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Nine Years of the Left @Oppositien

The Tragedy of the

Chinese Revolution

o -

When the full history is written of the
gogond Chinese revolution (1925-1027), it
will stand out as gn everlasting monua-
ment of condemnation to the leadership
of Stalin-Bucharin in the Russian party
and the International. For the firat thme
in history was it given to the young pro-
leturinn of the Orient to take the power
fmto its hamds, Bueh a victory would
have extended the Soviet power (rom the
frontlors of Poland to the Pacifle coast,
brought together close to a third of the
world’s population under the triumphant
panner of Bolshevism, and given such a
mighty impeiuas to the world revolution
as it has not had since Oectober 1917
Vietory lay within reach of the hand for
the Chioese workers and peasants, but
something unprecedented in history took
place: the leadership, clothed in all the
formal |||..|rh1;|:r5|_:; aof the Nussian revolu-
tion and the Communist Ieternational,
stoad in the way like g solid wall. Stalin
and Bucharin probibited the proletariat
from taking power. In the Chines¢ revs
olutlon the epigones played to the end,
and with tragle results, the role which
Lenin's struggle in the Bolshevik party
in April-May 1017 prevented them from
playing in the Husslan revolution.

The policy of the ruling faction during
the most declsive period of the Chinese
revolutlon was, as Trotsky puts It a
translation of Menshevism into the langu-
age of Chinese politics. The theory of
Stalin, Bucharln and Alartyonoy can be
gummed up as follows:

The Stalin Theory

They procecded from the standpeint
that China, as a semi-tolonial country,
wig being submitted to the yoke of im-
perialism which pressed down upon the
whaole notion, and upon all the clesses in
it with equal severity. ©On this groond,
the bourgeolszic was econducting a rev-
alutlonary war against imperialism  and
had to be supported by the masses of
workers angd peasgots, o s struggle
which was to be carcbed to vietory by
the establishment of a “democratic dic-
tatorship of the workes and peasants',
The “revolutlonary anit-lmperlallst united
front” was to be copstituted as o “bloe
of four clussea”—composed of the work-
ers, the peasants, the petty and largo
bourgeolsle. The embediment of this
“bloc” was the bourgeols Kuo Min Tong,
the party of HSun Yat Sen, apd after his
deatl, of Chiang Kal-Shek aml  Wang
Chin Wel. The Kuo Min Tang accord-
ing te Stalin, was g “revelutionary par-
liament”, o “workers' and peasants’
party" Inte which all the Chiness Com-
munidts had o enfer a8 A sobordinated
group, Even after the Bhanghal eoup
d'Etat of Chiang Kal-Shek, Bucharin
shouted that “we shall never surronder
the blug banner” (that iz, the banner
of the Kug Min Tang).

Since the Lourgeolste, according to
this conception, was conducting an antis
Imperfalist war agalnst the forelgn
brigamds, the class struggle nt home was
considerad liguidated. For the workers
and the Commubists to make any seriops
attacks upon the Chinese bourgeolisie
wonld be to disrupt the “bloe of the four
classes”. That iz why Stalln compelled
the Chinese Communistz to submit quietly
to the decisions of the MNatlonalist gov-
croment  which eatablished compulsory
arbitration in strike struggles. For the
same reason, lthe peasants movement was
ehecked with an iron hand in telegraphle
commands from Mozcow., Similarly, the|
Communists were inatrocted not to or-
ganize Soviets, first, because Hoviets are
the instroments of power of the prole.
tarlan dictatorship awd “not of the dem-
ocratle dictatorship”, and secondly  be-
canze Lo form Sovieta would mean to
overthrow the “revolutionary center™, as
Stalin called the Nationalist government
of the bourgedsisie.

The principal arguments of the epls
gones against the Left Opposition wers
that “Trotuky Jid not anderstand™ the
“pecullar” position of China ag a geml-
calonial conntry where the revolatlon was
“particnlarly distingulshed” by the fact
that it was antl-lmperlalist : further that
Trotzky did not undorstand that this was
& ‘democratic and not a socktaliat™ rev-
clution, consequently that its alm was
o demperatic and not a proletarian die-
tatorship; finally, that to “bréeak the un.
Ited antl-imperinlist front” would be to
fllennte the bourgesisic and “skip over
Btages™,

Thizs was the guldlng line of the lead-
era of the Comintern. Itz practieal of-
fects led directly to the victory of the
bourgeols  eouuter.revolution and the!
massnere of the vanguard of the Chinese
proletariat and peasantry by the very ‘al.
fies" whom Sitalin had chosen for them.

Tha “Dloe of Four Classes"

What wag the “bloe of four clazses” in
actuality? It was the form selected by
Stalin and Co., In which the Communs
Ists, that s, the genuinely revolutionary
vanguard, was subordinated, bound hand
and Toot, and delivered to the Chinese
bourgeoi=ie. In the “bloe” the Chinese
Communist Party did not retain a shadow
of lta own ilul:gpandéncq}_ The I.I-HI't-]". in
a Joint manifesto with the Epo Min
Tang, announced that {f differed with
the latter only “in some detalls”, that the
“united antl-imperialist front” had to be
maintained at all costs, and that the
Communiste pledged themselves not to
criticize the petty bourpgeols doctrines of
Sun Yat Senism. At the helght of the
pevolutionary storm the  Commpnists
played such an Insignificant {ndependent
role that they did not possess a daily
paper of thelr own, and even thelr weekly
petiodicals—we shall say rthing of thelr
contente-—were publizhed irrogularly. In
whole sections of the territory conguersd
by the Nationallst armies of Chiang Kal-
Shek, the Communlst party and the trade
unions continued to remain {llegal. The

arousing and preparing the masses against
the bourgeoisie, became the Instrument
of the bourgeolsle restraining the work-
ers from striking against thelr bourge-
ois “allies” and preventing the peasants
from rising to take the land and drive
gut the kulaks Rendered impotent in
ihe revolutionary situation, Stalln never-
theless left the Chinese party sufliclent
strength for it to hand over to the bBour-
pooisie the proletacion and peasant MAss-
eg It should have led against Chiang Kai-
Hhek and Co,

what coneeption did the Opposition de-
fond? It took az ite point of departora
the faet that the semi-colonial position
of China made the srtnggle against for-
elgn Imperiallsm an immediate task of
the democratic revolution. But, it polnt-
ed ont it iz precisely this position with
relation to imperialism that makes lo-
evitable the coming agreement Betwesn
the poljonal bourgesisie—secking cos-
foms autonomy——and  the lmperialists,
Both of them bound tegether by o o0mM-
mon fear of the Chinoee masses. The
demacratic revolution sets the sk not
only of liberation from the Imperiolist
yvoke but alse the solution of the agrar-
iam question, 1n China, however, the
country usurer and landowner ls so in-
timately bound up with the wrban big
bourgeoisie, the compradors, and Io the
lusf analysls, the forelgn bourgeoisie,
that the agrarian revolution can only be
ciarried out ln violent struggle against all
these clement=, Will the bourgeclsle or
oven the petty bourgeoizie lead the mass-
4 §n solving this problem? Quite the
contrary. Only the proletariat of Ching
can lead the peasantry in the stroggle
for Hberatlon and the catablishment of
thele own power, In this struggle, it is
necessary to establish a blee with the
peity bourgeois masses, but & bloe which
is led by the proleiariat whose vanguard
I organized inte g separabe Communist
party, subordinated to no other party
and peting independently,

What guarantees must the Communista
extablish for the wictory of the rFevalu-
tion? DPrimarily, to rely apon  them-
welves, upon their own armed  fofees,
upon thelr own apparatus, and In the
end, upon thelr own state machinery. The
Canton government I3 not our govern-
ment just #s the Notlonallst armica are
oot our Armles and the Kue Min Tang
Is mnot our party, but the armies and
party of the bbounrgeelsle,. The same
holds true of the Wuhan government,
establizhed by the “Lefts” after Chiang
Enl-Shek's conp d'Etat In Shanghal.

Everywhere, therefore, the workers
and peasants  must  form Hoviets, for
which they are alreasdy fighting instine-
tively,

The Smashing of the Opposition

For advocnting this course of netion,
the whole apparatus of the [ussian party
ahid the International was converted into
a michine to crush the Left Oppoaition.
From HSialin and Martyoov down to the
lwst functionary an Internatlonal cam-
paign was conduwcted to prove that Chinng
Knl-5hek was a rellable slly, and after
be had drowned the Bhanghal proletariat
I Its own blood, his place of honor In the
campalgn was taken by Feng Yu-hslang
and Wang Chin Wel., The whole Com-
mnolst press launded the bourgeols gen-
erals ag “our own™., The Koo Min Tang,
which the Russlan Politiecal Bureau had
declded (ngailnst Trotsky's solltary vote)
to ndmit Into the Communist Internatiompn.
al as a “sympathizing" party, was pre-
sented to the world as only one step
removidd  from  Communism, Toe such
lengths hed Stalinism gone in the Inter-
mational that when Chiang Eal-Sheks
armies entered Bhanghal to consecrate in
proletarien bleod the vwlctory of the
connter-revolation, the Fremch Commin-
Iat parfty sent him a telegram of con-
grotulations on the formation of the
“Blhanghal Compmme” !

The proposuls of the Opposition for
an Independent Communist party in Ching
were denounced withoupt stint. Thia
meant, eried Stalin and  Bocharin, to
Ivave the Kus Min Tang. to “desert our
allies", to drive away the bourgeoisie
frone the “united mﬁt”. to “skip over-
staged”. The bourgesizic had to be sup-
portedd, they contended, and the bloc
madntafwed. It i trae that in the “blge
It was the bourgeoisie who ruled and the
proletarlat who served, but this fatal
“detail” was overlooked completely in
the interests of the “notlonal réevoelution.”

Even after the Chlang Kal-Shek coup
{and It was not his first sipn of coun-
wer-revolutionism ), Stalin doggedly main-
tained his course. Only, in place of sup-
port to the "Kue Min Taog center” of
Chiang Kal-Shek which was supposed to
be leading the “anti-lmperiallst revoli.
tion”, was now put the “Kuo Min Tang
Left™ of Wang Chin Wel, which was
supposed to be lending the “agrarinm rev-
lution™. After Chiang Kal-Shek had led
his troops to Shanghal in order there
to join forces with the foreign imperial.
Ists against the Chinese masses, the gov.-
ernment of the “Left" bourgeolsle wasg
el up in Woban, In this ecase too the
ghastly ecxperiment In Menshevism was
conlinued on w “higher senle”. Stalin enll-
el the Wuhan government of hourgeals
politiclans the “revolotlonary center” of
the South. According to Stalln, the
Wuhan cllque was nothing more nor less
than the “democratic dictatorship of the

i proletariat and peasantry”, And if this

was the case, the proposal of the Opposd-
Hon {o form Boviets In the Wohan tersl-
tory was, you see, & criminal adventure,
For if we already have the “demoeratic
dictatorship™ set up, what purpose is
there in organizing Soviets, which are
organs of power and must consequently
be almed at overwhelming the exiating
reglme? This {8 how the Stalinists ar.

party, instead of becoming the leader in

Bued.
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Stalinist Ministerialism

Into the Walmn government were scnd
pwo Commoplst ndnisters, one as  the
minigter of labor and the other, Tang
Ving Shan, who had already distinguish.
pd himsgelf in Moscow and China In the
atruggle agninst “Trotskyism” because It
synder-ostimated the peasantry™, as min-
ster of apriculture. How did this bour-
geols povernment, the “organ of the
agrarian revolution”, procceed to act? In
the customary manner of all bourgeols
governments that exist only by grace of
the lmmorance, disorganization aml weak-
ness of the revolnlionary mas=es, It
antght te erush the workers' il peas-
ants" movement, and io thiz tagk it found
the sixznal support of the two Commienist
ecaptives who served the Chinese bour-
geoisie a5 ministers under instroctions
from Moscow, Wahan proceeded to “or-
ganize the agrarian revolution” hy send-
fng the Communist minister and antl.
Trotsky expert Into the countryzide at
the head of an armed divisien for the
purpose of suppresaing the insurrection-
ary peazants! ITn thiz one episode is il
Tominated the whole ecounter-revolution-
ary course which Sralinlsm pursued in
the Chinese revolutiom The Communist
vangunard wis ransformed Ly Stalin In-
to the club with which the bourgesisie
gmashed the mazses into submission,

It must be acknowledged that Stalin’s
allles in the camp of the Chiness bours
geolsie proved to be less faithful to him
than he was to them. Practically at the
moment when he was sharpening the
knife for the neck of the Bhanghnl pro-
letarfat, Chlang Kab3hek was belng
lauded in Moscow by Btalin, who pro-
clalmed him & loval ally, and condempned
the Oppesition for proposing mensyres
against him, Sialin sufered the same 1n-
evitable disappeintment with the Wuhan
government, It followed with  almost
staged accuracy in the feotzeps of Chiong
Eni-S8hek. The “Left Koo Min Tang™
leaders proved to be not one whit more
revobitionary than their Tight wing
brothers-under-the-skin. The fantnstic
“Qemoeratic dictatorship of the proletar-
iat and peasantry, which Lenin had
kicked Into ithe dustbin of history in
April 1917, proved to be, in Ching of a
decpde later, a reactionary noose around
the necks of the proletariat and peasan.
fry.

With his  “workers” and peasants’
party”, with hiz “antl-imperialist anited
frong”, with his “bloe of four clusses”,
with hiz "revolutionary parliament of
the Kuo Min Tang", with hiz “dems
ocratic dictatorship” and opposition to
the formation of Bovielts woder prole-
tarlan lendership—with all this Htalin
played the reactionary part in China
which Tseretelll and Chernov senght un-
succeszfully to A1l in the Itusslan revolu-
tlon of 1817, This iz the only way In
which the tragedy of the second Chinese
revolution will be recorded in history.
At every stage o the struggle, the Op-
position defemded the tested dectrines of
Marxlsm, of DBolshevism. The Cenirlst
apparains erushed the Teft Opposiiion,
But in doing se it only erushed the Chi.
nese revolulion,

==RITACHTMAXN,

The next article will deal with the
strugele of the Opposition for the plan-
ned industrinlzotion and agrarian col-
leciivizatlon In the Soviet Union.

f— .

The Situation in ltaly

(Continued from page three

The change in polley that fook place
mittes inm AMarch, 1930 and the Fourib
between the meeting of the Central Com-
Congress which met in the carly part of
1831, were wot due to a re-eéxmmninathon
of the Iteilan sliuation but were the
result of a geoeral change which ocour-
read in the policy of the . I and prove
with what lack serlonsness the leaders of
our party concern themselves with the de-
stinles of the proleturian revplution in
Italy. And that what we bad oceasion Lo
sny wag equally true, was shown by the
fuct that at the Fourth Congress, ofgan-
fzed by the leadership that expelled s
they were forced by the Congress io
condemn several false political poaltlons
defended by them one year agoe agninst
us—and having accepted our positien—
they have not falled to slander ws at
this Congress. Neverthelesa the fﬂﬂtl

remaing very important for us that at
the Fourth Congreesd, the leadership
which expelled ous from the party was
forced to recognize the pelitical positions)
defended by wns as correct, If we had|
been able to participate In this Congress
we would certaluly have demolished the
other false political positions which the
leadership succeeded in geiging  ad-
opledd,  In fact, the fnll responsibllity for
the Fourth Congress rests upon  the
shoulders of the party leadership which
organized it after having estimated the
altuation correctly and after having put
the party on puard against the *dem-
oeratie™ danger, for retaining the folse
theory of “social-Fasciam and following
from that, o persisting in the repudin.

the united front,

The Communist party should besome)
the most powerful motive foree in the;
Itallan situation for the mobilization and
the unification of all he forces of the
movemment agalnst the Fasclst dictator-
ship. It ean be the ceénter of attraction
for all the working masses by aldiog
them in the efforts they are making to
rlee against the Fasclst dictatorship.
And in the course of the large movement
which will multiply and gain leadership
over it In A& firm fashion. "“But only on
the eondition that they do not turn thelr
backs on the problems of democracy”
{Trotsky), by giving up the absolotely
negative pollcy towards the other anti-
Fasclst parties.

By contlnuing to lead accordlng to the
falze theory of “soclal Fasclsm™; and
conzequently, by not applying the tactic
of the anited fromt as 18 was taoght as

STRIKE STRATEGY

by LEON TROTSKY
¢

{Contimaed from last lzsue)

According to the testimony of Communist workers
(ef., say Lier Hote Aufbau), there s a great d.onil e~
mg said in factorics to the cffect that the sectiomal
strikes have no meaning at present, and that only a

neral strike could lead the workers out of thewr
troubles. “The general strike™ here signifies: the per-
spective of struggle. The workers are the less apt to
beeome inspired by disparate strikes because they }.'m‘l.'_c
to deal dircetly with the state power; monopolistic
capital speaks to the workers in the language of Bruen-
ing's cmergency deerees® .

At the dawn of the workers movement, in order to
draw the workers into a strike, the agitators often re-
frained from launching into revelutionary and secial-
ist perspectives, in order not to scare the worker away.
At present the situation bears just the opposite char-
acter. ‘The leading strata of the Geyman uiurl-:eu can
decide upon beginning a defensive economic struggle
only in the event that they are clear about the gen-
eral perspectives of the subsequent struggle. They
do not feel that these perspectives obtain among the
Communist leadership.

UNEMPLOYED AND EMPLOYED MUST BRE UNITED

In relation to the tactic of the March days, 1921
in Germany (to “clectrifly” the minority of the pro-
letariat instead of capturing its majority), the wr:._t.:r
spoke at the ITI. Congress as follows: “At t_hl:- time
when the overwhelming majority of the working class
takes no account of the movement, docs not sympath-
ize with it, or is doubtful of its success; then H!Il': min-
ority rushes ahcad and by meehanical means strives to
drive the workers into strikes, then this impatient min-
ority in the guise of the Party can fall foul of the
working class and break its own head.

Does this mean that the strike struggle should be
renounced?  No, not rencunced, but it should be sus-
tained by ecreating for it mecessary political and or-
ganizational postulates. One of these is the restora-
tion of the unity of the trade unions. The reformist
bureaueracy, of course, is averse to this. The split
has hitherto assured its position in the best manner
possible.  DBut the immediate threat of Fascism is
changing the situation within the trade unions to the
detriment of the bureaueracy. The gravitation to un-
it.J.r s Eruw'mg, Shiould I_.{'i:]:rﬂ.'rt’ﬂ ::]i{]ue try under
present conditions to prohibit the restoration of un-
ity, this would immediately double or triple the Com-
munist influenee within the unions. Should the union
materialize, nothing could be better; a wide sphere of
activity would be opened to the Communists. Not
half-way measures are urgent, but a bold about-face!

Without a widespread campaign against the high

‘ cost of living, for a short working week, against wage

cuts; without drawing the unemployed into this strug-
gle hand in hand with the employed; without a sue-
cessful application of the policy of the United Front,
the improvised small strikes will not lead the movement

out to the open road.
L] L

LUXEMBURGISM—OR BURAUCRATIC VILLIFICATIONG

The Left social-democrats chat about the necessity
of resorting to the general strike “in the event that
the Fascists come into power.” Very likely, Leipart
himself flaunts such threats within the four walls. On
this account, Die Rore Fauxe makes refercnce to
Luxemburgism. This is villif ying the great revolution-
ist. Even though Rosa Luxemburg overestimated the
independent importance of the general strike in the
question of power, she understood quite well that a
general strike eould not be declared at one’s whim, that
it was preparcd for by the whole preceding course of
the workers’ movement, the policies of the party and
the trade unions. On the lips of the Left social dem-
oerats however the mass strike is more of a consoling
myth superimposed over sorry realty.

For many years, the French social democrats had
promised that they would resort to the general strike
in the event of war. The Basle Congress of 1912 even
promised resorting to a revolutionary uprising. RBut
the threat of the general strike as well as of the up-
rising assumed in these instances the nature of theat-
rical thunder. What is here involved is not the coun-
terposition of the strike to the uprising, but the still-
born, formal and verbal attitude to the strike as well
as to the upris.ing. The reformist armed with the
revolution in the abstract—such in general was the
Bebel type of social demoerat prior to the war. “The
post-war reformist hrﬂm“ﬁl:ing the threat of a gﬂln‘:rn]
strike is again a live caricature.

The Communist leadership, of course, bears to the
gencral strike an attitude that is much more conscien-
tious. DBut it lacks clarity in this question also. And
clarity is urgent. The general strike is a very impor-

tlon of the Bolshevik-Leninist tactle of; tant weapon of struggle, but it is not universal. There

are conditions under which the general strike may
weaken the workers more than their immediate enemy.
The strike must enter as an important clement into

the ealeulation of one's strategy and not as a panacea
in which is submerged all other strategy.

Generally speaking, the general strike is the weapon
of struggle of the weaker against the stronger; or, to
put it more preciscly, of the one who at the beginmng
of the struggle fecls himself weaker against him whom
one considers to be the stronger; sceing that I mysclf
cannot make use of an important weapon, I shall try
to prevent my oppenents using it; if I cannot shoot
from cannons, I shall at least remove the gun-locks.
Such is the “idea™ of the general strike.

The gencral strike was always the weapon of strug-
gle agsinst an entrenched state power, that had at its
disposal, railroads, telegraph, police and army, ete.
By paralyzing the governmental apparatus the general
strike cither “scared” the government, or ereated the
postulates for a revelutionary solution of the question
of power.

FOR THE DEFENSIVE OR FOR THE OFFENSIVE?

The general strike is the most effective method of
fighting under the conditions where the masses are
united only by revolutionary indignation but are lack-
ing military organizations and staffs, and eannot be-
forchand cither estimate the correlation of forees, or
work out a plan of action. ‘Thus, one may suppose,
that the anti-Fascist revolution in Italy, after begin-
ning from one or another sectional clash, will inevit-
ably go through the stage of the general strike. Only
in this way wil]l the prosent disjointed proletariat of
Italy once again feel itself as a united class and
match the strength of the enemy’s resistance, whom
it must overthrow.

One would have to fight in Germany against Fascism
by means of the general strike only in the event that
Fascism was EI.|.!'L‘H1']_‘|-' in power, and had ﬁ'rml_}r se1zed
the state apparatus. DBut so long as the matter con-
cerns the repelling of the Fascist attempt to  scize
power, the E-]DHH.II of the gl:l'u::l‘ul strike turns out to
be just so much space wasted.

At the time of Kornilov's march against Petrograd
neither the Bolsheviks, nor the Sovicts as a whole, even
thought of declaring a general strike. On the rail-
roads the fight was waged to have the workers and the
railroad personnel transport the revolutionary troops
and retard the Kormilov detachments. The factories
stopped functioning n:nl:,‘ in proportion as the work-
ers had to leave for the front. The industrics that
served the revelutionary front worked with redoubled
Cnergy.

AL the time of the October overturn there was like-
wise no talk of a general strike. The factories and
regiments already on the eve of the overturn were re-
cogmizing, in an overwhelming majority, the leader-
ship of the Bolshevik Soviet. Under these conditions,
to eall the factories to a strike meant to weaken one-
sclf and not the ememy. At the railroads the workers
strived to aid the uprising; the personnel under the
guise of neutrality aided the counter-revolution. The
general strike of railroad workers lacked any signifi-
cance: the question was decided by the preponderance
of the workers over the personnel.

Should the struggle flare up in Germany through
sectional clashes initiated by Fascist provoecation, the
call for a general strike would hardly meet the general
situation. The general strike would first of all mean
that city would be iselated from city, one scetion of
the city from another, and even one factory from the
next. It 1s more difficult to find and collect the unem-
ployed. Under such conditions the Fascists, who
have no lack of staffs, can obtain a certain preponder-
ance thanks to the centralized leadership. True, their
masses are so disjointed that even under these condi-
tions the Fascist attempt could be repelled. But that
is already another side of the matter.

The question of railroad communications, for in-
stance, must be taken up not from the point of view
of “prestige” which demands that everybody should
strike, but from the point of view of military expedi-
eney: for whom and against whom would the ways of
communication serve in the time of confliet?

It is necessary, therefore, to prepare not for a gen-
eral strike but for the repulsion of Fascists. This
means that everywhere there should be ercated hases
of operation, shoek troops, reserves, local staffs and
central authorities, smoothly working means of com-
munication and the simplest plans of mobilization.

—L. TROTSKY.
(From WILAT NEXT—Vital (uestions for the

zerman proletariag)

* Home ultrn.Lefts (for fustance, the Italian lmrd[-;l_nT
group} holds that the United Front is permissalle only In
ocronomie stroggles. The attempt to separate the ceonomic
strugzle from the political In our epoch s less fensible in
our time than ever before. The example of Germany, where
Wiage agrecments aml workers' wages are oot by means of
administintive decrecs should Instill this truth even in smnll
children.

We shall add in passing thoat in thefr present stage, the
Snlinista are reviving many of e early crotchetz of Bor-
diglsm. Small wonder that the “Prometoo groug’’,  which
hag learned nothing nad which hasn't taken a step forward,
teday, In the period of the ultra-Left zig-zag of the Comin.
tern stands much ecloser to the Stalinists than to us,

the C. I., at the very moment when the
Foselst dletatorship will feel s instabil.
ity resulting from the fact that it neads
to struggle against  serious  objective
difficalties, and agalnst the workers, the

peasants and the middle classes of the| . onn e

Bound Volume of Trotsky
Pamthti

THE DRAFT PROGRAM OF THE

TERNATIONAT SITUATION
THE SPANISH REVOLUTION

THE BPANISH REVOLUTION IN
DANGER

COMMUNISM AND BYNDICALIAM

elty, In goneral, who are serlously begin-
ning to march against it. At the same
time, when the soeclal demoeracy and the
other concentrationist parties are push-
ed by the situation Into o “Left” ol
thom, that menns to lead the party of the
proletariat, the Communigt party, into
jsolation and therefore to be able to do
nothing serlous toward the success of the

proletarian revolotion In Italy.
—BANTINI.

by Lenin during the four Congress of

BTRATEGY OF THE WORLI) REV-
OLUTHIN

WORLD UNEMPLOYMERT AND THE
FIVE YEAR PLAN

PROBLEMS OF THE DEVELOPAMENT
OF THE U. 8 8. R.

THE TURN IN THE C. I. AND THE
BITUATION IN GERMANY

GERMANY—THE EEY T{ THE IN-

The first, third and fifth pamphlets in
the above table are out of print and are
available only In the bound volumes.
Agaln we wish to repeat that in our
opinlon these works by comrade Trotsky
will be the texts which the coming gen-
erations of the revolutionary movement
will study together with the works of
Marx, Kngels and Tenin,
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