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Hands off Rosa Luxemburg

stalin's .artlele, "On Some Questions
in the History of Bolshevism™ reached
me after much delay. After recelving it, |
for a lomg time I could not forca my-
gelf to read it, for such literature sticks
in one's throat like saw-dust or mashed |
bristles. Dut still havng finally read l1;.I
I chme to the conclusion that one Cinmkd |
ignore this performance, it only becaunse
there is included in it a vile amd bare-
faced calumny about Hosa Luxemburg.
This great revolutionist ls  enrolled by
Btalin into the camp of Centrlsm ! He
proves—nol proves, of conrse, but ASSETLE
—that Bolshevism from the day of i3
ineception haeld to the line of o split with
the Eautsky Center, while Hosn Luxen-
burg durlng the time sustained Kautsky
from the Left. 1 quote his own wotils,
sLong before the war, from pbont 1903-
16904, when the Bolshevlk group had form-
ed in Hussia and when Lefts first made
themselves heard in the German accinl
demoeracy, Lenin took the course to-
ward @ break, s split with the oppof-
tunists both at home, In the Russlan &0
clal democratic party, and abroad in the
I lnternational, apd the German Social
Iemocracy in particular.” That ihis,

Reply to the Slandering of
a Revolutionist

sfiry organizational conclusions It is
not to be gainsald that Hosa Luzemburg
did not pose the guestion of the struggle
against Uentrism with the requisite com-
leteness,—in this advantages were cotire-
ly on Leunin's side, But between October
1916, when Lenin wrote about Junius's
pamphlet, and 1808, when Bolshevism had
Atz inception, there is a lapse of thirteen
yearg; in the course of the major part
of this period Rosa Luxemburg was Lo
be found In the Opposition to the Kaut-
sky and Bebel C. C, and her fAght against
the formal, pedantie, and rotten-at-the-
core “radicalism” of Kautsky {00k on an
evier increasingly sharp character.

Lenin did not participate in this fight
and did not support Hosa Luxemburg up
to 1914, Pussionately absorbed in Hus-
glan affairs, he preserved exirame cau
tion in internotlonn]l motters 1o Lenin's
eyes Dobel ad Kputsky stood lmmeasur-
ably higher as revolutionists than in the

however, could not be nehleved was Jdoe
gntirely to the fact that “the Left social |
democrats in the 11 Interuational, um:ll
first of all, in the German gocinl dem-
peracy compossd 8 weak and impolent
group . . . that was fearful even of _nl:;
tering  aloud  the word, break, split.
Such is the basie formulation of the arti-
ole. Begloning with 1903, the Bolshevika
stood fors i break not only with the
Right but also with the Hauntsky Center,
while Rosa was afrald even to mentlon
openly the world “split™.

STALING IGNORANCE OF

PARTY HISTORY

To put forward suth an gssertlon, one
must be absolutely igworant of the his-
story of one's own party, and flrst of all,
of Lenin's ideologleal course. There &
not & single word of truth in Stalin’s
point of depariure. In 1903.1804, Lenin
wag, ndesd, an irroconcilable fou of Op-
portunism in the (ierman pocial dem-
ocracy. But he tonsldered as opportan-
fsm omly the revislonlstic trend, which
way lsd theoretically by Bernstain.

Kautsky at the time Was te be found
flghting agamst Bernsteln.  Lénin oon-
gidered Hautshy as his temcher and
stressed this everywhere he conld. In
Lenin's work of that period, ns well for
a number of years folloWIing, ot Izt
find even a trace of eriticism in  pPrin-
ciple directed against the treml of Bebel-
Kautsky. lnstead one finds & EEII.H_GE
declarations to the efect that Boelsheviusm
g pot some sort of an independent trend,
but s only & translation into the lang-
page of Husaion conditions of the trend
of Bebel-Kautsky. Here ls what Lenin
wrote in his famous pamphlet, “Two
Tactues”, In the middle of 1005, “When
and where did 1 call the re'rmuthml.ﬂ-:lln
of Bebel and HKautsky ‘opportunism"}
When and where did any divergences
pome oul Into the open petwesn me oh
the one hand and Bebel and Eautalky?
__ The complete solidarity of the inter-
pational  revolullopary gocinl-democTacy
in all majer guestions of program u.nnr!:
tejctie is an  Incontrovertille fact.
Lenin's words are so clear, precise, and
categorical as to entirely exhaust tha
guestion,

A year and a half later, on I}n}@ber
7, 1906 Lenin wrole, in the aiticle “The
Crisis of Menshevism”, ©. . From th
very firat (see “Oune Step Forward. Two
Steps Backwards™) we aflirmed thal we
are not creating any special sort of Bol-
ghevist" tendency ; we ouly take our stand
everywhere and at all times in defensy
of the peint of vlew of the revolutionary
soclal demoeracy., Aund within the social
demoeracy, right up to the goclal revolo-
tlon, there will Inevitably be an oppor-
tunistic and a revolutlonary wing.”

speaking of Menshevism, &as the op-
portunistic wing of the socinl democracy,
Lenin compared the Mensheviks not with
Kautskyiem  but  with revisionism.
Moreover bhe looked upon Bolshevism as
the Russisn form of Haotskyism, which
in his eyes was in that perlod Hlentical
with Marxlsm, The passage we have
just gquoled shows, jpeldentally, that
Lenin id oot at all stand absclutely for
a split with the opportunists; he not only
admitted but algo considered “inevitable™
the existence of the revisionlsts in the
poclal democracy right up to  the gocial
revolution.

Two weeks later, on December 20, 1908,
Lenin greeted enthuslastically KEautaky's

eyes of Iosa Luxemburg, who observed
them ap closer range, lo action, amd whe
was wuch more directly subjected to the
atmosphere of German politics.

The capitulation of the German soclal

democracy on August 4 was entirely un-
oxpected by Lenin, It i well koown
that the igsue of the Vorwaérts with the
patrietle declaration of the soclal dem-
scratic factlon was taken by Lenin to be
@ forgery by the German glaff. Only af-
tér he was absolutely convineed of the
gwful truth, did he subject to revision
his evaluation of the baalc tendencles

while so doing, he performed that task
lu the Leninist manner, L e, he finished
it off once for all

On October 27, 1914, Lenln wrote to
A. Schllapnikov, * . . . I hate and desplse
Kautsky mow more than all the rest, the
fiithy, vlle and self-satiafied brood of
hypocrisy . . . K. Laxemburg was right,
ghe long sge understood- that Eautaky
bad the bighly developed ‘servility of &
theoreticlan—to put It more plainly, he
whs ever o Aunkey, a funkey to the ma-
jority of the party, & flunkey to oppor-
tunfam.” (Loeninlst Anthology, Vol 1I,
puge 200, (my smphass).

Were there no other docuoments (and
there are hundreds), these few  lines
alone could not unmistakably clarify the
history of the questlon. Lenin dpemed it
pecesgary at the end of 1914 to  inform
one of the colleagues clescst to him at
the time, that “now”, at the present
moment, today, In contradistinetion to
the past, he “hates and desplses™ Kaut-
gky. The sharpness of the phrase Is

and expectations. No less vivid is the

of the German soclal democracy, aod)

an nnmistakable indication of the E:tcntl
to which Kautsky betrayed Lenin's h“pﬂ,qumtinn evidence as a witness Iin ordor

peeond phrase “H. Luxemburg waos :|'ig'h|t.I

by LEON
TROTSKY

ghe long age understood that Kautsky
had the highly developed ‘servility of a
theoreticlan' . . . " Lenin hastens here|
to recogoize that “verlty™ which he did
not see formerly,*or which, at least, he
Ad not recognize fully on Hosa Luxém-
bnrg's slde.

Buch are the chisf chronologieal guide-
posta of the guestions, which are at the
same time important golde-posts  of
Lenin's political Siography. The fact s
induliitable that his ideslogical orbit is
represented by o continually rising curve
But this only means that Leoln whae not
born Lenin full-fledged, a8 he i3 pletared
by the slavering daubers of the “divine”,
but that he made himszelf Lenin. Lenin
ever extended hizs horlezons, he learned
from ofibers and doally drew bimself to
a higher plune ithan was his own yesber-
day, In this pesseverance, In this stob-
born resalution of o continuwal spiritasl
growth over his own self did his herolc
spivit Amd its expression. If  Lenin in
1905 had understood and formulated av-
erything that was requlred for the coming
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times, them the remalnder of his life
would have consisted only of reiterations,
In reality thizs wus not at all the case,
Stalin simply stamps the Stalinist {m-
print on Lenin and coins him into the
petty small-change of . numbered adages.
LUXEMBURG'S STRUGGLE
AGAINST EAUTSHY

In Roza Luzemburg's struggle against
Eautaky, especially in 1010-1814, an im-
porteant, place was occupled by the gues-
tions of war, millteriem and pacifism,
Hauntsky defended the reformist program,
limitations of armaments, jnternational
court, efe, Hosa Luoxemburg fought de-
clslvely against this program as illosory,
On this guestion, Lenin was in  some
doubt, but at a certaln peried he stood
closer to Kautsky thano to Hosa Luzem-

[ burg. From conversatlong ot the time

with Lepin 1 recall that the following,
argument of Kautsky made a great Lmrj
pression wpen him: jost as In domestle
questlons, reforms are products of the
cevolutlonary class stroggle, so lo ioter
pational relationsbips It is  poalble to
fight for and to gain certaln guarantees
(“reforms”) by means of the interna-
tlonal class struggle. Lenin consldersd
it entirely possible to support this poal-
tion of Eautsky, provided that he, after
the polemic with Rosa Luxemburg, turm-
ed upon the Rights (Noske and Co). I
do not undertake mow to say from mem-
ory to what extent this circle of ideps
found its expression in Lenin's articlos:

theoretical blography of Lenin. In the
gutump of 1028, at the time of oar <ol
lective work over the platform of the
Left Opposition, Radek showed Kamenev,
Zinovier and mysell—probably also to
other comrades as well-—a letter of Lenin|
to him (16117%) which consisted of the de-
fenee of Hautsky's position against the
criticlsm of the German Lefts. In  ae-
pordance with the regulation passed by
the . O Radek, like all ofbers, shounld
have dellversd this letter to the Lenio
Institute. Bot fenrful leat it e hidden,
if not destroyed in the Stalinist factory
of fabrlcations, Wadek declded on  pre
setving the letter till some more oppor-
tune time. One cannot deny that there
wis some foundation to Badek's attitude.
At present, however, Radek himself has—
though not very responsible still gquite an
aotive—part in the work of produacing
palltfeal forgerles. Suilice It to reconll
that Radek, who in distioetion to Stalin
is acquainted with the history of Marx.
s, and whe, at any rate, knows this
letber of Lenin, found it possible to make
a public statement of his solldarity with
the ineolent evaluation placed by Htulin
an Hosa Luxemburg, The clrecumstance
that Radeok acted thereupon under Yaro-
glavaky's rod does not mitignte his goilt,
for only desplecable slaves can rendunce

SATURDAY, AUGUST 6,

It iz mot correct to assome that the
petty bourgeolsle, which formed the bulk
of the troops of Fascism in Italy and
Germany &t its loception, are automatic-
ally punrantecd to support such o move-
ment elgewhers, always and from  the
very outset, Fascism, attaining power
in Italy, very awiftly demonstrated that
the desperate hopes placed in it by the
petty bourgeoisie as w defense agalosg
the big bourgeoisle, were grounded In
nothing substantial, Mussolinl very soon
revenled the elementary political truth of
the present epoch in particular: the petiy
bourgeaisie can  play noe  indepeaslent

ot the proletariat. In Italy, Foasclsm s
the instrument of naked role by the

laudowners, Nor could it be otherwise.
This diznppolotment of the lusions of
the petiy bourgeolsic causcs many of
ihem, partlcularly in other coundtries, to
develop o cectain hostillty towards Fasc-
fsm, which they envisage, and with
n certiin justitention as the betrayer of

the principles of Marzism in the name of
the principles of the ood.

However the matier we are coneernad
with relates pot to the personal charie-
terization of Radek bnot to the fate of
Lenln's letber. Whai bappened to  it?
Is Radek hiding it even now from the
Lenin Institote? Idardly, Most

ably, he entrosted it, where (it shouwlid

prob-| for the petty bourgeoisie.

cthelr hopes for relief from the uapper
aad nether millstones of the cluss strog.
gle

This Lostility we se¢ manifested o &
amull measure by the erles of fear utter.
ed in this country by typleal spokesmen
In the United

states, so thoroughly dominated by

he Eﬂtl‘-ﬂ.ﬂtﬂd, fAd A Eﬂhﬂ!hlﬂ pmf of an' “I.Ullﬂ].."l]‘"-"‘t l.'-ﬂ.rll.[-l:l”sm. the erisls has beon

intangible deovotion.
store for the letter thereafter? Is it pre-
gervenl  in Htalin's personal  archives

And what lay in extremely severe for the middle class

eitizen, The gollath of bureaucratic govs
ernmment, arch-répresentative of blg cap-

alongside with the documents that com-| /18l looms before him like some mon.
promise his closest colleagues? Or lg i Strous nightmare. At every repressive

destroyed as mony other most precious

destroved ¥
WHERE IS LENIN'S LETTER
T BADEK?Y
In any case there cannot be even the

whadew of a politleal reason for the con-
cealment of & [etter written two decadsa

ago on a questlon that holds now only|

ano histoslcal Interest,

But It Is preclse: identity” hos

I measure taken by the executive commit-

| documents of the party’s past have he-enl tee of the sovercign class, our petty

bourgeols burgher utters a shrivk of ter-
ror: “Fasclam 5 growing in the United
Btates!  The government I8 torning
Faseist! There i3 o Muossollnd In the
White House!®

Deway's Theory
The extent to which this “mistale In
unfolded I8 surprlsiog.

Fascism-U.S. & Germn

It Was Discovered in U.S. and Ignored Where It Really Was

ately followed by the futile confercnces
held by Hoover, the blg industrialists
and labor leaders, the Dadly Worker
suddenly announced that *“the Commun-
faf I'arty and the most Ccouscious sec-
tions of the working class—which more
and more recopnlze the Communist party
as thelr leader fn all present.day strug-
gleg—accept the challenge of Hoover's
wationnl Fasclst Conncil” (November 23,
i929), Thia in the leading cditorial.
And to make clear the extent to which
the Htallnists considered fhat  Fasclsm
hind already establlshed itz sway in this
conntry, It was annouwniced four days

role: it follows either the big bourgeoisie| jater, under the headline “Blg  Fascist

Body Almed at Workers—Act as Govern.
ment™, that “Out of the White IHons=e

sword of the industrialists and the iﬁrﬁd‘ erisis confercnees Lhas grown a powerfnl

Fagcist organization . . . Hoeover and his
oohorts find the wsual “democratic’ mich-
Inery of the capifalist state inndequate
to meet the onrush of the growing crisis
and have created this new, more facile
machine o fake over the most bnpoerinnt
funrctlons of the caplinll=p goverment
ab the present timwe . . . The  Fascist
nature of the sgrorian-imperialist-‘laboy’
bady makes it more useful {o the caplial.
ists than thelr existing stade machinery”™
{November 30, 1930

Fascism Iz the Governunent in U, 8.!

If the English languagye has npy i0eat-
ing at all, the Daily Worker was =peking
to convey Lo its readers the idea that
the “ordinary democeratic™ state mach-
Inery of the bourgeoisle was no longer
aervicenble to it and that a Fascist coun-
cil was now acting as the government,

Another few daya Inter, p beadline an-
uonneed that “Congress Takes  Iack
Beat For Fascist Council™, and the artl.
cla read: “Congreas, which meels next
week, will be merely an appendage to the
new Fascist, capltallst grouping, Iloover
will act as the executive of the Fasclat
ceonomice eonncll, and attempt very .
tle through Congress In the prosent
crigle” (Dwecember 2, 103). “OUrganizs-
tlon Iz rapidiy growlng,™ boasted the

Iy the historical walue of the letter that John Dewey, the pathetic figure who 1a) Worker on December 5, “to mest the

iz exceptionally great.
as be really was, and not as he 18 being
recreated o thelr own semblanes and
lmage by the bureaueratic dunderheads,
who pretend to Infallibility. We ask,
where I8 Lenin's  letter to  Radek?
Lenin's letter must be where it belonga!
Put It on the table of the party and
of the Comintern !

If one were to take the disagresments

It showa Lenln sccking to organlze o third party of

liberalism, rarcly mirses an opportunity
to give wvent to his theory about the
growing movement of Ameriean Fasclam,
The Matlon and the New Republle echo
him along the whole geale of thelr fechle
tones,  The plagiariat par-exeellence from
the ideas of libkrallsm, soclal demoecricy
am] Stallulsm, A, J. Muste, slngs the
same song of dread. MNorman Thomos

the_ question would require a particular- between Lenin and Bosa Luzemburg jn' and the other member of the American
Iy eareful analysis. Neither can I take thelr entirety, then the historleal cop- Soclalist priesthood are of course also

upon myself to assert from memory how
soon Lenln's doulits on this question wene
setfled, In any case they found their
cxpresalon not enly in conversations but
alag in ecorrespondence. One of these let-
tors ia In the possession of Karl Radek.

I deem it necessary to supply on this

to attempt in this Mmanner to save an
excaplionally valoable docament for the

The Eacia":t Party

The Soclalist party has written io
gome forty plenks into its electlon pro-
gram. Its promises run all the wary
from the abolitlon of child labor to
splapned production and sccial comtrol’.
The Soclalist party 18 the party of grad-
valness.  According to this copception
they expect to gain all their demands,
ercluding the wery last one, and then
the capitalist syatem will have been s0
greatly reformed, that its abelition will
be o mere triviality., In this, the Hill-
qults claim, resldes the “reallsm™ of
thelr program as opposed to the *“fana-
telsm” of the Commuonlsts, But the
very “reallstie” German soclal  dem-
oeracy, the blood relations of the party
of Themas, Omenl and Lee have pursaed
thelr realistle program to the very end.
And where has It led them? Inte the
camp of the rond makers for Hither's
brown shirted hordes.

The 8. F. Frogram

The Scelalist party has a “bold” pro-
gram on unemployment. They advocate
poclal insurance, the slx hour day—fve
day week, as measures to relieve the
suffering of the jobless. And they say
further that the curse of unemployment
s due to the capitalist system and will
not be eradicated uotil the system ltself
la done away with. The economic crisis
works wondera on the physlognomy of
politiceal parties. It glves the democratic

angwer to Plekhanov's guestionaire on
the character of the Russian revolutlonm,
“What we have clalmed—that our fight
for the position of revolutlonary scclal-
democrfey agalnst opportunism, is in Do
manner whatsoever the creation of sume
‘original’ Bolshevist tendency—has been
completely confirmed by Kautsky. . . ."

Within these lmits, I trust, the gues-
tion 1= absoluotely clear. According to
Stalin, Lenin, even fram 1803, had de
manded a break In Germany with the op-
portunists, not only of the Right wing
(Bernstein) but also of the Left (Eaut
sky). Whereas in December, 1808, Lenln
as we see was proudly poioting out to
Plekhanov and the Mensheviks that the
trend of Kautsky in Germany and the
trend of Bolshevism in Russin  were—
{dentical. Buch fa part one of Btalin's
excurslon into the ideclogical history off
Bolashevism. Our investigator's serupu-
lousness and his knowledge reast on the
pame plangd
LENIN AND
LUXEMBURG

Directly after his assertion regarding
1903-1004, Stalin makes a leap to 1916
and refers to Lenin's sharp criticism of
the war pamphlet by Junjus, 1. e, Hosa
Luzemburg. To be sure, in that perlod
Lenin had already declared war to the

party marks of resemblance to the scclal.
st party, and makes the soclallst party
look somewhat like the Communista, Buot
this is more apparent than real. All
these parties have thelr specific place
and specific function. The Communist
party is the party of the workiog class,
of the proletarian revolution. The so.
clallst party Is the third capitalist party
which the bosses call wpon when thelr
old standbys have proven unequal to the
task. This s easlly provem, mot by the
rudical-sounding words In thelr platform
—the treacherous leaders of the 8 P
are past masters &t thls trade—but by
thelr deads which alwars hurl the e
clght back into thelr very glib mouths

How are the asnemployed to attaln so.
clal insurance, and the shorter work
week, according to the 3. P.7 By strug-
gle? By mass actlon to force the capls
tallst class to grant them these burm-
ing mecessities? No, heavens no! That's
a Bolshevik method, and we Amerfeans
disdain to use lmported Russlan tactica,
We stand by the constitutlon of the T
8., vote for ws, and you, the workers,
will get evervthing that your heart de-
glrea. Thus the Boclalst party through-
oot its bistory—Iin place of action, the
holy paper of the ballot box. This, In
it=elf, constitutes outright treason to
the working class. It 15 a trick to Iall

finlsh  against  Kouiskyism, haviug

the workers Into satlsfled slomber all

drawn from his criticlam all the neces- year round and to rely solély upon the

reciness I unconditionally on  Tenin's
slde. But this dees not exelude the faot
that in certaln questions, and during
definite periods Roea Luzemburg was
correct as agalnst Lenin. In any ease,
the disagreements despite their import-
ance, amd ot times—ihelr extreme sharp-
ness, developed on the bases of revolo-
tlonary proletarion policies common  to
them both. (Te be concluded).

and Unemployment

franchise onm election day.

When, in the history of the labor
movement in this op any country, has
the capitalist class graoted the workers
one elogle thing exeept where they have
been forced into 18 by mass pressore?
The ballot box did pot get even ope loln
of consideration. Why, the very right
to vote for the expropristed masses Wﬂlr
achleved thiough the force of working
class power. The elght hour day was
pot attaloned by voting one party In and
another out. The struggles that finally
securegd the elght hoour day for the Am-
erican workers, {(one of the brightest
pages in U, 8. labor history) constitute
the greatest denial of thia fake teaching.

Meaning of Ballot Box

The capltalist class well understands
the significance of the ballot box. Votes
are a clue to the strepgth of o partr,
but they do not indicate that the volers
are anythiog else but a discontented,
passive mass. It Is strlkes, demonsira-
tlons and huge movements that make the
capitalist eclaza alt up and fake noetlee,
The 5. P. fears to embark upon this
cpurge. Thus, as an avowed party of
roform, it ean never gain any reforms
at all.

But, if one wants further proof as to
the real meaniog of the promise of the
B. P, for unemployment insurance and
rellef, he has only to look to Euroepe.
There the Soclalist partles have aiready
had the honor to serve the bourgeolsic,
In governmantal capaclty.

In Great Britain the last et of the
late “labor® government is iodlicative of
this fact. Faced by a4 growing deflcit
in the budget, the MceDonald-Henderson
cabinet decided to save the capitalists
from bankrupicy. How? Hy eliminating
the allowance (o the parasitle royal fam-
ily? Ob, no! The Labour party leaders
are the "umble servants of his Majeaty
George V. No, thelr method was to
place this burden on the shoulder of the
proletariat, by cutting thelr already
palicy dole.

We bave aven a more glaring lnstance

In Germany. There the criminal leaders
of the German 8. D, oo pretext that

Bruening was preventing the advent of |.

Fascisgm slashed the wpemployment insar-
ance several times, in the notorions emer.
gency decreos. Thomas 1s shouting aloud
about Fasclsm belog prepared for Amer-
ica today. Thia Is laughable. HBut the
workers can rest pssured that when
Faeclem actually theeatens, he will bow
his knes before the American Bruening,

But the Soclaliat party saya that capl-
talism s the cause of uwnemployment
They proposs the abolitlon of the sys-
tem—by the ballot box. No forcible
conflscation of property--they promisse to
the fearful petty bourgeoisie.

Whon will !

i F— arm
Only when they get a parllamentary
majority. The nearest the 8. P. will get
to this “revolotionary™ act {8 to hold
the reins of govelnment for the bosses.
Today they are already In the saddle
lo the city of Milwaukee, The same evle-
tlons and police terror agoinat the un.
employed relgns in Milwaukee as in any
clty controlled by the democratic and
the Republican parties. This is a algn-
post for the futute. If the Republican
and Democratic partles are oltspoken
representatives of Wall 86, the Soeisl-
st party is its concealed, demagoglo,
radical-tongued servitor. And as such
it 1s &ll the more dangerous to the
working class In its struggle for aman-
cipation. A vote for the Communist
party I8 an indication that jou " are
aware of the beinous role of the 8 P,
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the order of the day in Germany is the most timely
document of the moment. It 18 priced so low for a quick aale. Order

‘found in this motley chorua.

I But this Inability to make o distine-
tion between the growth of repressive
- mensures Agninst the working class, vio.
Clence amd brutality nsed against 1t on
 the one hand, and on the other hand
Fagelsm, that Is, the naked rule of the
; bourgeois dictatorship in which every
fragment of the demoeratic ralment of
caplialism has been ripped off  com-
pletely, including the most elementary
rights of the working class movemont—
does not originate with Dewey, Musato
and Thoemas. In this country, it I8 the
contribution to politieal science made by
the Daily Worker ang its party directors.

The announcement that there ls ot
merely a powerful Fascist movement
already In existence in this country, but
that it has virtually taken over the
government, Is an extravaganza origine
ally displayed for the Instruoction of the
Ameriean workers by Stalinism,. In the
Hght of the uninterropted series of blun-
ders made by the German party leaders
In relation to Hitlerism in Germany, the
theory of the American party leaders
stamds out in all the bolder stopldity—
a striking revelation of the stodied Jn-
competency of the present.day leadership
{save the mark) of the International.

Alimost three years ago, with the out-
brank of the crisis which was immoedl.
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threatened drives of Hoover's
state apparatus.”

Plaloer spesch could not be asked for.
A Fasclst councll had been organized in
Amoriea. It was alrendy the state aps
paratus, The “wsual democrntic” Con-
gress was “merely an appendage to the
new  PFagelst, eapitalist grouping”. Tri.
umphadt Itallan Fasclsm has not scliev-
od very much more than this In ordep
to establish the dctatorship of the
Black Shirts.

In England Tes!

But not merely in the United States,
With the boldness of conception and
sweep that characterlzes genius and In-
sanity alike, the Dally Werker proceeded
te overrun Geeat Britain as well with
Ita brand of Fasclsm.tirsed-out.on.ilie-
editorial.typewriter-while-you-wail, O
December 5, 154, 8 nows story nanowne.
rn:d. “the swift transformation of Mae-
Donull’s government loto Fasclsm thin-
ly disguised as a ‘Councll “of State’ to
meet the economic emergency’. The edit-
orlal writer on the first page of the
same lssue (about three years ago, re
member! What foresight! What pro-
phetie gifta!) : “Following the example
of 1ty world-rival, the United .States, the
Britlsh capitalist class has begun orgnn.
izing for an opem Fasclst dictatorship
to replaca the famous Britlsh “democracy®
-+« Hamsay MacDonald's and the *Laber
Party’s functlon ls preclsely to prepare
the way for the open Fasclst dictator-
ship in Englond.”

But engugh is enough, Fven an ordlo.
ary qUeturr. not to speak of an Intelligent
Communist, knows that the stomach can
stind just so much and no more.  In
November-December 1029, the American
Staliniat erystal-gazers had hofsted Fase
iam Into power In the United States and
were swinging it into the same seat in
England. Outstripping the wildest plhan-
lasmagorias of fear which possess the
frightened soul of John Dewey, they saw
the monster of Fascism (to say nothing
of “soclal Fasclsm™) In the Unffed Sta.
te#, in England, in Abyssinia, in Iceland,
everywhere, In short, except where it
redally was: Germany|

And Germany?

In Germany, where Foscism was on
the march, where It was Erowing strong.
er by leaps and bounds, where it was
unfolding into a hideous menace to th
working class—the Stalinists at fArst
dended it altogether, then they ignored
L with a wave of the hawd, then they
proclaimed that it had reached the
heights of its strength, then they en-
tered Into & vulgar competition-in-nation_
wlism with {t-—<to the present day, when
they are sl ignorant nolut how  to
erush if, after having allowed It to as.
sume the proportiona it has. Faseism LT
hot 8 danger In Germany: no, only in
the United Stwtos @l England. Fascizm
wis not the danger in Germany ; no, only
“sorial  Fascl=m™, the “speelic form®
according to the gifted Bela Kun it I:Iu;-
1th Plenum, which Faselsm assumes in

the highly developed industeial
triea,

Fasclst

coun-

Isn't thiy Httle eontrast a  dazzling
tribute to the wisdom, the foresight, the
perspieacity, the diserimination, the in
fallibility of the present Staliniat lead.
ership, nationally and Internationallyy A
metrorologist who mersistently predicted
showstorms In the Sahara Desert and
hot spells at the North Pole, who an.
nounced squalls for & sunny Tuesday and
sunshine for a rain-drenched Friday—
hag a place set astde for him as & mem-
ber of the PoliticalBureau of the party.
He will At It ke a glove, —8,

THE TURN IN THE . I AND THE
SITUATION IN GERMANY {8 cut of
print and is available only in the BOTND

YOLUMES of comrade TROTSKY'S fti=
phleta. o




