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The Saga

By FELIX MOEROW

An analysis s long overdue of
the type of mind which the Com-
munist Party has drawn to tself
from the middle slass intelligentsia.
The latest and most shocking ex-
ample of the product of this mind
ja the attack on Leon Trotsky, In
the April 8 lssue of the New Ie
pubie, by it literary editor, Mal-
folm Cowley.

Mr. Cowley has for some years
been covertly stacking the cards
against “Irofskyl=m™ in his ¢ol-
wmns,  Now, at last, he has openly
playid his hand, In what pretends
to be a review of Teon Trol.ky's
“My Lile"—six yeuars after its pub-
Heation '—Cowley delivers himgelf
of a perssbal distribe; nothing
more venomous In tone. false in
fact, and confused in thought, has
been published against “Trotsky-
iem" outside the oficial Commuoanist
i*arty press,

The significance of hizs “review™
does not lie in the actual influence
Mr. Cowley exerfs among intels
lectaals,. Cowley inlerests s, -
ther, ns an ilostration of the type
af mind which has esponsed Stal-
inlsm, He himself iz gndoubtedly
unconaclons of what he represents;
for, ag we shall see the character
of his talents and the specific set
of his emotions, a2 wel] ns the gual-
ity of hiz mind, render him consti-
tutionally Incapable of nnderstand-
ing the implications of the polit-
fcal phirases he uses and the posi-
ifonm in which they place him.

The Lost Generation

Mr, Cowley has called himself a
member of the “logt generation™
(the phrase s Gertrode Stein's).
The lost generation consisted of
that specifie group of post-war in-
tellectuals whe were unable to in-
tegrate themselves in relatlon to
their social environment, They
conld read no pattern into the war
and Me aftermath of imperializm,
revolutlon and esunter-revolotion:
and they sought to escape from
what they could not understand.
It is even too flattering to imply
that they gought to ynderstand and
cotild noet; thele course was rather
a purely emotional refusal fo come
to grips with the life around them.

They regarded pollilcs as 4 mya-
tery or =& bore. The Américan
gcent was something to run away
from, if yoo had the mopey, They
gat around. these literary peolie—
the word “intellectual™ implies @
training and discizline which they
did mot have—Iin the European cap-
itmle, and the great poslt-war mass
movements  swept by their eafe
tubles and the Cowlers had not the
falomtest inkling of what it all
meant.  They looked unpon indivi-
duonls who concerned themselves
with socinl problems or actively
participated in the class struggle as
a species of coMural barbariamb,
Those were the herole days of the
Communist Internatlonal: the al-
ternative destinies of HKarops wsoere
palsed on the edge of & knife; all
who had eves could see that the
future of huwwaniy, of ealiure, wag
with the masses, But to the Cow-
leys “ihe masses” were an object
of distaste.

The Bohemian Life

The “rcivilized"™ life for these
“Iotellectunls” consisted in the or-
ganization of ceoterie Uternry cnlls
with o ritunl of gin, fornication and
dandifed rowdyism, which permit-
fed the freest personnl “expression”
fo everyvane, MHvery fad hod its own
coterie nmud its own eatchworda of
the moment.  Affer & brief period
of sterile exeliement these coberies
wonld digsolve §n a qonesi for new
anil more striking literary manner-
jrme, Evervthing was at o premiom
—=exeepl idens.

The ome member of the “lost 2ee
eratlon”™ who replly possessed e
alive talent of a high order. Ernost
Hemingway, wag the minnesingers
the lmmortelizer of the gronp. "“The
Bun Also Kises" was an unforget-
table porirayal of thelr feverish
bohemianism, thelr complete Lk
of micial or personal responsibility,
their utier disintegration and hope-
lesgnesg, In “A Farewell to Arms"™
Hemingway  explicitly stated,
throngh the mouth of his chief
character. the lost generation's dis-
trost of abstract {dens and com-
tempt  for thought, Hemingway
himself made great literature out
of the chnos about him.  Creative
writers and artiste ane never lost
They are sustained by their work.
Buot the gronp of which Cowley is
representative sobstifuted dramatic
gymbols, through conspicnous forms
of public exhibitionism, to get the
asgorance that ihey, tod, counted
in the world. They possessed no
creative talent: and their headless
grrations helped fhem to aveid the
realizatlion of thizs sad troth abouwt
themselves.

When the European cartencles
were finally stabilized and these Jit-
erary Valutaschwelne (as the Ger-
mans bitterly named those who
fattened on the unfavorable rate
of exchange) regretfully returned
to America, they tranaplanted their
oligues and brawls and gin-parties.
Thelr American perlod was perhaps
even wugller and tawdrler than
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The depression came close on
the heels of this search for mew
gtyles to conguer, and further &c-
centunted the bhankruptey of thelr
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of hunger, unemployment and per-
vaglve economic [nsecuelty crowded
out of atfentibp the petty feuds and
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gleal compulsion to find refuge and
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thelr ears
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Some lemiders of the Commn-
uist Party huad ot the oofses enter-
tnined the fear that these intellecs

They were
spun reassured ; it became clear that |
their whole past had failed (o pre-
pare the Cowleys for such a fune-
only  the most rigorous re-
i ranstormed
the
would not “and

Love at First Sight

Moreover, to thelr ignorance and
pnwillingnesd to learn, was added
the fact that Cowley and people

ness by those whe were the official
guardians of salvatlon by faith im
i| Stalln and his works., Nor was it
only fear; there was also nifinity.

wis to assume an attitude and to
refuse to defend it exeept by €%-
communication, excorlation and
blows; they had conducted thelir
literary struggles on that Jevel
The irrationalizm asnd bombast of
Stallntem struck a respongive chord
in the Cowleys, and they nestled
comfortably and uncomprelending
¥ in the bosom of the Stalinist
Church. They did not understand
“the theory of social-fascism,” but
defended it. They did oot unider-
stand what the “united front from
below" mesnt, but they were sure
that it was o Ane thing., They did
not understand the implications of
“goclalism  in one copntry,” bat
what wos good enough  for the
Daily Worker was gowd enough for
them, [f this seems exaggerated,
one has only to turm to one of Mr
Cowley's literary efforts as proof,

Cowley Spills the
Beans

At the time of IHitler's coming to
power, the Stalinist= were private-
ly eaving that there had been no
chanee of o German  cevolution,
that if there were & slight chance
{t was not worth toking because it
would disturh the status quo and
lead to # Ewxropean war which

L

was hectic and unreflective, and | would interfere with the Five Year
equally exhibitlonistic. Plan. Publiely, of course, the Stal-
It became fashionable to “take|inists were shouting that the reve-

lution was on the order of the day,
that Hitler would not last the next
month, that alpeady the mosses
were glrding to smash him, ete,
ete, The real line was for private
digtribution only. Cowley showed
how little be understood by blun-
deringly giving away the real lioe
(New Republic, April 12, 1833):

“Trotaky’s alternative policy,

with Its continual threat of war
[ie, shattering of stmtus quo]
would be justified only in case
there was an imminent chance of
proleiarian revplotion somewhere
in the West, Can it be reason-
ably expected "

Mo, guid Cowley, And in the
mme plece he guve one of the bald-
est  (because wnconscious) state-
ments of the Stalinist “theors™ of
revolution, The American prole-
inriat 18 weak, sald Cowley. “Dut
the ehief obatacle to & revolutlon
in this eountry is not the weakness
iof the proletariat; it is rather the
fstrength of the middle class, ™ How,
then, win the middle closs? The
elasgle Marxist angwer is that a
powerfully  organized and deter-
mined proletarlat will draw to it-
woelf all those elements of the mid-
dle classes which bave similar cco-
1] nemie interests with the proletariat
and which functlonally and cultor-
ally stand to gain ander socinlism.
The =truggle to win the middie
clisses beging with the organizntion
«| of ¢he proletariat. Mot so for Stal-
infam and Cowley: “the only ihing
that can turn uws aglde from that
steep path Into the sen (Fasclsm)

»

“proletarint”, and “revolution.” It|ls the infloence on the wmiddle cluss-
wiig ot least as authoeritarion as the | ex of the Russian experiment, the
Hummudem and  Coilbolicism  of | stevess of ‘socinlizm In one coun-

fryv.,” "™ “The only thing!" Never
was Stalinism stated more baldly
—nr indesd, stapldly; for te put
i aueh terms glves the whole
=liievy WARY,

Criticism a Crime

If painting Russla as a parndise
i= the way to stop Fasclam and
*l ke the vevolution, any criticlsm
“lof the Stalinist boreagceraey  he-
eoaes 0 erime. The distinetion be-
tween  hostile  bourgeois criticism
and revolutlonary Marxist eriticism
" of Stalinism iz a distinciion which
thes Cowleys are incapable of mak-
ing. Any statement of doubt or
eriticism, they greet with bitter
resentmenl, Unable to defend what
ey belleve, they turn upon  dis-
wenllng  views with fierce  Impa-
Jlene,
Twithout serions thought about so-

[einl and political problems; they
want ounly the luxurious emotlonal
security they have won by thelr
pew allegianee : (he labor of think-
jug s too high a price to pay for
il troth.

Note what happencd when the
fine of the Communist Party
ehanged and all the earlier dogmas

¥

fant 3 opping 0 much as to draw o
breath, or change thele tone, or
give nny ressons, the Cowleys con-
thnued their chorus of amens to the
prowenneements of Browder amd
Hothaway, Instead of the “dicta-
| torship of the proletariat,” the ory
now hpecame “the People's Froot”
—all the people, in¢luding Repub-
leans and Democrats, not to speak
of yesterdny's Soclal-Fascista., The
gomersault was not unlike those of
iheir literary past, when the slo-
pans of “objectivism™ followed the
glogans of “expressionism” without
very much concern for meaning or
colsialency.

It is only in relation to the fore-
going  background that Cowley's
type and its significance can be un-
g | deratand, This background has ac-
-| entuated his personal characterls-

They have lived too 1ong.

/The least oue ecould expect of

ticg as a lterary eritle. The qual-
jties he has displayed in fulfilling
his post as lterary edior mark a
violent break with the previous Iit-
erary traditlon of the New Repub-
lic. Compare him with his prede-
cesaors.  Francis Hackett was note-
worthy because of his diseiplined
imagination and genial warmth,
Phillp Littell had = certain dry
acerbity and intellectual inclsive-
ness which ene could enjoy without
accepting his judgments, Edmund
Wilson was always distinguished
for the lucldity anod sympathetic
plausibility with which he rendered
the visions of the great artists of
onr day.

Maleolm Cowley, however, s
completely ineapable of handling
ideas. He caonot analyze them,
cannot play with them, cannot
place them in a significant context
Consequently, he 18 compelled to
confront ideas with attitodes usu-
ally irrelevant to the subject mat-
por of his oritlcism, and asserted
with rhetorien]l force rather than
with precision. This glves to all
of his eriticlsm the characteristic
quality of bluster. For bluster al-
ways results, when an attitude—
even a valid one—Iis defended with-
out insight, without gqualification,
and without tmegination, OnDe can
almost predict in advance what
Cowley will say and how be will
any it. For his attitudes are for-
mulnted for him by politieal agen-
cles, even for works of litermture,
and within the limits of biz under-
gtanding he applies them to every
work upon which he feels clled
upon to pags judgment. These at-
titudes Cowley calls Marxzian., Bince
they are reached not by thonght
bt by his sense for the dramatical-
Iy appropriate, he invests them
with the patter and jargon of Marx-
jzm without any conception of the
rea]l meaning of Marxian principles.

Cowley as a Thinker

In other words, Cowley has made
a theory of critici=m out of his In-
capacity to think. Or if he thinks,
he thinks (so to speak) with his
puts, Like most viscerally-minded
people, he is baffled by ideas and
arpuments,  Unable to respond on
the same level, bis responses be-
came  blocked and he 8 over-
whelmed with a sense of {rostra-
tion which ean only be li0ted by
some violent release of energy.  In
his Left Bank literary days, he
could break this frostration by o
blow or an flght or, as he has con-
fessmd, by threatening to beat the
hexd off s hostile critie like Ermest
Bayd. But in print, the vielewt re-
lease of enetgy by which he breaks
thr Impotence produced by argu-
ment  is accomplished
abunser or denonclation  or  leir
eguivalent in jonuendo, Most often
this meang that when Cowley must
review @# book of Idess, he will
write about its author, If he can
deliver some thwacking =laps ot
il guthor, or the auibor's grond-
futher,. he feels he has delivered
himsaelf of his eritleal obligations.
Lately, he talks about the anthor's
clnxg, withont even attempting to
estnbligh an organle connection be-
fween the [deas and the eliss.

A eage in point that comes Lo
mifnd 1g Cowley's review of @ book
o Parelo.  DParcto i85 meat for a
Marxist. It iz an easy task Ior
any compotent Marxist to evaluafe
Pareto's Ideas and show that they
conper adeguately aecennt for (he
strocture amd development of any
soclal  institution. DIat all  that
Cowley could grasp aboutl l'areto
iz that o Marxist cannot aesept his
doctrines.  And he promptly pro-
eepds to “nneibilate”  Pareto by
some cholee eplthets about Pareto's
pretensions and difficult terminolo-
gy, No argument, no development of
the Marzist position—to understand
which the poor fellpw painfully
soans overy copy  of  tha Daily
Worker and the Xew Masses-—and
not even (he facolty of siating in-
felligitly 1le positlon with which
hie disagoees,

Towards an “*Under-
standing ** of Marx

But it I8 when Cowley reviews
books on Marxism that he reveals
himeelt most, as In his plece on
the Foglish translatlon of Franz
Aehring's blography of Karl Marx.
To read Mehring's book for the
firgt time 18 a profoond intellect ual

experience for any intelligent rod-) pave no need of sueh deviees, A

tenl: the book s one of the most
attractive introduciions to the in-
tellecinal life of Alnrx and his
epach, If is notable for the way
in which 1t wesves a skillhial pat-
tern out of Marx's idens and activie
ties, AMehring presents  Marx's
ldeas in their tlme and conbexi,
evaluates them, does not hesitate
to take issne (not alwars happlly)
where he thinks Alarz was wrong.
A
eritic of this book-—uot to speak of
a Marxist eritle—Iz to  describe
these extraordinnery qualities of the
work, to make o concise statement
of Marx's contribution to  the
thought of mankind and to attempt
to snmmarize—no matter how brief-
Iy—the slgnificance of Marx's ideas.

Cowley's  [dec-phobia prevents

him from even suggesting why it

ls that Marx and not any of his
contemporaries is the intellectual
jender of the working class. Cow-
ley probably does not know why.
He cannot run the risk of attempt-
ing to eay why, for fear of pulling
a howler. What, then, does he do?
He graclonsly pralses Marx ; praises
him for having written poetry when
he was & very young mamn, and for
having read Aeschylus (and In
Greek!) ; praises him for being &
great lover, a Romantle rebel, a
persecuted soul; pralses Frao Mal':l,
t-l;u:r for being & devoted wife
Threshing about for some way Lo
connect Marxz with what he (Cow-
ley) knows, Cowley hits upon the
notlon of prooounclng Marx to be
“the spiritual contemporary  of
Raudelaire and Flaubert.” In his
blundering way, Cowley has plcked
pul two men who represent in Qif-
ferent ways the preclae antithesis
to Marz. ‘The revolutlon of 1548,
which brought Marx to revelution-

ary matority, left Bauodelaire an
embitbered reacthonary, Flaubert
cultivated a philogophy of personal
fanlation and the enlt of IHerafure
for its own sake: he became one of
the gods of the Left Bank pantheon
of Cowley's poat-war years. An-
other analogy of Cowley's s worth
noting because of ita perfect inepti-
tode. After the defeal of the revo-
lotion of 1548, he likens Marx to
Lucifer proclaiming to his folowers,
“All {2 not lost; the unconguerable
Will,” etc. At that moment, in ac-
tual fact, Marx was belaboring
these emigres who were exalting
the AVHL and thus confounding their
desires with the state of actual af-
falrs. One could go on like this
from sentence to sentence; for Cow-
ey cannot write a line even about
the personal detalls of Marx's Hfe
which does not cry for correction.
Mot a word has he to Sa¥, how-
ever, about Marx's idens. Marx's
metaphors? Yes, Buot the sense of
the metaphors? Cowley finds no
room for that, in the longest review
pf the season. Reading Cowley's
review, In fact, one would get the
impression that “The Life of Marz"
wans a serles of dramatic actions by
A romantiec man of letters, That
Marx was 0 revolotlonist ia men-
tioned only onee, and then with a
gncer, a8 if that was the least slg-
nificant aspect of his thought and
life. * ‘He wae above all a reve

through

 evoke the atmosphere of an unpre-

Intionary" as ten thousand people
have quoted from Engels’ address
at the grave.” ©One is a revolu-
tivnary for Cowley, presumably, by
temperament—something like being
p poet. Idens have nothing to do
witly it

With an eye on those "Tmlnkr
ite” who are always giving him
a pailn inm the neck by answering
thie =lnnders of the Stalinist press,
| owley tries to make Marx out as
‘n man too prowd to answer those
who denounced him. “Marx did
not answer these _per!-{l-l:'l:lﬂ alam-
der=" says Cowley smugly and
wrongly., It would be truer to say
fhint Alarx never failed to amswar
any one who attacked him, even
those who, like Vogt, Ruge and
Bakwnin, specialized in slander,
Practically everyihing Marxz wrote
wias an answer bo somebody.

Discovering Trotsky

His review of Mebring's Marx,
aeeording  tee Cowley, hrought a
fuery from a reader who wanted
fo know why, i Marx was great
becnuse of the things recounted
about him by Cowley, Trotsky was
et entltled te the same kind of
homage, ‘This, says Cowley, led
him to rend Trotsky's “My Lifa”
amil to “review" it In the New Ie-
pablic of April 8,

It is significant of Cowley's men-
iality—and of bis purpose—that be
doea not refer (o the wolmninous

havie appearéd B the six years
sinee My Life™ was pllhliﬂhﬂ,
e malicious dishonesty of his
ptece on Trotsky does not obscure
Cowles's speclous pretense of ob-
jeetivity. He says he found his
render's  letter  “pertorbisg”  and
therefore “set myself the task of
pending and reporfing on Trotsky's
‘Aly Life.™ Thus, he seeks to

judiced judge, who is sifting the
evidence in order to come to o falr
iecision. ‘Thizs plece of chicabhery
o Cowley's part I8 not fortuitous ;
it iz & necesaary part of the job
e wants to do on tsky,

An honest eonteoverslalist would

triined Marxist is fair enough to
his opponent to state the latter's
pozitlon  Accurately and  fo  use
ngalnst him accnrate and relevant
mnterlal ; bat he disdaing to simn-
late & neatrality he does mot feel
‘Fhia methed of polemic hag brought
fleh  resalts  In clarifeation  of
thought and enunclation of posi-
tlons; 1t is the method of Marx
and of Lenim, and all thelr work
is written from this standpoint
But this method iz a closed book
to Cowley. Itg primary requisite
iz the mastery of Idess and the abll-
ity to weave them together, connter
pose them, fuse them, apply them
to facts and modify them when
facts so dictate. In the light of our
analysls of Cowley and his type, It

pretty clear picture of what the

| ship card.

politieal writingz of Trotsky which | nutebography 18 A “dizappainting

| In bourgeols politics, the political
fdifferences between opposing EToups

ia- clear that this method i3 allen

to bim, Dealing with ideas is not |

hizs metler. He can confront them
only with atttude and attitodiols-
ing.

Maoreover, Cowler's polltlcal mas.
teras ferbid the use of analysls fs
g method In dealing with Trobsky,
pnd “Trotskylam.” The troe bellev-
ers do not argue with Trotsky and
those who stand with him  ‘They
ghower abuse and denunciatlon of
the wilest kind on “Troiskyltes";
in the Soviet Union they shoot
them, torture them, and imprlsen
them : In other countrles, not least
i Amerlea, they attacked our
mectings with clubs and brass-
knuckles=—all in the name of the
revolitlon, of ecourse, Fven If he
were capable of carrying on an
ideological controversy with Trot-
sky, therefore, Cowley's mentors
would forbdd it

Everything Goes

Cowley cannot, however, adopt

his masters’ methods against Trot-
skv, in the pages of the MNew He-
publie, First, because the liberal-
jsiie tradition still formally re-
twing the doctrime that discusslon
of diferences should be conducted
on a ratlonal basls, Second, be-
caise to attempt in liberal clireles
to frgert that Troteky is & counbers
revalutionary would only provoke
howleg of laughter. The lberal
{who I3 also a bourgeolsy has &

clazz lines are. He Eknows that
Trotsky i3 a revolutionist and
blood and bone of the proletariag.
It i3 for thiz reason, indeed, that
a0 many liberals feel more frlendly
to Stalin than to Trotsky; Stalin,
apoatle of the international status
quo, I8 closer to them politically.
Cowley can scarcely attempt to
peddle the uosual Stallndst balder-
dagh about Trotsky:; for a boor-
geoig-liberal aundience, he requires
a diferent kind of clap-trap.

The usunl Stallnlst methods are
certainly not too low for Cowley.
He nees them himself, he solidarl-
zea himself with them, ontslde the
pages of the New Hepublie. The
murder and Impriscnment of Bol-
ghevik-Leniniats in the Soviet Un-
igh does mot stir him from his Com-
placency. He has never been known
to object to thuggery used against
“Protskyites” in America. After
the ill-famed Madison Square Gar-
den affalr, when John Dos Passes
and pther wrlters addressed a let-
ter te the Communlst Party Bpro-
testing against the physical on-
glaneit on the Socialist meeting,
Cowley pefused to slgn the lecter
aor to make any protest. As a mem-
ter of the ediforial board of the
Book Union, Cowley countensneed
the publication of Barbusse's “Stal-
in," a combination of fontastic adal-
ation of Stalin and charaeber-nesas-
sinmtion of Trolsky that s so re-
pulsive, ihat even the more sophis-|
ticated Stalinlsts are ecmbarrassed
by it. Only a few wecks ago, be-
fore the collapse of the Stalinist
slander that Trotsky was writing
for Hearast, Cowley wis hawking
thiz glander aronnd in literary coir-
¢les. This is the measure of Cow-
ley., The only reazon he does not
write ns he talks, is that he can't
get away with it in the New Repub-
lic, and that hizs usefulness to the
Btnlinizts at thia stage lles in "add-
ing™ his Youtaide" volce to thelrs
In & pinch, Cowley will even deny
that he i3 p Communist—menning
that he dees mol carry o member-
He is more pnseful with-
ont one.

Character Assass-
ination
Cowley comes on-gtage, therefore,

with his neutrn] make-op, on, and
regretfully reports that ‘Froisks's

boak,” Why? There then follows
an essay poriraying & valn pea-
cock, indeed a megalomaniac, &
pozenr and ham actor—whose name
is Tridsky., This approach is cal*
culated to resch an avdience of
liberals, wijn have not the informa-
tion wor Marxist standpeint with
which to detect Cowley's nlmble
finger-work.

The mttack on a man's character
iz gne which, If plausible, makes o
deep Impression on liberals, The
peaaon for this I8 simple enough.

are penerally insignificant ;: and the
liberal, ts sophisticated enough to
realize this fact. His choles in pol-
itics narrows deown, therefore, to
“rheoging  the bt men” And
ginee he will not draw the neces-
sary consequences, the likeral con-
tHinuea to look for men of charac-
ter even after it has become abun-

dantly evident that his vesterday's
chofee may be A fine man bot mist
carry out his class role, These
conzslderations make the question of
personality  profoundly important
to tha liberal. That 8 why Amer-
fean capltalist polities is so large-
I¥ a camprlgn of character assas-
sinntion. And that is why Cowley
choae this device with . which to
attack Trotsky.

But to Marxiste, Cowler)s *por-
traft” of Trotaky is not only a
slander against Trotsky himself
but, much more important, it is &

alander agalnst the wvery founda-

-

tlons of revolotlonary theory. It
what Cowley mavs abont Trotsky
were true, then we would have o
radically revise our conceptions of
the revolutionary process.

Revolutionlsts hold a *wery real-
igtic vlew of the nature of revolo-
tionary leadership, We view demo-
cratic control as compatible with
the follest authority in the hands
of chosen leaders, and revolution-
ary advance as only possible when
the leaders actually lead the rank
and flle. It ia oor contention that
go long as democratic control re-
mains alive in the revolutionary
party, that party will tend to pot
lts best leadership forward. ‘The
revolutlonary struggle demabds the
best leadership available. Tnder
capitalist democracy and fascism,
puppets may rule—the leading
gtrings are pulled from behind. But
the revolutlonary strogele, a atrug-
gle conducted by the vanguard of
the proletariat, cam be waged soc-
cessfully only uonder outstanding
leadership,

A Titanic Task

The demands made apon revaln-
tionary leaderas im the hour of the
conguest for power arte truly Awes
inspiring To be able to eatimate
the epoch, the ¥year, the day, al-
moat the hour at which to strike;
to drive through the pariy an ae-
ceptance of that estimate; to weak-
en the opposing forees by every
possible method before coming to
o test of armed strength; to cally
the myrind masses for that teat,
which lasts not one day or one bat-
tle but years of civil war and in-
tervention ; fo lay the foundations
of the workers' state even beforé
the enemy is entirely vanguished :
in the midat of elvil war to call
together the vangoard of the world
prolefarint and organlze the as-
gault on all the citadels of capltal-
fsm throughout the world—such
were the taska of the Bolshevik
leaderahip from 1917 to 1023, Thess
tasks could have used @Supermen;
fortunately there were genloses to
do them, men who were intellectual
glanta and lion-bearted, men self-
less enough #o that they could be
transformed inte the embodiment
of ¢he historical process. Who waa
Trotsky? In those herole slx yeara
"Lenin-Trotaky'"™ was the synonym
of the revolulionary movement,
According toe Cowley the man en-
trusted with these gignntic respon-
sibilities, secomd only to Lenin's,
was o peacock mnd A mountebfnk.
Iz this not the ugliest likel on the
rq:'i'ulldtlullﬂ.r}' II'II'.I-‘|"-|!EEI.BIEI.E?I

An Ugly Libel

“With apme people, it 58 more im-
poriant to watch thelr fngers than
listen to thelr arguments,” Trotsky
onee sald, Cowley I8 an examplg
in point.  1Hs “portrait”™ of Trot-
sky 1z built up by downright mis
represeuintion of what ‘Troteky
gnys.  We cun take space only for
a few cholee examples.

“In offect, this ok is unjost
to Trotsky and mpkes him seem
pmaller ihan life. In efect, 1t
reduces his tragedy to the dimen-
sions of a personal guarrel. This
1a partly the result of & story
that he brings forward to explain
his fall froon power. It sesms
that when e wns o second-yeat
student in an Odessa high school,
ithe boys ‘gave & concert’ to an
unpopular teacher, A domen of
them were caught and punished,
bt Trotsky., the bright student,
wag not suspected, A particulariy
atupid nnd disagreeable boy
named Daniloy was so jealous of
hig intellectual prestige and ®o0
nngry ot his golng scot-free that
he gecused him of being respon-
glble for the whole afair—and
the bright stodent was expelled.
even though several (elends came
to his defense, “Swech Trot=ky
gnys, ‘was the first political test
I uwnderwent. He believes that
the pattern established in (dessa
was repeated all through his life,
and that Stalln, whom he ecalls
‘the sutstanding medioerity in the
Party,’ played the same Enoble
role as Daniloy. Other Bolsheviks
helped Stalin because they wWers
pecoming self-satisfied Philistines
and were made uncomiortable by
Trotsky's revelutionary wirtoe,
.« » But most people accept & dif-
ferent explanation of his fal, and
one that makes him segm moDe
important. Trotsky originated
and refused to abandon the jdea
of the permapent revolution. | . .7
{Aly emphasis)

The interested reader will not
realize the enormity of Cowlay's
dishonesty in the above paragraph
unless he compares the phtases
emphasized with those portions of
Trotsky's book which they pu
to deal with. Trotsky's book, tho
couched in the form of an autoblio-
graphy, gives n great deal of space
to the stroggle between Leniniam
and the post-revolutlonary reaction
and Aty expression im the theory
of “soclallsm in one country.” So
mueh g0, indeed, that Trotsky finds
it necessary to explain this in the
Foreword:

“I have dealt In especial detall
with the second period of the So-
viet revolutlon, the beginning of

(Continved on Page 3)




