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Cur party is admittedly wenk, back-
ward in revolutionary action, and shot
through with soclal democratle tendeme-
les. We are accustomed to blame “ouwr-
solves™ for this. We have ugsed aelf-
critlelam to the point of self-abagement
But Is it only “ourselves” who are to
blame? Is It wot rather the fault of
thoze ln the Comintern who have neg-
lected the Rritish party and fts diifealt-
ios—neglectod not only the British party,
but all those parties which, ln capital-
jut, eountrieg, are striving to overthrow
the ourgeolsle?

The couwrse of evenis In the party lend-
ership has been ag follows: certain Hri-
tish ecomrades, by wvirtoe of their mili-
tant activity, commended themsclves o
the Russian revolutlonaries in the early
days of the Cominterm. They were
tnught some of the elements of Com-
munizsm, and returned to England to
lead the proletariat over the leng and

difficult course that lay ahend, From
that time om, thelr assimilation of
Moarzlsm and Leninism  ceassl  They

becpme burenucrats diveresd from  the
masges, {mmersed In routine work, and
ingapable of initlative, for inltiative re-
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quirea some freedom of actlom for Gts
development, and that = what oidr lead.
ers lacked—in additlon to theoretical
understanding.

We think that the present leadership
of the Comintern—the Btalin leadership,
has allowed things (o sllde In most sec-
tions of the organization. It-has been
content to let our fossillzed bureaucrats
carry  on here, provided anfficlent re-
porta were refurned, Roszinn triomphs
given publiclty, and defeme of the
soviet Undon advoeented. We say  that
the Five Year IMlan has absorbed prac
theally all the atténtion of our Rus-
sian comrades and that we have heen
forced Into the position of mere distant
admirers of Russian working class suc-
CoERRE,

To back uwp this statement, we glve
the following extracts from recent
speaches of two” well known Russian
party officinle—comrades Molotov and
Litvrinoif, Molotoy at the XVII Con-
ference (Moscow) of the all union Com-
munist Party on January 30th Iast, snid:

“The foreign poliey of the Boviet Unlom
is elear—It iz a pollcy of peace. It is
abvloms to all that we are totally ab-
gorbed in peaceful eonstruction in our
country and are deing all in power to

pravent all new Imperiallst attacks on
the Sociallst  Iepublic™. [ “Mostow
Naws", Feh. 2, 1052)

As"if this was not enough to make
clear the ladifference of the Hussian
apthorities to  revolutlonaey work in
capitalist countries, comrade Litvinod
on Feb, 11, at the Genevn “Disarma-
ment” Conferonce, announeed that, “The
sole alm of the Hoviet Government is
b build up Soclallem upon the terri-
tory of the Soviet Union!” (Daily
Worker (London)d, Feb. 1Z, 1832)

Thizs statement of Litvinoff's holds
the key to the whole deaperate situn-
tion of the revolutionary orgnnizations
putslde the Soviet Unplon, and eapecial-
I¥ In Great Britaln, It repeats plainly
the assertlon of Stalin that soclalism
can be confined to one country. This
pssertion was most glaringly made in
an interview of Stalin with a United
Press correspomdent in December, 1930,
when he was asked, “Can the capital-
iat and Communist systems co-exlst
peaceably ¥ Stalin veplied: "It s pos-
aible, and the best proof is -that they
have lived peaceably (sicl, side by
glde sinee the concluslon of the <lvil
war and the Intervention  perkod.”
(“Moscow News," Dec, 17, 1830), Ra-
dek followed thia wap =lx months Jater
(at the Treerzhinsky Club) with the

atatement, “Bolsheviem t no article of
export™ ! (“Mescow News™, June 18,
1031

Contragt the point of view thus ex-
pressed with the teaching of Lenim,
who said: “It Iz as impossible to pass
from eapitallsm to  socialism  without
breaking national frameworks, as it was
impossible to pass from  fendalism 4o
capltnlism  withoat adopting the ldea
as a petlon.” (Lenin, Collected Works",
Vol. 18, page T2)

The present leadership of the Com-
munist Intamationnl has, by ila own
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statements—and action—travelled a long
way from the decisions of the Second
Congress (1820) of the International,
where a resolution extracted from the
atatutes of the First International-was
unanfmounsly adopted. It was resolved
at ihe Hecond Congress: That the eman-
vipation of labor Is nelther a local nor
& national problem, but one of a social
character embracing every clvillzed
country, and the solntlom of which de-
pends on the theoretical and practieal
cooperatlon of the most progressive
countries,”

The leadership of our Britiah party
ghould bié the frst to agree with the
above rezolution, for in an Introductlon
to the Theals on National and Colonial
Questions of the Hecond Congress, the
E. (. of the C. I ¢. B. concluded with:
Finally, the ultimate alm iz indicated
in the World Sovlet Republle, to be
reached hy an ever-expanding Federa-
tlon of Soviet Repoblics, wnich shall
‘orgafiize world productlon, distribu-
tion and transport as a single problem.
Already, the economic needs of today
calla for this world economic organiza-
tlon, but the rival capitalist camps
are from their mature Incapable of un-
ity. That task awailts the World Hov-
fet ™

And mo donbt the leading officlals of
our party do agree with the Hecond
Congress reschutlon—"in principle”. But
in action they follow meekly the llne
lald down by the exponent of “soclal-
{sm i{n one country™.

Do we need a new line then? Cer-
tainly we do—a true Lenimst line. We
nead also to get away from the apolog-
atie attitude we have bheen alinpuns—u!
constantly blaming “ourselves” for all
the fanlts and shortcomings of the Bri-
tish party. Of conrse we have faulta,
chiefly those of theoretical backward-
noss and of Inexperience, but the roots
of our extreme disability e outside

Britain: they are to be found In  the
poliey of the Stalin leadership of the
Comintern—most strikingly condemned
by recent events coneerning Chion, but
always at fanlt in the past—a policy
of golng over the heads af the working
class (e. g flrting with Hicks, T'nreell

and Co.) of overestimating the strength
and stability of capitallam (unprepar-
adness to meet the present world crisia)
and of making everything subservient

to the immediate needs of the 170 5. 8
R.. regardless of revolotionary prob-
lems confronting the proletariat of the

capltallist countries,

Cur new line, to which we, the party
rapnk and fle, must adont oursclves, is
a lpe of Internationalism, of revolution-
ary actlon, of rapid expansion inte the
mass. of the workers. We need to
warmly greet workers outslde the party,
Instead «f lecturing them as inferlor
beings, Away Wwith sectarlanism! Into
the ma:a&u;-a.l Concentrale on our owWo
mvulutlmur; problems!  The best de-
fence of the Boviet Unlon s o i ree
and suetalned attsck on ont badrgeai=ie
here. A& pew world revelutionary sitie-
tlon Mes before ns, (wr own Oclober is
wat far digtant. The capitalist cla=a ia
golng to give us the war, Lef ua give it
war In returo—a ¢ivll war for the io-
ternatlonal revolution, for the dictator-
ghip of the working class, for the World
Boviet Republic,

—BRITISH WORKER.

Rakovsky on the Five Year Plan

{Continued [roms last Issue)

In the following metnltorgical factor-
ies and types of eénterprises, the amount
of defective goods was®:

Dijerdjinsky factory

(wrought iron plates) 382 per cent
Djerdjinaky and Petrovsky

factory (ateel parts) 4 por cent
Verkhnye-Turingk factory

{sbes]l parts) 104 per cent

Tapayevsky faclory
(shieet metal )

MNud jejelinaky factory
(high guallty steel) 3 per eant

Martl factory (steel) A2 per cent

Thiz list can. of courae, be inerensed
many tlmes. It s o matter, therefore,
pot of single defects, e of & whole
system of producing defective goods. The

0 ey eont

percentage of slate In the production of

coal increased sharply, reaching in some
ingtances as much as 18 per cent. Only
20 per cent of the bricks produced could
atand up under the established methods
of loading. Matters are still worse in
light Industries;, In which textiles broke
all records. According to the figures of-
ten guoted, the average percen age of
defective goods o the different trusts
wing D per cent. The press also quotes
the figures of (he losses in millions of
rubles, connected with this drop in gual-
Ity. It is characterlstic that (he pew
factories do not eemnain behiovd fn the
percentagea of defeclive goods, The
textile factory of the Melange Syndicoate,
which has™ been  recently  constructed,
produced in April, 9398 per eent (1)

and in May $237 per ocont  defective

A Few Lessons

The rvecent revolt in upper Llobregal,
in Callent sovia, Bergu, pigoelo and Gams
doner had completely paralyzed the power
af the exploitérs fur severnl duys ‘Toe
ved Hag of {he workers wayved over the
city bail fu several of the towna Al
of the currents of the Spanish revold-
tionary movement aguin tedted  their
theories in practice, The party Dpress
in Amerca, which had iguorved the Hpan-
ish revolution for months and months,
all of & sudden broadeast the news that
they had established Soviets in several
towns in Spaln. And among many other
things, they said tha, the Left Opposi-
tion was plavlog a counter-revolution-
ary role in the struggle. But a few days
passed, and eyen the blind  could sec
that, sad to say, the Communist party
was not leading the revolts, Nothing
more s =0id or heard in the Party press
or itg meetings about Hpain, yet the
struggle has not stopped, In spite of
the faet the Centrist press  is  silent
now, as they were In the previous

monkhs,

The legdership of the Natlomal Con-
federation of Labor again showed its
hand In stemming the tide rather than
fAaming the revolt. The vangunrd ac-
tion of the Amerlean Stalinites in pro-
clalming leadership of the struggles
was followed by the tail-endlsm of the
Spanish Stallultes in the strozgle. Mhe
gocialist and anarchist role adds Dew
welght to thelr role of betrayals, all of
which i#-summed up in a recent docu-
ment of the Spanish Left  Opposition
published in The Milltant, Feb. 27.

But slnce this document, we have new
material on the Anarchists that further
confirma the position of the Left Op
position on the role of the Anarchists
in the Spanish revolution. The Indus-
trial Worker of Mareh 8 carried an ar-
ticle by de Gozman, from the “La Tier-
ra”, translated by M. Olay. This artl-
¢le proves the anarchists have learned
nothing sinee their master, Bakunin
“captured power” in Lyons, France in
187

in Spaln, “Figols was ihe first town
to revolt and the last to be entered by
troaps, The town was for five days,
from Monday to Saturday, lving a re-
glme of libertarlan communism.” Lib-
ertarion  commaunism? And we ask
what may lbertartan communizm  be?
We are informed that, “Anarchism hos
been o reality for a week. And at no
place or time were there killings, rob-
barlea and excesges which according to
the detractors of anarchism are thelr
very essence.” These kind souls, these
humanitarinns, the subjective individuals
are more coneernad with the bourgeols| ©
apinion of them, than they are with the
interest of the workers. What of it, if
the bourgeols slander revoluitonists, call
them thieves, murderers, robbers and
enemfes of soclety? Can you  expect
anything else from the exploitérs ond
their flunkles? Have exploiters ewver
called the explobted nlce names when the
slave class desire to throw off the bur-
den of exploitation? If the exploliters
comfine their opposition to “nasty name®"
we wonld bave no ttouble  in tﬂkinl:_
power, but sad to say, thiz slander is
only a slight breeze of the horricane
they let loose on us ever chance we give
them. The individualism of the anarch-
jgta iz more concerned about thelr sub-
jective feclings than about the interest
of the worlers.

The anarchists, to make sure the bour-

geols learn how Christlike or Ghandi-
like anarchism is—“generous and ideallst
apirits that they were—once triomphant
with the socinl  revolution proclaimed,
ild not think of squaring accounts; they
did not want to shed blood, they did
pot even bother to humilitate them.
They selzed all arms to prevent the
enomy from attacking them: they post-
od pguards to avold belng surprised, and
leaving everybody in ahsolute freedom
they continued working the same as be-
fore, without thinking for a moment that
the triumph of the soclal revolution
would releasre them from digeging conal
from the entrails of the earth.” BMore
gonfugion In fewer words iz wvery dif-
ficult to write. They “did not think of
squaring accounts”. They disarmed
them and left everybody, “in  absolute
freedom"”. Without expropriating and
imprisoning the main forces of the en-
pmy olazs and finishing those who re-
glat, without establishing a Red Goard

and a dictatorship of the proletariat,

of the Anarchist Uprisings in Spain

thaey left the door wide open for the
exploiters b0 roturn, to reorganise and
to annlhilate them. Their coneept is to
—ilecree the state owt of existence; to
gimply prociaim the =social revolution—
but reality ls not so simple, You ocan
prociaim the social revolution and ralse
the red flag today and tomorrow find
white terror at its helghts unless  ade-
quale steps are taken to follow up the
first victory and to smash the enemy, to
smash thelr state and all means of ex-
ploditation that gecs with it aod-establish
a workers' dictatorship.

Thess “zeperons and ldealist spirits™
who esiablished “lbertarian commun-
ism"” say, “In ecvery place the Civil
Guanis, sheltered in their barracks, where
they take refuge; the bonrgeolsie locked
ap in their homes, are left alone, The
revolution had trinmphed aod the rev-
olutlonists cannot imitate their former
oppressors, by forcing them and the oloers
to share thelr §dess” This Ia nothing
less than a betrayal of the workers. The
anarchists do not Enow the elementary
difference belween a  snecessfol  social
revolution and a successful Battle in a
revolution, which, if mnot immediately
followed up—will result in defear. They
do ot kpow the elementary difference
etween fhe bourgesisie as  the roling
power, The former cxploiters, “are left
along” by the anarchist leaders and the
enemy reorganizes its forees after the
first wave of revolt and comes back in
the form of bourgeols terror, that showld
by all menps cavse us to congratulate
angl honor the “yenerous and  idealist
apirits”, the anarvchista of Spain! The
gnarchists in Lyons in 1870 decreed the
state out of sxlatence and established a
“liverfarlan comminizm" but befors 24
hours had passed, the sfate, in the form
of the Natlonal guards, returned and
dispersed the rebels, And once again
history repeats itself, only this time as
n farce.

They paid dearly for thelr “generous
ang idealist spleit”; by “ideallsts  whe
were fighting to make a better world".
The same article in “La Tierra® tell us:
“0f the rcbelllon there only remains,
gpparently, the memory of a handful of
men who, In jalls and prisen boats,
dream thoat the desired trlomph  will
come in the near futore™. Yes, 1E will
only be g dream If the same strategy is
repeated, g dream for soeme  bul  more
blaodshed and misery for the workers,
In “avelding” bloedshed they only briog
on more bloodshed and prolonged misery
and leave the door open for counter-
revolutlon to give the workers a blood
bath,

The anarchist leaders have learoed
nothing from these events bub the work-
era ate far from being  fools, as the
bourgeolsie clalms. They have learned
by these revolts. Our document from
Apaln, says in part: “In spite of the
incapable leadership and organization
of the anarchists, the workera of Car-
doner and Llobregat fought with admir-
able solldarity and diseipline and with-
drew in perfect strategle order and with
i minimum of losses, when they were
convineed the movement was defeated
“The most important fact to be e
conded in the uprising of Cardoner aod
Llobergat 1s the distiner political char-
acter.. The workers had selzed the ety
balls and hoisted the' banner of the pro-
letarlan revolution on top of the Luolld-
iigs themselves, That s to say, they
had selzed political power for themsel-
ves, In some places, the anarchist cle-
ment had prociaimed openly that their
alm was the establishment of the die-
tatorship of the proletariat. This la a
big step forward that the Communists
can point to."

Yes, many worker-followers uf. -
archlsm, seeing  “libertarian commun-
Bam"” in prociice dreew the concluslion that
they must establish a dictatorship of the
proletariat. This is a big step forward.

—H., 0.

The Communists and the Agrarian Crisis

The confusion existing in the ranks of
the Communist movement on the Agra-
rian dquestion cannot be seftled until we
trmce it to the source and at the same
tlme present the determining factors of

American  agriculture, The agrarlan
guestion in America cannoet e separited
from the establishment of the Third

International, affer the specessful Hus-
ginn pevolution and the establishient of
the Soviet Powoer. Up to fhat time, the
Specond International had a bundle of
confused Ideas on the agravlan and colo-
nial questions on the problem of the
rilationshlp between town and country.
In fact, the Becond International revised
Marxizmm on this guestion, leaving the
pepsantry and colonies as open stamping
grounds for imperialist robbery.

Marz and Engels present a clear an-
alyzsls of this guestion in their writings
amd Lenin and Trotsky (Trotsky, “Oar
Revolutlon™ 1905) brooght this gquestlon
down to practical working class politics
in the 1905 period, so succesafully car-
rled out im the 1917 revolution by the
Marxists. ‘Through the Third Interna-
tional this material and thess lessons
have become the property of the whole
clags throughout the world, expressed
by their vanguard However, since the
eatablishment of the Stalln regime and
the gradual crowding to the backgréund
aof the Marzisn idens, we have witnessed
f revival of revislonism on this question.
This time, from a different angle than
that of the Hecond Intermational

Thiz revislonlsm takes on two differ-
ent forms, one in the colonial countries,
and another in the advanced countries,
In turn, the problem as & whole fows
from the theory of soclalizsm B one
country. In the colonial countries, Stal-
inigm poses the question of the 1906
rovolutlon and not that of October 1817
and eomes to the concluslon of the “dem-
ooratle dictntorship of the proletariat
and peasantry.” Its  coocrete  expres-
glons have been manifold, with outstand-
ing points of revision soch as: the four-
clasa-party In China, Workera and Pen-
sants blocks, Peasant Internatlonal etc.
In the advanced capitallst countries and
particnlarly in Amerlea its opposite ex-
pression 1z menifested. The problem of
the farmers and the agrarlan crigls Is
pot understood and Centrlem, fn refuslng
to pose this questlon by showlng the
proper relatlon of town and country, has

lefy the door wide open for blunders.
They have left unanswered the whols
guestion of : What kind of a revolution?
What will it Ilook Jike? (Lepin and
Trotsky answered thls for Russia), We
cannot be satisfied with merely sayiong:
Soviets and dictatorship of the proletar-
bnt, What will the Soviets be like, when
we take power, in comparison to the
Hoviets established by the first workers'
clags rule and in a backward counlry
with the majorlty of peaganta? In place
aof these answers we have révislonism
For the advamced countries esxzpresalng
itzelf as: The “peoples’ revolution®,
‘Workers and Farmers partics and the
Workera and Farmers Government: Self
determination for the Amerlcan Negro
and the Antl-Umperiallst League, ete.
Cne question we must setile and that
will throw considerable lHght upon the
problem for the advanced capitalist
countries Is the question of American
agrigultural copditions today. Once we
lay down a Marxian analysis on  this
jquestion we can more readily come to
a proper understanding of the question.
The problem for colonial comntries will
not be taken up here. We will confing
ourself to advanced Americs.
Agrarian Development under Capitalism
A proper elevation of the problem calls
for an understandiog of its historieal
development and relation. Under pre-
capitalist conditions agriculture and
mamufacturing were established as a
nnity with manufactaring subordinnted
to agreiulture (manufacturing used In the
obaplete sense—hand-tool production).
"Domestle handicraflt and manufacturing
labor, as alde lssues to agricolture, which
forms the basis, s the prerequisite of
that mode of productlion upon which na-
tural economy rests, in Eurepean antl-
quity and in Middle Apes as well as in
the Imdian commune of the préseot day,
in which the tradictional organization
has not yet been destroyed. The capl
ml‘us!t mode of production completely dis-
aolvea this connectlon®. {Marx: Cap
ital, Vol. 3, page §13)". The capitalist
mode of production destroys this unity!
of agriculture amdl manufacturing
by the concentrafion of the means of
production and thelr fransformation into
eapital they are able to exproprlate the
direct producers and change them into
wage workers. These wage workers are

(Continued on page 4)

a.l'td.

of | goeds.  According to the figores of the
Feople's Commlsaariat of Workers' and
Peasants’ Inpspection, the perceotage of
defective goods In the peedle  industry
amounted to 0 per cent this year as
against 10 per cent last  year. Defec-
tve goods o the production of rubber
réaches 14 per cent, of shoes 13 per
cent. There ls-literally not o  siogle
branch of industry where (he problem
of quality s not a very pahut"ul oie, and
there ix albmost pot @ =ingle  branch
where the gurrent year did nol bring
& deterloration of quality, It % clear,
in connectlon witly this, that where the
produce has  to go through several
stages in the process of produclion or
through several branches of  Industry,
the poor gaality in ene branch iz mul-
tiplied by the poor guality in all the
other bramchies. ‘To whit conclusions
does an examinntion of the guestion of
nuality bring us? There are two cob-
cluslong:” (1) The deteriora lon of the
quality of production makes the quanti-
tulive indices more or less  Actitlons,
Even Kuibishev was compelled to admit
this at a session of the proesidium of
the Supreme Economic Council, whers he
dieclared ; “The fgures of ihe {remendouns
growth of industry becomw relative if
wi inke Into considerntion the gqualits-
tive changes". (“Ekonom, ZHzn", May
22 10303 “Za Indostrializatsio™ of July
18, expresses [isell still more emphati-

Loally, when it decloves that under sach

conditiona “all our quanilce ive achleve-
ments would not amount to a farthing™

In & whole series of Instances, the de-
teriorntion of quality not only annuls
ithe guantitative achievements, b even
converts them inte the opposite. For
example, in the survey regarding the
work In the fextile industry for the first
half year (“Za Indusirialisetsia™; April
B0y owir requl: “In many enterpriees the
plan of productien s [ultlled at the
expense of a growth In industrial loss-
es pnd n defective poods pmong dnish-
i and half-fApished manufactures. The
ultimate result shews that this males
the gquantitative achlevements negligible
and thet [t has Incurred losses to the
textile Industry and to national economy
ag & whole Finally, in several groups
of commodities, the cost of production
lg& mot covered, not o apeak of any ae-
gumulation™. Thiz is the reverse slde
of the high tempo of incrensing prodoe-
tion,

Only n comparison with the gualitative
mdlees ‘makes §t possible Lo judge the
quanticative  indices.  Without laking
inte account the guoality of the products,
the guantity fgures represent o mers
statistlcal fietlon, which does not &t
all glive a pletoee of the actual state
of affalrs., It Is entirely clear that only
by dividing the guantitative indices by
the qualitative ones, can a true pleture
of reallty be obtained. Such a pleture
wonld be conaiderably different from
ihe one drawn in fippant acticles by the
offficial press.  Unfortunagely, there are
not as yeb such indices, with the help
aof which It wounld be possible o deter-
mine the level of the gquolity of prodoc-
tlon and through that, also the actuoal
level of its guantitative growib, This
Iz our firat eonclushon,

(2} The qualitative Indices s0  far
achieved, not only disclose ;bhe great re-
Lativity of the guantitative Indices ol the
present, but also their possible trend in
the future, At the same time, the gual-
ita kve immlices nlso demonsteate Indire-
setly the degree reached by (he inten-
gity of labor, with which they are
closely bound up. Intensity of labor is
driven to such lmitz that <he worker
who produces the amount demanded of
him. 1s no longer able go direct his al-
tention to the guality. All  the data
indieate that {fucther om, we shall onee
more come back to this) on the glven
techmical basls, we have arrived very
close to the boundary, beyond which a
further increase in quantity throogh an
increase in the Intenaity of labor ean
only be bought at the expense of & de-
terioration in guality, The guality of
production I8 a signal warnlog that a
further incrense in quantity at the ex-
pense of an Incrense in the Intensity of
labor is no longer posslble.

{Ta he contioned)
Barnonl, July-August 1930
—(HRISTIAN RAKOVSKY.

* Thess fgures were taken from sev-
oral  l=maes  of  “Fa Industriafzstsion™
“or Industriplization”) and “Ekonomit-
chiskaya Zhizn™ (“Economic Life™) at
the end of the firs] half of the Ascal year
1930. But if there has been any change
ginee, then only for the worse—Ch. R.
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