in the Stalinist press of Ameries.

The Daily Worlier of May 16 ealls for
“the establishment of a socialist society
mnder a Workers” and Farmers™ Govern-
ment ! Sinee  this astonnding =logan ap-
pears in the leading editorial i=s it not in
ace to a=k these people to explain what
they mean by Rociaism? If the “Commun-
ist Manifeste” is not ont of date. Social-
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gels,—signifies the disappearance of the
political =tate which is conceivable only as
a class instroment, “the organized power
of cne class for oppressing another”. How,
then, is it poessible to speak of a “workers'
and farmers’ government” in a Socialist
society? Swnch an idea can establish kin-
ghip with reformist advocates of State Soc-
ialism, but it has nothing in common with
Alarxisum.

I'erhaps it may be explained that the
editorial meant to speak, not of the Social-
ist society but of the transition period to
it. But Socinlism and the Dietatorship of
the Proletariat are entirely different social
orders and eannot be used itnerchangeably
by anyone who understands the difference
between them. The workers' state is only
a stage on the road to Socialism; it can-

To make confusion worse confounded,
in the characteristic manner of Stalinist
revisionism, the editorial demands Soclial-
izm “under a Workers' and Farmers' Gov-
ernment !”  But Soeialism—again according
to Marx and Engels—will abolish “the dis-
tinetion betwen town and country™. Agri-
culture will be conducted by eooperative
zocial labor., The petty bourgeoizs basis of
agrienlture will be abolished—and with the
farmers ns a class (petty bourgeois)—bhe-
fore we reach the Soclalist society and as a
prerequisite for it. How, then, can we have
a Socialist soclety under a workers' and
farmers' government?

In the literature of Marxism such for-
mulae are nowhere to bhe found. They be-
long exclusively to the school of Stalin.

—JI. P. C,

The Eleventh Plenum of the Comintern

From the point of view of political
ignorance. stupidity and ideological cretin-
Ism it is indisputable that the Tenth Plen-
mu of the Executive Committees of the C.
I. broke all the records. The ridieulous
theories of the “third period” (social fas-

cism) the “ingenions” evaluation of (the
revodutionary situation in  France sur-
passed evervthing that the party counld

have conceived of as platitnde and theor-
etical decadence.

The Eleventh DPlenum has abandoned
the theories of the “third period”. It has
forgotten the “revolutionary situation™ in
Franee and recalled social fascism only in
n very feeble wvolce, all of which may be
connted as an ideological victory for the
Left Opposzition. Yet, the resolations of the
Eleventh IPlenum give ample proof of the
thieoretical  ignorance and the confusion
that exists in the minds of the present
leadoers of the C. I. For whoever iz not
familiar with the history of the Ccmintern
during the Iast few years, but is sufficiently
familinr with Marxian methods, it is enough
to o through the resolutions of the Eleven-
th Plenum to find inumerable contradie-
tions in them and to be convinced of the
low ideological level of the present lead-
ers of the Exeecutive, We shall occupy
ourselves at length with these reseclutions.

The Estimation on the U, 8. 5. R.

What does the Hoviet Union represent
at the preszent moment? A socinlist state,
or 5 Socialist society? Has the U, 8. 3, Ii
alreqdy entered into n period of socialism?
That is the main guestion to which we
ghall reply. Ihiring the last few yvears the
bureancracy has been  eryving from  the
house-tops that the U, 8. 5. IR, has entered
inte  =sociali=m. The Eleventh Ilenum
refreats in thiz guestion to which it re-
Plies: ~In the . 2 &5 R. the eonstruction
of the foundation of soctalist economy ls
being completed.”

Here the question arizes: What do the
foundations of socialist economy consist of ¥
A house in which the foundation iz soe-
inlism, but which needs walls and a roof.
In a general waoy, Marxism assumes that
the foundation of a socinlist society is to
be fouwml in capitnlism developed to  its
highesr siage: without this, =ocialism  is
impo=sible, It is the task of the proletar-
jat to transform the socinl structure of
capitalist economny, by proceeding throngh
viarious stages hy means of the proletarian
dietatorship with a methodical  organiza-
tion of economy leading ap to o socinlist
society. From this ir follows that those
who claim that in the U7, 8 5. . the
fomndations have heen completed thereby
say that no great progress has been made
over capitalism, whiech ix like saying noth-
ing at all. Tn reality, Leninisin has never
piciured the development of socinlism as
a verfical development. bat rather as a
development step by =tep. In “The State
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and the HRevolution™ the development of
Communism iz presented as follows: (a)
war Communis=m: (b) Socialism: {(¢) Com-
munism. This iz the way Lenin pictnres
the development by stages, After the pro-
letariat congquers power, it cannot imme-
diately conduct the entire cconomy, that
i=, it eannot instantly institute socialism,
It nationalizes the most jmportant factories,
then it extends this action lo the minor
indusatries and after it s=ets itself the task
of socializing agrarinn econompy. That 13
what s going on in the TU. & 8. R. and
this would continue with ever greater sue-
ce=s, if the leadership were #o analyze the
situation as it actually is. That is why
the only corregl, fopmulation is tlat of
comvide Trotsky on the natore of the
soviet state: “The U. 8. 5. R. has enterad
the first stagze in the development of so0e-
jalism”. The formulation of the Wleveath
'lenmm is theoretically impotent, it iz the
formnlation of people who have been fri-
ghtened away from thelr slogans of yes-
terday, when they were speaking of hav-
ing entered into socialism, at a time when
milk was lacking for the children and for
whem they had to justify their bureaucratie
adventyrism.

The Colonial Question in China and
in Indla

Which class leads the liberation move
ment of the colonial masses in the colonies
angl  the The prole-
tariat, allied with the peasantry and lead-
ing it, defeats the power of
clagzes, fights against foreizn imperialism,
against native capitalism, against reaction
and, supporting itzelf upon the peasantry,
it institntes the proletarian  dictatorship
by means of the Soviers. This iz  what

backward countries?

the ruling

Lenin taugzht us. Bat Stalin has revised
Lenin, presenting as an example of the
Soviet system, the institution of Soviets

In the agrarian rezions in China, He has
thereby dielared that the peasantry  ean
play an fwdependent role and organize it-

self a1 Sovier government that will lead
fto the socialist reorganization of China.
The Eleventh DPlenum goes still further:

“Due to the manifest experiences of the
mas=es in the Soviet provinces, the Sorv-
iets and the red army, which have issued
forth from the agrarian revolution, draw
into the strugele the industrinl centers.”
Not only is the peasantry, then, an inde
pendent class, but it is the class which
actively dircets and organizes the prole-

tariat! It is clear that we have here a
new theory that breaks completely  with
Leninism. It is pure Stalinism . And

we may rest assured that the originators
ot tli= theory have nothing in common with
Marxism-Leninism They do not understand
its importance for the development of the
colonial movementz. But here we find a
gecond point which completely destrovs the
peace of this dilemma, and that is the
estimation on Indin:: “The nequisition of
the leadership of revolntionary  liheration
movement of the masses by the proletariat
is at present the most important condition
for the vietory of the Indian revolution.”
Then, it is not the peasantry any more
that leads in the revolutionary liberation
movement; but the proletarint. But  in
what iz India lese  favored than
China? Why can the peasantry lead the
revolution in Ching but not in India? Is
Stalinism justified in China? Where ia the

difference? In the specifie weight of the
proletariat? Or in the character of the
peasantry? Up fo the present we do not

know of any political and soclal differences
aside from the fact that in China Stalin
alrendy has been able to ally himself with
Chiang Kai Shek wherens in China that has
not yet happened.

{(To be Continued)
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