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THE WORKING CLASS MOVEMENT AND THE
IMPERIALIST WAR

APITALIST Europe has entered

its second winter of war. Yet
the end is not in sight. The suffer-
ings of the masses are becoming
intolerable. And the longer the hor-
rors last, the more clearly are the
working people realizing the true,
imperialist character of the war.
The efforts of official war propa-
ganda to paint this ruthless struggle
for colonies, sources of raw mate-
rial, spheres of influence and a re-
division of the world in progressive
colors are becoming more and more
transparent and unconvincing. The
working masses of town and coun-
try are bearing the oppressive bur-
dens of war with growing reluc-
tance, and their yearning for peace
is growing stronger and stronger.
But not all of them, by a long way,
can as yet see a way of escape from
the abyss into which they have been
plunged. Only the working class can
show them the way out.

In its struggle against the impe-
rialist war the working class em-
bodies the cherished hopes and
wishes of the masses. And the
working class wages its struggle
against the imperialist war from in-
herent necessity. Everything that is
hostile to it, hated by it, and re-
pugnant to it is concentrated in the
snaky coils of the war. All the
efforts of the proletariat to escape

from its state of exploitation and
disfranchisement and to win demo-
cratic liberties and a human exist-
ence are combined in the struggle
against the imperialist war. The
elementary interests of the prole-
tariat categorically and imperatively
dictate this struggle.

On the other hand, the proletariat
is the most important factor in the
conduct of the war. It is through
the working people, and above all
through the working class, that the
imperialists can conduct their war,
can produce and operate the sinews
of war, can cope with the immense
technical and organizational tasks of
war. The conduct of modern war
stands and falls by the efforts of the
workers in the coal and iron mines,
at the blast furnaces, in the boiler
rooms and at the factory machines.
The final decision is in the hands of
the working class. The bourgeoisie
is fully aware of this, and it there-
fore encompasses the working class
in a steel net of compulsion, control,
and disfranchisement, as well as in
the silken threads of demagogy,
flattery and deceit. In this imperial-
ist war, the working class resembles
the smith in the saga, whose over-
lord cut the tendons of his legs and
chained him to his anvil to make
sure of the benefits of his craft.
Thus, opens the saga of Wieland the
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Smith; it closes with the captive
secretly forging a pair of wings with
the help of which he soars to free-
dom and to victory.

* * *

The immensity of the tasks that
contront the proletariat in this war
present it with stupendous difficul-
ties. A gigantic imperialist machin-
ery of armed power towers before
it, bristling with tanks and aircraft
—a hitherto unparalleled concentra-
tion of means of coercion. Every
capitalist country is overshadowed
by the dark clouds of reaction:
persecution, prisons, executioners
and the vile brood of informers.
Would it be wise to undertake the
struggle under such. circumstances?
Can such an inequality of strength
be ignored? Would it not be better
to wait, to lie low, to renounce the
struggle for the time being? These
are the very sentiments which the
agents of the bourgeoisie are zeal-
ously fostering and encouraging, for
the passivity, pessimism and timid-
ity of the oppressed are the most
effective weapons in the hands of
the oppressors. Methods of direct in-
timidation are supplemented by the
Social-Democratic and other agents
of the bourgeoisie, instilling the
idea into the minds of the masses
that under the circumstances all at-
tempts at resistance are hopeless,
and that nothing remains for the
working class but to “look the facts
in the face” and submit to the
bourgeoisie.

The power machinery of the rul-
ing classes is undoubtedly a fact.
But there are other facts, too, high-
1y important facts. And the working
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class will be looking the facts in the
face only when it takes all the social
facts into consideration. The fact
cannot be ignored that capitalism is
rotten to the core, that the bour-
geoisie seems stronger than it ac-
tually is. The collapse of France
made it abundantly clear that the
bourgeoisie is internally corroded,
eaten through and through, and that
beneath its seemingly flourishing
exterior lurk corruption and decay.
That the bourgeoisie keeps rattling
chains and flourishing weapons, that
it is startled by every free word,
and strikes blindly at the least
sound of criticism, can certainly not
be regarded as a sign of strength;
it is rather a symptom of weakness,
of its mortal dread of any social
movement.

Nor can the fact be ignored that
in the capitalist countries the peas-
ants and the bulk of the urban
middle classes are being plunged
deeper and deeper into poverty, that"
they are losing their faith in capital-
ism and gradually shaking off the
influence of the ruling class. Still
less can the fact be ignored that
whole nations, robbed of their free-
dom, and their national existence
endangered, are beginning to rise
up against imperialism, and that
numerous people on whose backs
the imperialists have built their
empires are straining those backs in
an effort to throw off the intolerable
burden. The fact cannot be ignored
that the great Chinese people are
by their anti-imperialist struggle
for freedom setting an example to
all the peoples in the colonial and
dependent countries, that these peo-
ples are beginning to see through



THE WORKING CLASS AND THE IMPERIALIST WAR

the game of the imperialists and are
growing more and more unwilling-
ly docilely to play the part of the
spoils in the imperialist war. The
fact cannot be ignored that a pro-
found regrouping of forces is going
on within the working class, that
ever larger numbers of workers are
realizing the bankruptcy of Social-
Democracy, and that these masses
are beginning, with proletarian
thoroughness, to draw the conclu-
sions from their years of experience.
Lastly, the fact cannot be ignored
that the power and prestige of the
Soviet Union are steadily growing,
that the force of attraction of social-
ist ideas and realities is greater than
it has ever been before, and that
the imperialists are finding it harder
to keep the working people from
understanding the policy of the so-
cialist state. The working class bears
all these facis in mind in its struggle
against the imperialist war.

Hence developments in their
totality by no means corroborate the
theory that imperialism is now
stronger than ever and that the
working class stands defenseless in
face of reaction. The imperialist
machinery of power towers before
our eyes—but if we look closely we
detect less obtrusive but very high-
ly significant processes going on be-
neath the surface, ceaseless social
changes and movements that are
paving the way for a new relation
of forces. However durable the
power of the bourgeoisie, and how-
ever non-durable the progressive
accumulation of counteracting
tforces in the imperialist world sys-
tem may seem today, Stalin’s pre-
cept holds good:
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“The dialectical method regards
as important primarily not that
which at the given moment seems to
be durable and yet is already begin-
ning to die away, but that which is
arising and developing, even though
at the given moment it may appear
to be not durable, for the dialectical
method considers invincible only
that which is arising and develop-
ing.” (History of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union, p. 107,
International Publishers, New
York.)

The shiftings and changes in the
situation and in the consciousness of
the working people are proceeding
incessantly; their anger, their bitter-
ness, their hatred of the rulers are
accumulating, while the solidarity,
organization and fighting deter-
mination of the oppressed are
steadily making headway—until at
last quantity will be transformed
into quality and the accumulated
forces will violently burst to the
surface.

* * *

The bourgeoisie is doing its ut-
most to mislead and disorganize the
proletariat. It supplements violence
by demagogy. No less important
than prisons and hangmen to the
imperialists are the Social-Demo-
crats and other demagogues, who
split the ranks of the working class,
and imbue them with disbelief in
their own proletarian strength.
These demagogues are the worst
enemies of the working class and
indispensable tools of the bour-
geoisie—even more indispensable in
war time than in peace time. They
promise the workers all their hearts
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desire and spare no colors in paint-
ing a future world in which pros-
perity and social justice will reign
supreme.

True, all these promises are made
contingent on one fatal proviso—
they are to come into effect only
when the war is over and the “final
victory” has been won. There will
be no more poor, no more rich, no
unemployed, no privileges of wealth
or position—after the war and the
“final victory.” There will be old-
age pensions, guaranteed health and
secure incomes for all the workers—
after the war and the “final vic-
tory.” The longer the war drags on
and the greater the hardships, the
more specific and effusive these
promises become. The more impa-
tient the yearning of the masses for
the end of the war and the more
the latter recedes into the distance,
the more often the demagogues con-
jure up against the dark heavens of
war the mirage of an ideal post-war
world, and the more precisely is
every one of its lineaments depicted.
This all testifies to the uneasiness
with which the bourgeoisie is ob-
serving the changes going on in the
minds of the masses, compelling it
to drive its demagogy to ever wider
limits.

The influence of this demagogy is
undoubtedly diminishing, but it is
still considerable. Broad sections of
the working people, torn by con-
flicting feelings, and their belief in
the promises of the imperialists
shaken, although not sufficiently to
drive them to a new orientation, are
beginning to hearken to the voice
of the Communists. Among the So-
cial-Democratic workers every-
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where a tendency to draw closer to
the Communists is undoubtedly to
be observed, although varying in de-
gree in different countries. Mass
movements are manifesting them-
selves in diverse forms, which differ
from the mass movements of the
earlier period of the war by their
more specific demands and their
higher degree of organization. The
mass movements of that period were
relatively broad, but they were un-
formed, and directed against the war
in general. When the war grew more
intense and reached its climax in
the collapse of France, a lull in the
activity of the mass supervened.
This activity was resumed when it
became clear that the end of the
war was not in sight, and now it was
directed, not against the war in gen-
eral, but specifically against capi-
talist exploitation and imperialist
oppression.

These mass movements assume
different forms in different coun-
tries: in one country we observe a
powerful mass movement of the
factory workers for higher wage
and better working conditions, in
another, huge demonstrations of the
masses against the imperialist op-
pressors and their tools in the ranks
of the home bourgeoisie; in one
country the struggle is concentrated
in the industrial plants, while in
another it is in the streets, the mar-
ket places and sports grounds that
the activity of the masses is mani-
fested; in one country the working
masses are stirred by economic
questions, in another by the national
question, and in another still by
questions of foreign policy. But
these movements are to be observed
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in nearly all the capitalist countries,
and everywhere it is the working
class that throws its weight into the
scales. It therefore appears that
neither the machinery of coercive
power nor the demagogy of the rul-
ing classes is capable of preventing
for long the struggle of the working
people, and of the working class in
particular, against the imperialist
war and the imperialist rulers. In
view of the immensity of the war
catastrophe, violence is gradually
beginning to lose its terrors, and
demagogy its charms.

3 * *

The fight today is to rescue the
masses ideologically and politically
from the influence of the bourgeoisie
and of its agents, to inspire them
with confidence in their own
strength, to rally them around a
firmly organized core, to encourage
them to more spirited action, and
to develop their solidarity and
organization on all sides. The bour-
geoisie itself is showing, by direct-
ing its offensive against the prole-
tariat, what the chief issue of this
struggle is, and what questions
today stand in the foreground.

The most important thing, in the
opinion of the bourgeoisie, is to iso-
late the Communist parties from the
masses and to defeat and destroy
them. It is planning to cripple the
trade unions, to dissolve them or to
take them entirely under its own
control. It is endeavoring to sow
mutual distrust and discontent be-
tween the working class, on the one
hand, and the peasants and urban
middle classes, on the other. It is
seeking to wean the workers from
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Marxism and to drive the spirit of
proletarian internationalism out of
them. It resorts to every means of
inciting the workers of one nation
against those of another and of fos-
tering chauvinistic sentiments. It
spares no efforts to undermine the
confidence of the workers in their
own strength and in the Soviet
Union. It realizes perfectly wherein
the strength of the proletariat lies,
what vital nerves it has to strike at
in order to cripple the struggle of
the masses against the imperialist
war.

But the working class is learning
from its own fighting experience to
realize more clearly what issues are
at stake today. The most important
and the most essential factor is the
revolutionary party of the proleta-
riat, the Communist Party. Every-
where, the bourgeoisie opened its
offensive against the masses with a
systematic attack on the Communist
Party, and everywhere the Commu-
nist Party was and remains the
champion of the interests of the
people. Wherever the reactionaries
succeeded. in suppressing the Com-
munist Party, the popular front was
broken and the working people were
ruthlessly put down.

On the other hand, the working
people have had thousands of op-
portunities to convince themselves
that never and nowhere has it been
possible to break the fighting spirit
of the Communist Party, to destroy
the revolutionary party of the pro-
letariat. When the people were
being betrayed on all hands, when
there was capitulation all around,
and the masses looked in wvain for
a2dvice and assistance from their old
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leaders, the Communist Party stuck
to its post, remained loyal to the
people, and told them the truth; it
taught the workers and the working
people generally to adjust them-
selves to the new conditions of the
struggle, and inspired them with
new courage, new hope and new de-
termination.

The Communist Party is the in-
destructible core of the proletariat
and of all the working people.
Around this indestructible core the
proletariat are again rallying, first
the most class-conscious and the
most courageous workers, those un-
reservedly devoted to the cause of
their class and their people, and
then increasing numbers of those
who had temporarily lost their
bearings. In a number of countries
in which the Social-Democratic
parties lamentably collapsed,
spreading panic and despair around
them, increasing numbers of Social-
Democratic workers are today
drawing closer to the Communist
Party, from which they receive ad-
vice and derive new energy, in
which they are gaining growing
confidence and to which they look as
the ideological and organizing center
of the working class. It is only
around this center that the working
class can rally and proletarian class
unity be built up. Hence to strength-
en, support and reinforce the Com-
munist Party in every way is not
only a narrow Party duty; it is the
central issue of the whole working
class and of all the working people
generally.

The Party is the directing, guid-
ing and organizing force in the great
struggle of the working people. But
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in order to achieve the maximum
organization of the working class,
other and broader organizational
forms are required. The natural co-
hesion of the workers in the fac-
tories, and their all-embracing and
indestructible fighting solidarity, a
solidarity not confined to isolated
actions, must be enhanced to the
utmost. The workers’ elected repre-
sentatives in the factories (shop
stewards, factory councils, efc.),
may serve as a firm backbone for
this natural cohesion and in the
sequel acquire an even greater sig-
nificance.

The trade unions are of cardinal
importance in the struggle of the
working class against the burdens
of the war. It is in the trade unions
that the workers can best develop
the struggle against war wages,
against increased sweating and ex-
ploitation, and against military drill
and compulsion, and thus bring or-
ganized masses into action against
the imperialist war.

In those countries where large
class-struggle trade unions still
exist, the Communists are proving
themselves the most consistent
fighters for the growth and power of
these unions, for the organization of
those still unorganized, for trade
union democracy and the trade
union idea, which lies in the unre-
served defense of the economic in-
terests of the proletariat against the
attacks of the capitalist exploiters.

In those countries where the
class-struggle trade wunions have
been suppressed and replaced by or-
ganizations under the direct control
of the reactionaries, the Communists
advise the workers to join even
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these organizations, for they offer
some opportunity for organized
unity, for the defense of elementary
conditions of life and for a com-
mon struggle, even if on behalf of
limited demands. In all countries the
Communists fight for the preserva-
tion of trade union principles among
the working class, and for the high-
est degree of organization of the
proletariat possible under the given
circumstances.

In their struggle against the im-
perialist war, the class-conscious
and politically minded workers do
not forget what hardships the war
entails for the mass of the peasants
and the urban middle classes, and
what bitterness against the war and
its initiators is accumulating among
these working masses. They are
fully awake to their inevitable va-
cillations, but are not thereby de-
terred from helping them in every
way, from supporting them in their
misery and need, and from acting as
their friends at all times.

The bourgeoisie endeavors to di-
vert the indignation of the working
people over the war profiteering of
the wealthy against individual small
dealers and tradesmen, or against
individual peasants who happen to
violate some compulsory regulation
of the war economy system. The
class-conscious workers see through
these maneuvers and refuse to di-
rect their anger against the small
folk who serve the ruling classes as
"scapegoats. Finance capital, which
unleashed this war and is profiting
by it, is the common enemy of the
workers, the peasants, the small
dealers and the small tradesmen.

The alliance of the class-conscious
workers with the peasants, the ur-
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ban middle classes and the intelli-
gentsia of the oppressed nations is
becoming particularly close. The
proletariat fights in the front ranks
of the national struggle of liberation
against the imperialist oppressors.
In the colonies and dependent and
oppressed countries, the working
class fights consistently and un-
dauntedly for the emancipation of
its own nation and against the for-
eign oppressors and their traitorous
accomplices in the ranks of the
home bourgeoisie.

In this just struggle, the Commu-
nists oppose all chauvinistic at-
tempts at incitement, all attempts to
turn the people’s hatred of the im-
perialist oppressors into a hatred of
other nations. They explain to the
working people that to harbor a
chauvinistic hatred of other nations
is to bring grist to the mill of the
imperialists, helping them to main-
tain the lie of “national unity” in
their own country and to line up
their own nation for battle against:
the oppressed peoples. They explain
to the working people that the
workers and peasants beyond the
frontier are not to blame for the
oppression of foreign nations, that
they too are the victims of capitalist
exploitation and of imperialist war,
that their struggle too is part of the
great struggle for freedom against
imperialism.

Thus, in all countries the Com-
munists hold aloft the banner of
proletarian internationalism, the
banner of international solidarity
and common struggle of the work-
ing class against all exploiters and
Oppressors.

In the lightning changes of events,
the confusion and variety of impres-
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sions and influences to which the
masses are subjected, the working
class can keep its aim in view and
avoid going astray only if its steers
its course by the guiding star of an
all-embracing theory. This theory is
Marxism-Leninism, which has stood
every test and has been corrobo-
rated by the historic victory of so-
cialism in the Soviet Union. Less
than ever, in these times of great
social upheaval, can a line be drawn
between theory and practice; more
thoroughly than ever must an end
be put to the perverted idea that the
theory of Marxism-Leninism is a
matter for a few ‘“theoreticians,”
and that in the storm of battle only
the experience of “practical men”
is of value. But the experience of
the “practical men” is one-sided and
limited, while the theory of Marx-
ism-Leninism is the concentrated
essence of the experience of the en-
tire revolutionary rgroletariat from
the origin of its movement to its
unexampled victory on one-sixth of
the surface of the earth. A book like
the History of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union or Leninism
contains on every page the epitome
of the experience of the class strug-
gles of a century; it is the genius of
their class, the historical conscious-
ness of the militant and victorious
proletariat, which speaks to the
workers in these books. The work-
ing class has paid for the false
theories of Social-Democratism with
blood and misery. It has paid a
frightful penalty for allowing its
ranks to be permeated by a hostile
class ideology. It is beginning to un-
derstand that the question of theory
is truly a question of life or death.
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The theories of Social-Democra-
tism and of other bourgeois trends
helped to place reaction in the sad-
dle. This has led to agonizing de-
feats for the working class, and,
finally, to a new world carnage. To
their own detriment, large numbers
of workers did not take questions of
theory seriously; they Ileft these
questions to the party leaders and
“ideologists,” while they dedicated
themselves with the greatest devo-
tion and conscientiousness to the
minor day-to-day work. Today they
are beginning to realize that the
black flag of war waving over the
capitalist world is a herald of the
collapse of the false theories with
which the working class movement
has been infected, just as the red
flag waving over the Soviet Union
testifies to the triumph of the great
theory of Marxism-Leninism.

This theory enables the workers
to penetrate the shroud of the im-
mediate present, to divine the
course of development, to perceive
the new that is arising behind the
old that is passing away, properly
to estimate the sum total of social
forces, and to pursue the path
which history has mapped out for
the proletariat. Marxism-Leninism
endows the proletarian fighters who
have mastered it with confidence,
staunchness, a sober judgment of
actualities, and an inextinguishable
faith in the victory of the working
class.

Fighting and studying are insepa-
rable from each other. By fighting
and studying, the proletariat of the
capitalist countries will grow more
and more conscious of its own
strength. The workers see that im-
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perialism is becoming increasing en-
tangled in its own contradictions,
they see how tremendously its dif-
ficulties are growing and how its
prospects are shrouded in uncer-
tainty and obscurity. They see the
growing strength and the masterly
policy of the Soviet Union, which in
this imperialist war has adopted a
position of neutrality but not of in-
difference, which in the course of
this war has rescued twenty-three
million people from the chains of
exploitation and oppression, and
which has powerfully strengthened
_ its might. They see too that the
Communist parties are withstanding
all attacks, and, in spite of war,
{ferrorism and persecution, are
boldly, vigorously, but cautiously
organizing the struggle against the
powers of reaction and proving
{hemselves to be the indestructible,
ideological, political and organiza-
tional center of the working class
movement.

They see the reawakening activity
of the masses, an activity which im-
measurably exceeds the rudimen-
tary beginnings of a mass movement
in the second year of the first impe-
rialist war. They see the new orien-
tation gaining ground among large
sections of the Social-Democratic
workers, the growing dissatisfaction
of the petty-bourgeois masses with
the war regime and their increasing
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doubts of the imperialists’ promises
of victory. They see many things
that serve to increase the confidence
of the working class in their own
strength and thus to bring about a
new upswing of the revolutionary
movement.

With the all-around and energetic
support of the Communist parties,
with the systematic growth of
proletarian solidarity, unity and or-
ganization in all its forms, and
especially in the trade unions, with
an organized struggle for specific
economic and democratic demands,
better contacts with the peasants
and the urban middle classes and
active championship of their eco-
nomic and national interests, with
the untiring efforts to achieve pro-
letarian class unity and an alliance
between the working class and the
peasants and urban lower middle
classes, with the consistent develop-
ment of proletarian internationalism
and tireless, far-reaching and sys-
tematic propaganda on behalf of the
great teachings of Marxism-Lenin-
ism—with all this, the foundations
for the required confidence of the
working class in its own strength
will be laid. And then the struggle
of the working class against the
imperialist war will enter a new
phase and begin tangibly and palpa-
bly to influence the subsequent
course of events.
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BY F. FURNBERG

T HAS become a commonplace

that the twentieth century is an
age of rapid change. What was up-
to-date but yesterday is obsolete
today. New and more far-reaching
changes are taking place all the
time. There is hardly a thing that
has not changed during the past half
century. New machines have ap-
peared, machines of which nobody
could even dream before; a veritable
technical and scientific revolution
has taken place; states have col-
lapsed, others were founded and
have been destroyed again; political
systems have sprung up and van-
ished; various theories made a stir
in their time and are now long for-
gotten. Who even thinks today of
the political ideas that agitated
people fifty or a hundred years
ago?

Only Scientific Socialism, Marx-
ism, has bheld its ground.

One hundred and twenty years
ago Engels was born; forty-five
years have elapsed since his death,
and fifty-seven years have passed
since Marx died. Such periods are
usually more than enough for politi-
cal ideas, social theories and their
exponents to sink into utter
oblivion. Yet Scientific Socialism,
which was propounded by Marx and

Engels, has become a reality on one-
sixth of the globe, and Marxism is
the great issue which stirs literally
the whole world. Every day the ene-
mies of Marxism involuntarily pro-
vide new proof of the power of the
Marxist theory; for the furious
fight they are waging against Scien-
tific Socialism today, nearly a hun-
dred years after it was founded, is
but an expression—even if in an in-
verted sense—of the growing power
of this theory, an indication—even
if a distorted one—of the complete
correctness of the teachings of
Marx and Engels. This fierce fight
that is being waged against Marx-
ism in the whole capitalist world
today, considered alongside the
periods of time mentioned above,
is in itself a tribute to the genius
of the great thinkers who brought
Scientific Socialism into being. Half
a century after their death, Marx
and Engels, together with their suc-
cessors, Lenin and Stalin, are the
banner to which the working peo-
ple all over the world are rallying
in order to lead mankind to its
complete emancipation from all fet-
ters, in order to attain miracles of
which hitherto people could not
even dream.

In speaking of Engels, one cannot
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help speaking of Marx as well.
In the words of Lenin:

“Ever since fate brought Karl
Marx and Frederick Engels to-
gether, the lifework of both friends
became their common cause.” (V. 1.
Lenin, Marx-Engels-Marxism, p. 34.
International Publishers, New
York.)

Marx and Engels were not merely
two comrades-in-arms who were in
complete agreement on all more or
less important questions; even when
living hundreds of miles apart they
worked together, helped each other
to further their intellectual devel-
opment, perfectly understood each
other’s private lives, and were close
and inseparable friends. Lenin
wrote the following about this
friendship:

“Ancient legends tell of various
touching examples of friendship.
The European proletariat may say
that its science was created by two
scholars and fighters, whose rela-
tions surpass all the most touching
tales of the ancients concerning hu-
man friendship. (Ibid., p. 40.)

Marx and Engels became friends
when they were still young. When
they first met they already were
acquainted with one another’s writ-
ings. Both had already accomplished
a certain amount of work and had
arrived at the same conclusions;
each going his own way, they had
both taken the first steps toward
Scientific Socialism.

From their first meeting in Paris
in 1844, their roads never parted.
In the first year following their
meeting in Paris, Marx and Engels
jointly wrote The Holy Family. One
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year later, living in Brussels, they
wrote that masterpiece, The Ger-
man Ideology, which first appeared
in print many years later. This work
is very important for a proper study
of Marxism. Here is what Marx
himself wrote of this work:

“. .. When in the spring of 1845
he [Engels—F.F.] also settled in
Brussels, we resolved to work out
together the opposition of our view
to the ideological view of German
philosophy, in fact to settle accounts
with our previous philosophical
conscience.” (Karl Marx, Selected
Works, Vol. I, p. 357, International
Publishers, New York.)

It was a thorough settlement of
accounts, indeed: it utterly demol-
ished the idealistic conceptions of
the neo-Hegelians and laid the
foundation for historical material-
ism. Marx’s and Engels’ genius and
foresight may be gauged from a
small quotation from this work
which was written ninety-five years
ago. Explaining the special char-
acter of the proletarian revolution,
Marx and Engels wrote:

“. . . Both for the production on
a mass scale of this communist con-
sciousness, and for the success of
the cause itself, the alteration of
men on a mass scale is necessary,
an alteration which can only take
place in a practical movement, a
revolution; this revolution is neces-
sary, therefore, not only because the
ruling class cannot be overthrown
in any other way, but also because
the class overthrowing it can only
in a revolution succeed in ridding
itself of all the muck of ages and
become fitted to found society
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anew.” (The German Ideology,
p. 69, International Publishers, New
York.)

Every word of this has proved
correct, beginning with the thesis
that the ruling class does not yield
voluntarily, and ending with the
statement concerning the necessity
of producing a communist con-
sciousness. Many years after those
lines were written, the working
class in the Soviet Union has suc-
ceeded “in ridding itself of all the
muck of ages,” and has built up a
new system of society.

Shortly after that, Marx and En-
gels wrote their immortal Manifesto
of the Communist Party, in which
they laid the foundation of Scien-
tific Socialism.

Engels always emphasized that
Marx contributed the greater share
to their joint work. In “The History
of the Communist League” he wrote
that when they met in Brussels in
1845, “Marx had already fully de-
veloped his materialist theory of
history in its main features” (Cf.
Karl Marx, Selected Works, Vol. II,
p. 11, International Publishers, New
York). Still there is no doubt—and
Marx pointed this out on many
occasions—that Engels’ contribution
to their joint work was very con-
siderable. As regards the relations
between Marx and Engels the latter
once wrote, in a letter to J. P.
Becker (October 15, 1884):

“All my life I did what I was
made for, namely, played second
fiddle, and I believe that in this I
was quite passable. And I was
happy to have had such a first
violin as Marx.”
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In the duet with Marx, Engels
played the second violin, but he
played it masterfully. The very fact
that he played the second violin
without a flaw, that he was capable
of accompanying Marx, testifies to
his greatness. It would be wrong,
however, to construe this statement
as meaning that Engels made no in-
dependent contribution to their
joint work. Actually, Engels ren-
dered Marx indispensable assist-
ance, and after Marx’s death he con-
tinued his work with all the skill
of the master. If he played second
fiddle, it was not because he lacked
the necessary qualifications, but
because Marx was such a mighty
intellect that he surpassed even
Engels.

The complete ideological una-
nimity and political agreement of
these two great geniuses, the first
leaders of the modern proletariat,
was, in a way, an expression of the
unity of the proletarian party. From
their very first steps in the field of
political activity, Marx and Engels
began to lay the foundations of the
revolutionary party of the proleta-
riat. In all their life-long activity
they always fought most resolutely
for the unity and solidarity of this
party, on the basis of Scientific So-
cialism. In their own unshakable
unity—which stood every test and
manifested itself in all the exigen-
cies of life, in the most difficult
political situation and in their work
of solving the most complicated
theoretical problems—they brilliant-
ly anticipated that which Lenin and
Stalin achieved under different con-
ditions, viz., the absolute, iron unity
of the international party of the
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proletariat, based on the theory and
practice of Marxism-Leninism.
Engels was the son of a textile
manufacturer in Rhenish Prussia,
and, as is well known, was com-
pelled to engage in commercial ac-
tivity during most of his life. It was
through his earnings in the com-
mercial field that he made it pos-
sible for Marx to devote himself
entirely to his scientific work. He
relieved Marx of the worries of
making a living, but thereby he took
a heavy burden upon himself. We
are profoundly touched when we
read Marx’s daughter’s description
of the day on which Engels at last
freed himself of this treadmill.

“I shall never forget his trium-
phant tone as he said, ‘For the last
time,” when he was putting on his
high boots before taking the last trip
to the office of his firm. A few hours
later, as we stood waiting for him
at the gate, we saw him coming
through the little open field leading
to his cottage. He was swinging his
cane, humming a tune and laughing
heartily. Then we celebrated the
occasion, drank champagne and
were happy. I was too young at the
time to understand, but when I
think of it today, it is with tears.”
(Eleanor Marx-Aveling, Frederick
Engels.)

Engels towered high above the
social circles in which he was com-
pelled to move. From his early
youth he succeeded in freeing him-
self ideologically from bourgeois
influence and throughout his life he
was absolutely immune to the ideas
and habits of the “business” world
around him. More than that, he
even succeeded in making use of
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his business activity in order to ob-
tain ever new material for the pro-
letarian struggle. This alone shows
his character and the power of his
personality.

But the mighty creative force of
this great intellect revealed itself
primarily in his writings and in his
activity in the proletarian move-
ment. We gain an idea of Engels’
significance as a thinker when we
read his works. Moreover, an ac-
quaintance with Engels’ works is
indispensable for a real study of
Marxism. As Lenin once said:

“In order correctly to evaluate
Marx’s views, it is necessary to be
acquainted with the works of his
closest brother-in-ideas and collabo-
rator, Frederick Engels. It is impos-
sible to understand Marxism and to
propound it fully without taking
into account all the works of
Engels.” (V. I. Lenin, Collected
Works, Vol. XVIII, p. 58, Interna-
tional Publishers, New York.)

* * *®

Engels was an intellect encom-
passing a wide range of interests.
He felt equally at home in dealing
with philosophical, historical, eco-
nomic and political problems. He
was thoroughly acquainted with the
natural sciences, physics, chemistry
and biology, could brilliantly dis-
cuss questions of military science,
was an able mathematician, and had
a comprehensive knowledge of lan-
guages. Engels wielded a sharp pen.
He never avoided a fight, but
plunged into the struggle at every
opportunity and often expressed his
ideas in the form of trenchant and
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brilliant polemics against the oppo-
nents of Scientific Socialism. Like
Marx’s works, all of Engels’ writ-
ings are distinguished by the fact
that they do not confine themselves
to the theoretical elucidation of one
particular question, but freely draw
on practical experience and at the
same time are intended to explain
Scientific Socialism to the proleta-
riat, to win the masses for the so-
cialist cause.

“. .. We were by no means of the
opinion,” wrote Engels in his intro-
duction to Marx’s Revelations about
the Cologne Communist Trial, “that
the new scientific results should be
confided in large tomes to the
‘learned’ world. Quite the contrary.

. . It was our duty to provide a
scientific foundation for our view,
but it was equally important for us
to win over the European and in the
first place the German proletariat
to our convictions.” (Cf. Karl Marx,
Selected Works, Vol. 1I, p. 12.)

This striving to provide a scien-
tific foundation for their views and
at the same time to win over the
masses of the proletariat to the
cause of socialism, to arm them for
the struggle, runs like a thread
through all of Marx’s and Engels’
activity. And they did, indeed, pro-
vide an unshakable scientific foun-
dation for socialism, and at the same
time created socialist working class
parties in all the principal countries
of Europe, won over the German
proletariat to their conviction, and
founded the First International.

When Engels died, in 1885, there
already existed in all the industrial
countries of Europe a widespread
mass movement of the working
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class, a movement which had
adopted the Marxist viewpoint.
Lenin was therefore justified in
saying:
“. . . The services rendered by
Marx and Engels to the working
class may be expressed in a few
words thus: they taught the work-
ing class to know itself and become
class conscious, and they substituted
science for dreaming.” (V. I. Lenin,
Marx-Engels-Marxism, p. 51.)

This knowledge and conscious-
ness of itself which Marxism taught
the working class, and the scientific
understanding imparted by Marx-
ism, have become the basis of the
struggle waged by the working
class. They have been the weapons
which helped the proletariat to win
decisive victories. They were the
means which Lenin and Stalin ap-
plied when they led Russia’s work-
ing class in the great socialist Oc-
tober Revolution, and the peoples of
the Soviet Union to the victory of
socialism.

Lenin and Stalin converted social-
ism from a science into reality.
Marx and Engels taught the working
class to know itself and to be con-
scious of itself; Lenin and Stalin
gave the working class confidence
in its powers, faith, not only in the
possibility of achieving victory, but
also in its inevitability; they have
shown how this victory can be
achieved under the contemporary
conditions of imperialism.

In this Lenin and Stalin proceed
from the standpoint which Engels
formulated as far back as 1847
in his polemic against Karl
Heinzen:
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“Communism is not a doctrine,
but a movement; it does not pro-
ceed from principles but from facts.
The Communists do not proceed
from one or another particular
philosophy, but from the whole pre-
vious history of humanity and espe-
cially from its actual results at
present in all civilized countries....
Communism, in so far as it is a
theory, is the theoretical expression
of the position of the proletariat in
this struggle [between the proleta-
riat and the bourgeoisie—F.F.] and
the theoretical resumé of the con-
ditions for the emancipation of the
proletariat.”

Naturally, Engels does not mean
to say that the proletariat has no
definite world outlook, no definite
philosophy. He merely explains
that the Communists do not proceed
from speculation, from a philosophy,
but from the facts—those provided
by the whole history of humanity.
But these facts show that the his-
tory of all hitherto existing human
society was filled with, and pro-
pelled by, the class struggle. These
facts show that the bourgeoisie and
the proletariat are the two main
classes opposing each other in capi-
talist society, and that only the pro-
letariat, by its revolutionary strug-
gle, is capable of abolishing classes
altogether. Thus, the scientific anal-
ysis of the facts of the history of
hitherto existing society has pro-
duced a new theory of human
society, a theory which is in accord
with reality and is constantly con-
firmed by practical experience. This
theory is based on the proper
knowledge of the previous develop-
ment of society and on a knowl-
edge of the conditions for the
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achievement and development of
socialism.

But the method which Marx and
Engels applied to the study of so-
ciety—materialist dialectics—holds
good in every other field of study.
It is manifested in nature as well as
it is revealed ih human thought.
Not only did Marx and Engels
create and elaborate this method,
not only did they join dialectics
with materialism, but they applied
this method in the most thorough-
going manner.

“The thing that interested Marx
and Engels most of all, the thing to
which they contributed what was
most essential and new, the thing
that constituted the masterly ad-
vance they made in the history of
revolutionary thought, was the ap-
plication of materialist dialectics to
the reshaping of all political econo-
my, from its foundations up—to
history, natural science, philosophy
and to the policy and tactics of the
working class.” (V. I. Lenin, Se-
lected Works, Vol. XI, p. 44, Inter-
national Publishers, New York.)

In the thousands of years of its
history mankind has produced many
great and keen thinkers. To be sure,
we cannot simply compare Pythag-
oras with Newton, of Heraclitus
with Hegel. Each of them worked
in his own time, and, despite all his
genius, could not reach out beyond
the limits of his time. But the great-
ness of Marx and Engels lies pre-
cisely in the fact that the revolu-
tionary movement of our times pro-
ceeds from and is based on all that
mankind has produced to this day.
For Marx and Engels did not mere-
ly add to the building; they freely
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moved in the heights already at-
tained by science, and opened up
new vistas for it. They reached the
point where they were able to ex-
plain the past and to give a broad
outline of the future on the basis of
scientific analysis. To achieve that,
they not only had to know all the
previous experience and concepts
in the spheres of history, economic
life and philosophy, but also to
subject them to critical exam-
ination.

It is a well-known fact, and we
have already emphasized it, that
Engels was Marx’s closest collabo-
rator in all of the latter’s works—
philosophical, economical and politi-
cal. But, in addition to this, Engels
devoted special attention to the
theoretical elaboration of human
knowledge in a number of fields of
investigation, since Marx could not
find the time for a thorough study
of those branches of science. These
include primarily the natural
sciences, a study of pre-capitalist
formations, as well as questions of
military science.

Engels applied materialist dialec-
tics to natural science and thus
often arrived at conclusions which
were confirmed much later by ex-
perience. In 1885, Engels explained
to the scientists:

“In any case natural science has
now advanced so far that it can no
longer escape the dialectical syn-
thesis. But it will make this process
easier for itself if it does not lose
sight of the fact that the results in
which its experiences are summar-
ized are concepts; but that the art
of working with concepts is not in-
born and also is not given with
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ordinary everyday consciousness,
but requires real thought, and that
this thought similarly has a long em-
pirical history, not more and not
less than empirical natural science.
Only by learning to assimilate the
results of the development of
philosophy during the past two and
a half thousand years will it be able
to rid itself, on the one hand, of any
isolated natural philosophy standing
apart from it, outside it and above
it, and, on the other hand, also of its
own limited method of thought,
which was its inheritance from Eng-
lish empiricism.” (Frederick Engels,
Anti-Diihring, p. 19, International
Publishers, New York.)

Only a few scientists in capitalist
countries understood Engels’ pro-
found advice. And even those who
did have not applied it fully. They
still stick to empiricism, and they
have developed an isolated natural
philosophy. Thereby they have but
hindered the complete and all-sided
unfolding of the natural sciences.
They have achieved new results
with tremendous difficulty, and that
only in so far as they involuntarily
applied the dialectical method. But
for this very reason they have
themselves—whether in the case of
Planck’s quantum theory or the
modern atomic theories—confirmed
the correctness of the dialectical
method and of Engels’ advice.

Only in the Soviet Union the dia-
lectical comprehension of natural
science is being consciously ad-
vanced; only in the Soviet Union
philosophy and the natural sciences
have become one, an organic entity.
And although twenty-three years
represent a rather brief period of
time, this fact has already brought
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important results in all the branches
of natural science. Science in the
Soviet Union has got rid of the
standpoint which Engels character-
ized as follows:

“Natural science, like philosophy,
has hitherto entirely neglected the
influence of men’s activity on their
thought; both know only nature on
the one hand and thought on the
other.” (¥rederick Engels, Dialec-
tics of Nature, p. 172, International
Publishers, New York.)

Ever since the existence of man,
he has not only been influenced by
nature, but himself has exerted an
influence upon nature and brought
about changes in it. In the Soviet
Union, in the land of socialism, this
influence is exerted consciously, this
alteration of nature is brought about
systematically, with the object of
utilizing the forces of nature to an
ever greater extent in the interests
of man.

“But it is precisely the alteration
of mature by men, not solely nature
as such, which is the most essential
and immediate basis of human
thought, and it is in the measure
that man has learned to change na-
ture that his intelligence has in-
creased.” (Ibid.)

Ever since men became aware of
this indisputable truth, which fol-
lows from the whole previous de-
velopment, they have made their
own intellectual development a part
of their conscious and planned ac-
tivity. Capitalism, which has be-
come a fetter on the further devel-
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opment of the productive forces and
hinders men from subjecting the
forces of nature to an ever greater
extent, has at the same time become
a system of society which strives to
keep the masses in ever greater
ignorance. Socialism, which opens
up all the sluices for the conquest of
the forces of nature, is at the same
time a system of society which
makes possible and ensures the fur-
ther tempestuous development of
the human intellect.

Engels had no chance to complete
his Dialectics of Nature, because
after Marx’s death he was busy
preparing for publication Volumes
II and III of Marx’s Capital. But the
outline of the book and the rough
drafts and notes alone testify to
Engels’ profound knowledge of the
subject. Engels was neither a physi-
cist nor a chemist. He made no
experiments and tests. Yet in all his
works and investigations dealing
with motion and its laws, electricity,
heat, attraction and repulsion—in
all his studies—his thought led him
to correct conclusions. For this
thought was based on all the pre-
viously known facts and followed
the lines of materialist dialectics.
That is precisely what constitutes
the greatness of Engels, who was
able to tell the scientists in his
witty way:

“And if these gentlemen have for
years caused quality and quantity
to be transformed into one another,
without knowing what they did,
then they will have to console them-
selves with Moliére’s Monsieur
Jourdain who had spoken prose all
his life without having the slightest
inkling of it.” (Ibid., p. 34.)
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The most recent findings of scien-
tific investigation have served to
confirm still more forcefully the
correctness of the laws of dialectical
materialism and Engels’ brilliant
foresight. This might be illustrated
by dozens of examples. We shall cite
here only a few.

The professional physicists of
Engels’ day ridiculed Engels when
he declared that in all nature, in-
cluding physical phenomena, devel-
opment is proceeding by leaps;
-however, a few years after Engels’
death the physicist Planck proved
that even the accumulation and ex-
penditure of energy, which had
formerly been regarded as an even
process, is taking place in the form
of leaps. Still later it was proved
that the changes in the atoms are
also taking place in the form of
leaps, with the electrons—under
specific conditions—changing from
one orbit to another.

Engels declared that: “Motion is
the mode of existence of matter.”
(Anti-Diihring.) Five years after
Engels’ death the German physicist
Kaufmann confirmed by experi-
ments the correctness of the theory
developed by Lorentz, according to
which the mass of the electrons—
the minutest components of the
atom—varies with their wvelocity.
Thus it has been proved that matter
and motion represent an indisso-
luble entity—a fact which later be-
came an essential part of Einstein’s
theory of relativity.

Finally, it is an indisputable fact
today that quantitative changes
lead to qualitative differences,
and that therefore the physical prin-
ciples which are true of the bodies
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surrounding us cannot be mechani-
cally applied to the smaller world
of the atom, and still less to the
nucleus of the atom. The entire
modern science of physics is based
on this, today universally recog-
nized, axiom.
* *® *

Just as the Marxian method en-
abled Engels to show the way to
the natural sciences, so it likewise
enabled him to analyze the military
science of his day and to discover
the laws of its further development.
To be sure, in Engels’ time great
changes had already taken place in
the art of warfare, in the armies,
and, consequently, in strategy and
tactics. But those changes were in-
significant as compared with the
changes that have taken place since.
Engels’ genius therefore becomes all
the more apparent when we read
the following lines which he wrote
as far back as 1852, that is, eighty-
eight years ago:

“Modern warfare therefore pre-
supposes the emancipation of the
bourgeoisie and the peasants; it is
the military expression of this
emancipation.

“The emancipation of the prole-
tariat will also have its own mili-
tary expression, it will produce a
new and special method of warfare.
Cela est clair. It is even possible to
determine beforehand the nature of
the material basis for this new
method of warfare. . . .

“But just as in regard to industry-
the proletarian revolution will not
be confronted with the problem of
abolishing steam-driven machines
but of increasing them, so in regard
to warfare it will be a question not
of detracting from the mass char-
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acter and mobility of the armies,
but of enhancing them.”

The bourgeois revolution pro-
duced the mass army. Capitalism
has provided them with ever new
kinds of weapons. The weapons,
however, the instruments of war,
determine the military tactics. The
latter is therefore subject to con-
stant change. The bourgeois world,
which up to a certain point is in a
position to apply these innovations
and put them into effect, reaches a
point beyond which it cannot go; it
is confronted with the necessity of
deploying the army on an ever
larger mass scale, to enlist the
workers and peasants and train
them in face of the constant danger
that these new recruits may turn
the new weapons against the bour-
geoisie. Caught in this dangerous
contradiction, it either refrains from
further developing its own army
along modern lines (a classical ex-
ample of this is furnished by con-
temporary capitalist France), or
seeks for a way out in the most in-
tensified development of the army
accompanied by the most sanguinary
suppression of the masses of the
people. There can be no doubt
whatever that in both cases the
bourgeoisie cannot prevent the pro-
letariat from stamping its imprint
upon the modern armies and from
turning them in the long run into
a weapon in its own hands.

The working class of Russia put
Engels’ forecast into effect in regard
to the tsarist army. In the Soviet
Union, the Red Army is developing
in line with Engels’ forecast on the
proletarian method of warfare. The
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mass character and mobility of the
army has not diminished but has
been enhanced. The Red Army is
mechanized to an unprecedented
extent, and its mechanization is
constantly increasing. It is an army
of the working people in every sense
of the term. And this fact finds ex-
pression in its weapons, as well as in
its aims, in its strategy and tactics.
The Red Army presents a picture
of complete harmony between its
character as defender of the inter-
ests of the people and its form as
mass army with an exceptionally
high degree of mechanization.

To be sure, there exist highly
mechanized mass armies which
are instruments in the hands
of the bourgeoisie. But that only
goes to prove that the change in the
character of the army is not a me-
chanical process, that the character
of an army is determined, not by
its form, but by its content, i.e., by
the class which it serves.

The big capitalist factories are
also in the hands of the bourgeoisie.
But the collective form of produc-
tion which was ushered in by, and
is characteristic of, the big capital-
ist factories must bring about the
collapse and abolition of private
appropriation. The working class,
which derives from collective pro-
duction, develops it further along
socialist lines.

* * ]

We have already pointed out that
Engels made a great creative con-
tribution to all branches of knowl-
edge. Here we shall only mention
his scientific historical works, such
as the unique Origin of the Family,
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Private Property and the State, and
The Part Played by Labor in the
Transition from Ape to Man. Engels
thereby placed a sharp weapon in
the hands of the proletariat, be-
cause he showed how the develop-
ment of mankind is really proceed-
ing, demonstrated the decisive role
of the class struggle, demolished the
lie about the permanence of the
capitalist system of society, and
brilliantly refuted all religious su-
perstitions.

There is not a single important
question of theory and politics
which Engels did not investigate;
and in regard to all of them Engels
—as a rule, together with Marx—
arrived at conclusions which are
correct to this day and which have
been confirmed by subsequent
events. The important point in this
connection is that Engels never in-
dulged in guesswork, but all his
conclusions were the result of pro-
found thinking based on compre-
hensive knowledge. This is proved
by all of Engels’ writings, without
exception. The more one knows
Engels’ works, and the more one
reads them over and over again, the
more one appreciates the greatness
of this man. In his work Engels
followed the principle which he
laid down for the leaders of the
proletariat in his “Prefatory Note
to The Peasant War in Ger-
many.”:

“It is in particular the duty of
the leaders to gain an ever clearer
insight into all theoretical questions,
to free themselves more and more
from the influence of traditional
phrases inherited from the old
world outlook, and constantly to
keep in mind that socialism, since
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it has become a science, must be
pursued as a science, i.e., it must be
studied.” (Cf. Karl Marx, Selected
Works, Vol. II, pp. 548-49.)

It would be wrong, and unjust to
Engels, to represent him in such
light as if he himself had not un-
dergone a process of development.
The very opposite is the case. The
earliest works written by Engels
already bear the stamp of his
genius. But he neither considered
himself a superman—nothing hu-
man was alien to him—nor did he
ever stop at the stage once achieved.
He studied and developed intellec-
tually all his life. He did not rest
content with the once acquired
knowledge of the line which society
follows in its development, but con-
stantly strove to buttress and
concretize it by ever greater knowl-
edge.

Engels knew how to learn from
his own mistakes and from the mis-
takes of the class with which he
identified himself.

In their struggle Marx and Engels
conceded the possibility of mistakes,
but they maintained that the mis-
takes can be overcome as a result
of activity, for “a large class, like
a great nation, never learns better
or quicker than by undergoing the
consequences of its own mistakes.”
(Frederick Engels, The Condition of
the Working Class in England, Pref-
ace to American edition, writtin in
1892, p. XIX.)

It goes without saying, however,
that Engels did not conclude from
this that one could assume a liberal
attitude toward mistakes and blun-
ders. Quite the contrary. He was
merciless in his fight against every
mistake, he lashed out ruthlessly
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enemies of Marxism, and castigated
all the opportunists who, during the
last years of Engels’ life, raised
their heads ever higher in the Ger-
man Social-Democratic movement
and, as we well know, did not hesi-
tate to falsify the teachings of
Marx and Engels. All his life Engels
waged a principled and irreconcil-
able struggle against opportunism in
all its manifestations and against
the opportunists of all shades.
Engels showed that only by fight-
ing against all errors can the great
proletarian class learn to overcome
mistakes and avoid making new
ones.

Engels possessed an immense
power of conviction. His conviction
derived its strength not only from
his extraordinary intellectual gifts
and his vast knowledge, but also
from his intimate connection with
the working class. Already in the
case of his first large work, The
Condition of the Working Class in
England in 1844, he pointed out in
his preface to that work that he had
lived in the midst of the working
class in order to study the real
conditions. In a later preface to
this work, written in 1892, Engels
stated:

“The bourgeoisie have made fur-
ther progress in the art of hiding
the distress of the working class.”
(Ibid., p. VIIL.)

By practicing this art the bour-
geoisie succeeded in misleading
many who shut their eyes to the
real state of affairs. Engels taught
the working class to discern reality
behind the smokescreen of dema-
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gogy and deception. This is all the
more necessary at present when, as
we know, the bourgeoisie has per-
fected ‘“the art of hiding the distress
of the working class” and made it a
system. We know that today the
bourgeoisie resorts to phrases about
“socialism” in order to deceive the
workers; that it speaks of a “social-
ism standing above classes” in order
to keep the workers from the class
struggle for real socialism, for the
only possible kind of socialism—
achieved and practiced by the
working class. Engels aptly char-
acterized these subterfuges in
the following words written in
1892:

¢, . . today, the very people who,
from the ‘impartiality’ of their su-
perior standpoint, preach to the
workers a socialism soaring high
above their class interests and class
struggles, and tending to reconcile
in a higher humanity the interests
of both the contending classes—
these people are either neophytes,
who have still to learn a great deal,
or they are the worst enemies of the
workers—wolves in sheep’s cloth-
ing.” (Ibid., p. X.)

Today they are no longer neo-
phytes, but the worst enemies of the
working class. But, on the other
hand, socialism today is no longer
just a theory, it has become a force-
ful reality. The struggle of the
working class in the capitalist coun-
tries has become sharper and more
difficult, but the weapons wielded
by the workers have become in-
comparably more powerful. That is
why the wolves in sheep’s clothing
meet with the ever more deter-
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mined resistance of the working
class.

Lenin and Stalin upheld the leg-
acy of Marx and Engels, put their
teachings into effect and developed
them further. What Engels de-
manded of the proletarian revolu-
tion nearly a hundred years ago has
in the main been accomplished in
the Soviet Union.

Socialism has triumphed in one
country—a fact which Engels could
not have foreseen in the particular
form in which this has been accom-
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plished. As Stalin said in his speech
in reply to the discussion at the Fif-
teenth All-Union Conference of the
Communist Party of the Soviet
Union in 1926:

“Surely, if Engels were alive
today he would not cling to the old
formula, but, on the contrary, would
welcome our revolution whole-
heartedly, and would say: ‘To hell
with all the old formulas; long live
the victorious revolution in the
US.SR.’”
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BY P. VIDAL

ETWEEN the bourgeoisie and

the proletariat, the ‘two classes
in capitalist society that stand op-
posed to each other in complete
antagonism, waver the broad mass
of the middle strata, swayed by the
contradictions of their position.
They constitute the majority of the
population even in the most ad-
vanced capitalist countries. This
confused majority is made up of
diverse social groups: middle peas-
ants and small peasants, artisans
and small traders, innkeepers and
small rentiers, engineers and public
servants, teachers and doctors, law-
yers and writers—a variegated mix-~
ture of divergent elements who
apparently have nothing in com-
mon.

Actually, however, they hold a
common position in production and
society which continuously shows
through all their differences. They
are either small producers, and as
such are bound by their tiny enter-
rrises to bourgeois society, or they
are salaried employees, and as such
are bound to the bourgeoisie by
their relatively secure incomes,
their diverse small privileges and,
above all, by their hope of rising
in the social scale.

On the other hand, they are op-
pressed and exploited by the capi-
talist system, without their per-
ceiving the true causes of their
oppressed and exploited condition.
Their small property obscures their
vision, their hope of advancement
blinds their eyes. The dividing line
between them and the bourgeoisie is
vague and fluctuating, but so is the
dividing line between them and the
proletariat. As a matter of fact,
broad petty-bourgeois strata tend to
merge with the proletariat, while a
thin stratum tends to coalesce with
the bourgeoisie. It is nevertheless
one of the outstanding features of
the petty bourgeoisie that it is des-
perately anxious to mark itself off
from the proletariat, while at the
same time striving to blur its upper
boundaries as much as possible.

Lenin pointed out that this inter-
mediate position between the two
big antagonistic classes of modern
society, between the bourgeoisie
and the proletariat,

~ “. . . necessarily determines the
specific character of the petty bour-
geoisie, its duality, its twofold
nature, its attraction towards the
minority [the bourgeoisie—P.V.],
which has emerged successively
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from the struggle, and its hostile
attitude towards the ‘failures,’ i.e.,
the majority.” (V. I. Lenin, Col-
lected Works, Vol. II, p. 79. Russian
ed.)

Fluctuating between the two
classes, in, which all the contradic-
tions of the capitalist world are
accumulated, the middle strata are
an important factor in determining
the relative strength of the forces
of capitalism and of socialism at any
given moment. The decisive strug-
gle will be fought between the pro-
letariat and the bourgeoisie, but in
this struggle the middle strata may
serve as the pointer on the scales.

In his article, “The October Revo-
lution and the Problem of the
Middle Strata,” Joseph Stalin wrote:

“The problem of the middle strata
is undoubtedly one of the funda-
mental problems of a workers’
revolution. The middle strata are
made up of the peasantry and the
petty working tradesfolk of the
towns. Under this category must
also be classed the oppressed na-
tionalities, nine-tenths of which
consist of middle strata. . . . The
proletariat cannot even seriously
contemplate seizing power unless
these strata have at least been neu-
tralized, unless these strata have al-
ready become divorced from the
capitalist class and unless in their
mass they no longer constitute an
army of capital.” (J. V. Stalin,
Marxism and the National and
Colonial Question, p. 185, Interna-
tional Publishers, New York.)

It requires profound social up-
heavals to shift the center of gravity
within the middle strata from the
bourgeoisie towards the proletariat.
There has been no lack of such up-
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heavals since the World War of
1914-18. Time and again have the
petty-bourgeois masses been drawn
into the vortex of revolutionary
events, they have been driven more
and more implacably to political
activity. Now they, too, have been
plunged into all the horrors of the
second imperialist war, the war
which is shaking not only the foun-
dations of cities, factories and docks,
but also the very foundations of
bourgeois society.

The war, which has wrought pro-
found changes in the life of the
masses, is also dislodging the middle
strata from their customary course
of life, and hence necessarily from
their customary habits of thought.
We shall not endeavor in this ar-
ticle to examine how the war has
affected the peasants, but shall con-
fine ourselves to describing its direct
and indirect effects on the urban
middle strata.

The wurban middle strata, and
above all the intelligentsia, hailed
the war of 1914 with real jubilation;
they were enthusiastic for the war,
intoxicated by chauvinism and fan-
tastic hopes. It is quite different in
the present war. The urban middle
strata contemplated the approach of
this war with deep misgivings, they
regarded its outbreak as a frightful
calamity, and it was with the great-
est reluctance that they took to
arms. This change of attitude is not
only to be attributed to the experi-
ences of the first imperialist war; it
is also due to the far-reaching
changes that have since taken place
in the social status of the middle
strata.

It is true that even before the
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first World War, many artisans and
small masters were ruined by the
development of capitalism, but the
urban middle strata as a whole were
able successfully to maintain their
position. In spite of the concentra-
tion of capital, in spite of the ac-
- cumulation of wealth at the one
pole and of poverty at the other,
the middle strata at that time lost
nothing either in numbers or in so-
cial weight. Apart from the numer-
ous artisans who somehow managed
to keep body and soul together, and
whom even capitalism that was
passing into monopoly needed, there
was a tremendous increase in the
number of salaried employees.
They represented a new type of
urban middle strata. They were ex-
ploited by capital just as the work-
ers were, but they differed from the
latter by the fact that they received
regular monthly salaries, by their
intermediate position in the process
of production, and by their hope of
rising to the ranks of the bour-
geoisie.

These salaried employees have
been aptly called “white-collar pro-
letarians,” a term which describes
their dual status not at all badly.
Social realities made them proleta-
rians, but social appearances sepa-
rated them from the proletariat. To
appear to be more than they really
are is in the nature of most salaried
employees. In spite of their mani-
fold differentiation, the urban mid-
dle strata developed a more or less
common petty-bourgeois ideology,
whose quintessence Lenin defined
in the following words:

“These constant wvacillations be-
tween the old and the new, this
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curious striving for the impossible,
that is, to rise above all classes, con-
stitute the essence of every klein-
biirger philosophy.” (V. I. Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. II, p. 296,
Russian ed.)

The petty-bourgeois is fond of re-
garding himself as an individual.
This predilection for individuality
was expressive of the small master’s
protest against big enterprise, the
protest of the isolated and seem-
ingly “independent” working man
against the socialization of the pro-
letariat by industrial production, a
protest against the obscure powers
of capitalist society which rode
roughshod over the individual. It
was capitalism, as Lenin pointed
out, that was the first to make this
“protest of the individual” (Ibid.,
p. 366) possible, but the protesting
“individual” was not aware of the
connection. This protest was just as
dual as the class status of the petty
bourgeois; it combined a reaction-
ary rejection of the continuously
progressing social development with
the mute rebellion of human dignity
against the dehumanizing effects of
capitalism. No less important a place
than individuality in the petty-
bourgeois ideology were held by the
notions of order and security. These
notions were likewise marked by the
duality characteristic of the petty
bourgeoisie: on the one hand, they
were an expression of the reaction-
ary wish that everything remain as
of old, that nothing be changed or
revolutionized; on the other hand,
they were an expression of a deep-
seated suspicion that capitalism had
only a deceptive “security” to offer,
that it could not assure the petty
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bourgeoisie a lasting and stable
existence.

The middle strata approved of
capitalism, but at the same time
they were aware of its cloven hoof;
they therefore demanded that it rid
itself of its ‘“deformities,” that it
become a capitalism of the petty
bourgeoisie, in other words, that it
cease to be capitalism and at the
same time continue to be capitalism.
Lenin pointed to this contradictory
attitude when he said:

“Hostile towards capitalism, the
small producers represent a transi-
tional class, one that tends to merge
with the bourgeoisie, and therefore
is incapable of understanding that
the big capital it so dislikes is not
something fortuitous, but a direct
product of the entire modern eco-
nomic (and social, political and
legal) system, resulting from the
struggle of mutually antagonistic
social forces.” (V. I. Lenin, Collect-
ed Works, Vol. I, p. 228, Russian
ed.)

The small producers, who are
bound together only by the market,
and the salaried employees and the
intellectuals, who for the most part
have no direct part in social pro-
duction, considered the root of the
evil to lie not in the relations of
production, but in money, in the
banks, in the capitalist finance sys-
tem. They confused the outward
symptoms of the disease with the
disease itself, and believed that the
organism could be cured by remov-
ing its fever spots.

Thus, even before the first World
War, there was a vague anti-capi-
talist sentiment among the middle
strata, but it was negligible com-
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pared with the firm belief of the
petty bourgeois masses in the neces-
sity and durability of the capitalist
system. It was with this belief that
they confidently entered the first
imperialist war.

* * *

The profound crisis of capitalism,
which was revealed in the first im-
perialist war and which grew still
more acute after the war, gave a
severe shock to the middle strata.
The majority of the petty bour-
geoisie had not only shed their
blood, but had also lost their sav-
ings. They suffered the pangs of
hunger and could find no perma-
nent employment. Their families
were broken up. Their ideals had
been scattered to the winds. On the
other hand, they saw the war
profiteers, the capitalist speculators,
shamelessly piling up wealth.
Thrown out of their customary
course of life, embittered by their
own poverty and by the ostentatious
wealth of the capitalist parasites,
broad sections of the petty bour-
geois masses were drawn closer to
the working class and looked to-
wards Social-Democracy for a re-
adjustment of social relations and
the creation of a new order and se-
curity. This influx of the urban
middle strata into the Social-Demo-
cratic movement was strongest of
all in the countries that had suffered
most from the war crisis—in Ger-
many, in the countries of the former
Hapsburg monarchy, and in Italy.

But the petty bourgeois who had
been thus stirred into action was
disillusioned by the policy of the
Social-Democrats. Under Social-
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Democratic leadership, the working
class was unable to win the follow-
ing of the middle strata and to mo-
bilize them for the struggle against
capitalism. It is true that the Social-
Democratic parties managed fo re-
tain the allegiance of petty bour-
geois voters even in the period of
capitalism’s temporary stabilization,
but the great majority of the urban
middle strata deserted them. In the
“yictor” countries, the petty bour-
geoisie continued as heretofore to
follow the bourgeois parties, or, as
in France, formed its own petty
bourgeois parties, which, however,
were also dominated by the big
bourgeois.

In Germany, the urban middle
strata partly followed the reaction-
ary nationalist parties and partly
split up into wvarious political
groups. Stirred up again by the in-
flation in Germany in 1923, part of
the petty bourgeoisie joined a new
movement, which combined anti-
capitalist with nationalist dema-
gogy and which furthered the in-
terests of finance capital by new
methods. This reactionary move-
ment, which temporarily subsided in
the period of temporary capitalist
stabilization, was the herald of fu-
ture developments among the petty-
bourgeois masses.

In the period of capitalism’s In-
dian summer, from 1923 to 1929,
the urban middle classes were to
some extent able to recover their
internal “stability.” They recovered
their confidence in capitalism, which
tempted them with prospects of
greater prosperity obtainable by
peaceful means, and promised them
a golden age in which crises and
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wars would be unknown. And al-
though in this period of rationaliza-
tion, finance capital crushed the
existence of many petty bourgeois,
it was nevertheless able to guar-
antee large numbers of the urban
middle strata a tolerable existence,
and infect them with profound illu-
sions.

This interlude ended with “Black
Friday” on the New York Stock
Exchange, in the convulsive throes
of the world economic crisis. Things
went from bad to worse. Artisans
and small {radesmen were com-
pelled to shut down their businesses
and were faced by stark ruin. Hun-
dreds of thousands, and later mil-
lions, of salaried employees were
flung onto the streets. Engineers
without jobs, doctors without prac-
tice, teachers without classes, actors
without engagements and painters
without commissions joined the
mass of unemployed proletarians in
the desperate struggle for bare
existence. Each tried to find some
sort of job, however wretched. Bit-
terness, hopelessness and despair
reigned supreme. A grim dance of
death swept through the capitalist
world.

The anti-capitalist sentiments of
the middle strata gained in elemen-
tal force. But this petty bourgeois
anti-capitalism had no suspicion of
the real causes of the universal
misery. The force of its rage was
turned against incidentals: against
the pawn-broker with whom the
petty bourgeois pledged his last
winter overcoat, against the usurer
who lent him money at extortionate
interest, against the lurid corruption
of individual capitalist adventurers;
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against the big department stores
which ousted the small traders,
against the banks, in which the
petty bourgeois masses saw the vile-
ness of capitalism in its worst forms.
They did not turn their eyes
towards capitalist production; all
they saw was the capitalist facade,
which, they cried, must be torn
down.

A united working class under
revolutionary leadership would have
been able to turn this justified but
misdirected incensement of the im-
poverished middle strata into a real
revolutionary force. But the work-
ing class was split, the Social-Demo-
cratic parties themselves shared
responsibility for the sordid deeds
of capitalism, and their one concern
was to save the shattered capitalist
system. And so the proletariat was
unable to exert the required force
of attraction on the insurgent petty
bourgeois. The result was that the
agents of finance capital, who knew
the petty bourgeoisie and deliber-
ately gave confused expression to
its ‘confused sentiments, succeeded
in converting the indignation of the
petty bourgeois into a powerful
force of counter-revolution, and,
in the countries where the crisis
was most severe, to save capitalism
under a mask of anti-capitalism.

That the petty bourgeois masses
at that time stood at the crossroads,
that it was not “inevitable” that
they should have fallen under coun-
ter-revolutionary influence (as the
Social-Democratic “theoreticians,”
shrugging their shoulders, claimed)
was shown in the period of the
Popular Front in France. Undoubt-
edly, the petty bourgeoisie experi-
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ence certain inhibitions with regard
to the proletariat; but these inhibi-
tions can be overcome; they need
not result in the petty bourgeois

. masses, in their state of extreme

ferment, turning their attack, not
on the bourgeoisie, but on the
proletariat.

In France, too, the middle strata,
shaken by the crisis of capitalism,
wavered, inclined for a time
towards the Croix de Feu; but the
united action of the working class
won them over to the side of the
workers, to the struggle against
finance capital as personified in the
Two Hundred Families. The old
petty bourgeois “protest of the in-
dividual” became a protest against
the oppressive dictatorship of a
thin upper stratum, a protest against
the oppression of the people by a
reactionary band of robbers, a pro-
test against the inhumanity and
barbarity of decaying capitalism.
The petty bourgeois longing for
order turned into an aspiration for
a new order, an order established
by the people themselves, that
would put an end to the filthy sys-
tem that posed as capitalist “order.”
The need for security became a
longing to escape from the mon-
strous insecurity inherent in every
reactionary system, and to bring
about real security for the people
and for peace by means of an alli-
ance between the working class and
the other working masses. The
Popular Front was destroyed by the
treachery of the petty bourgeois and
Social-Democratic politicians, but it
remains impressed on the memories
of the masses as a proof of the pos-
sibility of an alliance between the
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working class and the middle strata
against the dark forces of finance
capital.

* * *

The profound crisis of capitalism
started a process of change among
the middle strata which has by no
means ceased yet. Revolutionary
workers do not cherish the illusion
that the petty bourgeois can cease
to be a petty bourgeois in capitalist
society, that he will cease to vacil-
late between the bourgeoisie and
the proletariat. His small enterprise,
his isolated position in the process
of production, his hundreds of ties
with the bourgeoisie are bound to
give rise to vacillation in the petty
bourgeois, to illusions as regards
capitalism, and inhibitions as re-
gards the proletariat. Nevertheless,
it should not be forgotten that the
anti-capitalist sentiments of the
middle strata are becoming ever
more earnest, that large numbers of
petty bourgeois no longer regard
socialism as a bug-bear but as a
real likelihood of social transfor-
mation, that in many of them the
conviction is growing that socialism
would imply for them too a secure
and human existence, full of bright
promise for the future, an existence
which capitalism can never offer
them.

In spite of their undeniably still
persisting fear of the dictatorship of
the proletariat, whose democratic
nature they do not understand,
their minds are not unaffected by
the rapid development of the Soviet
intelligentsia, and they are grad-
ually realizing that socialism offers
hitherto unsuspected prospects for
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all men with specialized knowledge.
And, lastly, many of the prejudices
of the petty bourgeois against the
working class are beginning to dis~
appear: the middle strata have had
many an opportunity to convince
themselves with what devotion and
determination the workers cham-
pion the interests of the whole peo-
ple, with what eagerness and self-
sacrifice they support every fight
for national liberation, with what
purity and grandeur they personify
the true dignity of the nation.

We must bear in mind all these
experiences of the middle strata if
we are to understand their position
in the present war and to foresee
the great upheavals that the war is
bound to cause in their thoughts
and sentiments. For the petty-
bourgeois masses this war is a
calamity, and was felt by them to
be such from the day of its out-
break. They no longer identified
themselves with their imperialists
as they did in 1914. They no longer
regarded the imperialist war as
their own cause, but as a calamity
imposed upon them against their
will.

It is true that in the belligerent
imperialist states they still feel that
there is nothing to be done but to
exert their utmost energies for the
achievement of victory in order to
save the nation from direst misery
and deepest slavery. But this feel-
ing is being undermined by the
importunate questions: How long
will it last? How will it all end?
Will not everything perish in a
frightful holocaust, in utter annihi-
lation? The longer the war lasts,
the greater the sacrifices on both
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sides, the less the prospects and the
smaller the illusions that imperial-
ism will be able to lead the nations
out of this carnage. And what
escape is there for the working
people in the occupied countries, in
which everything is overwhelmed
in misery, and starvation is growing
apace?

In these countries, the ground has
slipped from under the feet of the
middle strata. Economically ruined,
stricken to the very roots of their
existence, their national sentiments
deeply wounded, they are dragging
out a wretched mockery of exist-
ence. They have witnessed the col-
lapse of all illusions, the shame-
less treachery of the bourgeoisie, the
wretched cowardice of the bourgeois
and “Socialist” politicians, the rot-
tenness of the state and of the
whole system, the illusoriness of all
official “ideals.” They are stunned,
dazed, bewildered, sickened and
still almost incapable of grasping
what has happened. They will
emerge from this bewilderment.
They will come to realize what has
happened. Driven by anger and
want, they will be stirred into ac-
tion to seek a way out, they will
turn hither and thither in their
search for an avenue of escape, and
will be capable of deeds of unpar-
alleled senselessness, or, on the
contrary, of profound historical
sense.

In all countries it is the urban
middle strata that are feeling the
full weight of the war. The bour-
geoisie manages to escape the worst
of the war’s horrors, the proletariat
finds support in its organization and
its solidarity—but the petty bour-
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geois stands facing the great social
catastrophe alone. He is deeply
aware of his impotence and help-
lessness. Taxation weighs heavily
on his household, on his small shop
or his modest workshop. While his
income is diminishing, prices for
necessities are rising. And while the
big concerns are reaping profits on
the war, the artisan and the small
shopkeeper is going from bad to
worse; there are no government
contracts and subsidies for him, he
preference as regards
goods and raw materials.

The intellectuals are in no better
plight. Their professions have in
many cases become superfluous;
they are by no means “indispens-
able” and have lost their customary
social support. As they do not rep-
resent a force of military wvalue,
their voice is deliberately ignored
by the ruling classes. It is no mere
chance that it is chiefly among the
middle strata that the ‘“grouchers
and malcontents” are to be found,
for they have no other way of ex-
pressing their dissatisfaction. Nor
is it a mere chance that anti-
war sentiments are gaining ground
among the intellectuals with rela-
tive rapidity; their anger at the de-
terioration of their economic and
social conditions is mingled with
disgust at the barbarities that war
brings in its train. The nightly air
raids, the ceaseless explosions, the
constant necessity of taking refuge
in bomb shelters, the systematic de-
struction of cities are all telling on
the nerves of the middle strata,
whose moral powers of resistance
are far inferior to those of the
proletariat.
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Lastly, it should not be forgotten
how deeply rooted national senti-
ments are among the petty bour-
geoisie. For the bourgeoisie, the
nation is in most cases nothing but
a signboard for capitalist interests;
but for the petty bourgeois the na-
tion is something real—the only col-
lective body in which the individual
finds escape from his isolation. The
worker’s consciousness of belonging
to a great class—the international
class of the proletariat—is and must
remain foreign to the petty bour-
geois. For him, the nation is the
all-embracing community. And for
this very reason the war is a cause
of new shocks to the middle strata.

In a number of countries it is
now common knowledge that the
interests of the bourgeoisie have
nothing in common with the inter-
ests of the nation, that, using the
nation as a cloak, the imperialists
perpetrate acts of wunparalleled
treachery against the masses. In
such countries the national senti-
ments of the petty bourgeoisie may
become a revolutionizing force;
true, they may just as easily be-
come a reserve of counter-revolu-
tion. At any rate, in this war, in
contradistinction to the war of
1914-18, the national sentiments of
the petty bourgeoisie are a factor
on which the bourgeoisie cannot
rely blindly, a factor which harbors
the possibility of becoming a weapon
against capital.

In this period of profound up-
heaval it-is one of the most impor-
tant duties of the working class to
do its utmost to prevent this mass
of incensed and unorganized people
who have been driven from their
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customary course from taking a
false turn, and to get them to march
shoulder to shoulder with the pro-
letariat along the path of revolu-
tionary struggle. These shocks, this
unparalleled misery into which the
petty bourgeois masses have been
plunged, are bound to release tre-
mendous energies. The bourgeoisie
will do everything in its power to
harness these energies to its own
ends, to lead them astray by chau-
vinist, anti-Marxist and “anti-
capitalist” demagogy. The working
class must therefore grasp the fact
that the question of an alliance with
the middle strata is now more acute
than ever, and that the struggle to
determine the future orientation of
these masses, who have been torn
from all their old connections, is
of the utmost importance.

In this respect, too, Social-Democ-
ratism must be vanquished in the
ranks of the proletariat. On the one
hand, the Social-Democratic parties
opened their doors indiscriminately
to petty bourgeois elements, allowed
them to acquire predominant influ-
ence in their press and organiza-
tions, and in the end handed the
leadership over to them, thus in-
fecting the working class movement
with the bourgeois ideology and
rendering it subject to all the
vacillations, weaknesses and capit-
ulatory tendencies of the petty
bourgeoisie. On the other hand,
Social-Democratic parties never
really treated the.problem of the
middle strata seriously; they re-
garded the petty bourgeois masses
only as welcome voters in the elec-
tions, and every time they showed
any signs of rebellion, treated them
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with hostile misunderstanding. Thus,
the Social-Democratic parties asso-
ciated with the petty bourgeoisie
only in so far as it represented a
factor of capitalist order, and re-
coiled from the petty bourgeois
masses as soon as they rose up in
indignation against the prevailing
system.

But just the opposite is required
to achieve a real alliance between
the working class and the middle
strata. The proletariat must not
allow petty bourgeois influences to
penetrate into its ranks, or its pol-
icy to be affected by the irresolute-
ness, changeability and instability
of the petty bourgeoisie. At the
same time, the proletariat must not
regard the middle strata as chance,
even though welcome, supporters,
but as genuine, even though vacil-
lating, allies, whose profoundest in-
terests are identical with those of
the working class. Since they have
not been organized and disciplined
by the process of production, the
middle strata are liable to fall into
panic; they therefore need the reso-
lute firmness of the proletariat.
They are inclined to precipitate ac-
tion, and therefore need the sober
judgment of the proletariat. They
tend towards capitulation, and
therefore need the steeled fighting
determination and revolutionary
purposefulness of the proletariat. It
is therefore the mission of the work-
ing class to be the leading force,
showing the tormented middle strata
the way out of the sufferings and
boundless miseries of the war and
helping them to take this way by
means of struggle. In spite of all
their backslidings to the bour-
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geoisie, the non-proletarian and
semi-proletarian masses:

“. . cannot but recognize the
moral and political authority of the
proletariat, which not only over-
throws the exploiters and sup-
presses their resistance, but also
builds new, higher social connec-
tions, social discipline. . . .” (V. I
Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. IX, p.
434. International Publishers, New
York.)

In the socialist Soviet Union the
workers have furnished historical
proof of their ability to do this.

% * *

Everything today is in the state
of movement and flux. In the
U.S.A.,, we find large numbers of
farmers, artisans, salaried em-
ployees and intellectuals joining
with the workers in a militant
movement to prevent America en-
tering the imperialist war. In
France, and the other countries
occupied by Germany, defeat is as-
sociated in the minds of the impov-
erished middle strata with the
treachery of the bourgeoisie, and
the salvation of the nation with the
struggle of the working class, in
which latter the force of national
regeneration is embodied. In Eng-
land and Germany there is a grow-
ing longing for peace among the
middle strata and a justified fear
that the bourgeoisie is incapable of
leading the people out of the war.

In those countries which are still
only on the verge of war and stand
in trembling fear of being plunged
into it overnight, ever broader sec-
tions of the petty bourgeoisie look
towards the Soviet Union as the
only world power of peace. That
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capitalism means war and that
socialism is the only real guarantee
of peace is a truth to which even
the middle strata can no longer
close their eyes. True, the majority
of them are still not prepared to
think this idea out to its logical
conclusion. They are being torn by
conflicting emotions. They still cling
to the old prejudices, to the rotten
spars of an ideology which reflects
their connection with the bour-
geoisie, with capitalism. They still
keep closing their eyes to the fact
that it is capitalism, which they
used to regard as the protector of
their property, their security and
their individuality, which is robbing
them of their property, completely
undermining their security and ruth-
lessly trampling on their individual-
ity. They still cherish the hope, pale
and feeble though it may be, of still
finding a way back to that irre-
trievable past when capitalism was
not yet marked with the brand of
death.

But the working class will not
lose patience. It will bear in mind
the words uttered by Georgi Dimi-
troff at the Seventh Congress of the
Communist International:

“These masses must be taken as
they are, and not as we should like
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to have them. It is only in the
process of struggle that they will
overcome their doubts and waver-
ings. It is only by a patient atti-
tude towards their inevitable wav-
erings, it is only with the political
support of the proletariat, that they
will be able to rise up to a higher
level of revolutionary consciousness
and activity.”

The war is ruthlessly hammering
home its lessons. By changing the
old mode of life, it is forcefully
changing the old thoughts and
sentiments. With grim thoroughness
it is turning every issue into one
of life and death. And it is as an
issue of life and death that the
middle strata have to decide
whether they shall, by continuing
to support capitalism, enable the
bourgeoisie to go on dragging the
people through war and poverty, to
go on shattering and devastating
countries and bringing about a uni-
versal system of oppression and
degeneration, or whether they are
prepared to support the struggle of
the working class against the impe-
rialist war and its capitalist initi-
ators, and together with the prole-
tariat to lay the foundations of a
life of work and peace, of liberty
and human dignity.



THE IMPERIALIST WAR AND THE PEASANTRY

BY E. HORNLE

HE second imperialist war has

been in progress for over a year,
and the end is not yet in sight. It
has caused untold misery and hard-
ships to the working people of town
and country.

The peasant masses are called
upon to bear far greater suffering
in this war than in the first impe-
rialist World War. The ravages
caused to agriculture are far more
devastating now than they were
then, and the war measures in the
various countries far more extensive
and incisive.

But the peasantry today is differ-
ent from what it was in 1914. Since
the first imperialist war, the peasant
masses of the colonies and semi-
colonies, as well as the peasantry
of the foremost capitalist countries,
have undergone a profound devel-
opment. The two wars were sepa-
rated by a period of powerful
national liberation movements and
struggles of the peoples of the colo-
nial countries, as well as of acceler-
ated development of a revolutionary
proletariat in these countries.

In the capitalist countries them-
selves, the dislocation of the world
economic mechanism, caused by
the first imperialist war and which
since then has been continuously in-

creasing, coupled with the “colossal
super-profits” (Lenin) of the mo-
nopolies, have reduced agriculture
in particular to a state of chronic
stagnation and retrogression, lead-
ing to the accelerated impoverish-
ment of vast numbers of peasants
and farmers in both hemispheres.
The mass of the peasantry are be-
ginning to seek new ways and to
look wupon the militant working
class with new eyes.

These changes in the habits of
life and thought of the peasantry
are of the utmost significance, for
the overwhelming majority of the
population of the world consists
even today, after one hundred and
fifty years of capitalist development,
of peasants, of semi-peasant agri-
cultural laborers and their families.

In China alone, whose total popu-
lation at the beginning of the
predatory Japanese war was offi-
cially estimated at 426,600,000,
about 300,000,000 live directly by
the cultivation of the soil.

In India, the total population was
estimated in 1938 at about 375,000,-
000, of whom, according to official
statistics, at least 71 per cent gained
their livelihood by agricultural
labor.

But even in the developed capi-
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talist countries the peasantry com-
prise a considerable proportion of
the working population. In the
U.S.A., for instance, in 1930, of a
total of 48,000,000 gainfully em-
ployed persons, about 11,000,000
were engaged in agriculture or for-
estry.

The number of persons employed
in agriculture in Europe (without
the U.S.S.R.) in 1939 was estimated
by the Agrarian Department of the
League of Nations at 74,800,000.
According to the same authority,
the total agricultural population of
Europe numbers 177,000,000 per-
sons. In Japan, even today, prac-
tically half the total population still
live by agricultural labor.

These masses constitute the most
important potential reserves of the
world proletariat. It is from these
rural masses that the workers of the
cities are continuously replenished.
It is from these rural masses that
the overwhelming majority of re-
cruits are drawn for the armies that
are slaughtering each other today
in this second imperialist war.
And these masses are being stirred
more and more into action by their
own experience in the general crisis
of capitalism. Their eyes opened by
the frightful burden of imperialist
spoliation and oppression, of war
economy and war atrocities, they are
beginning to look upon capitalism
as their enemy and upon the work-
ing class as their most reliable ally.
Events themselves, their own suffer-
ings and their struggles for better
conditions of life are hammering
into their minds the understanding
that only in alliance with the work-
ing class can the peasant masses
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find a way of escape from their
wretched plight. This brings them
closer to the proletariat and leads
them to support the latter’s strug-
gle against the imperialist war and
its imperialist instigators. And the
proletariat regards these peasant
masses as its most valuable allies.

& * *

The stupendous upheavals and
sacrifices of the war naturally
weigh heaviest of all on the work-
ing masses of those countries which
are today theaters of military opera-
tions or which have been occupied
by the enemy. Most disastrous of
all is the plight of the workers and
peasants of France.

We have only to read what the
Minister of Agriculture in the Pé-
tain government said at the begin-
ning of August regarding the state
of French agriculture both in the
occupied and unoccupied zones. The
following is taken from a report of
the Minister’s speech which ap-
peared in the Action Francaise on
August 11, 1940:

“In 1919 our livestock was an-
nihilated in the war zone and seri-
ously reduced in the interior.
Nevertheless, we had many oppor-
tunities of repairing the damage, for
the import of frozen meat enabled
us to spare our own livestock. It
is true that today our livestock in
the unoccupied zone has not suffered
as the result of military operations,
but. a large proportion must be req-
uisitioned in order to provide meat
for the refugees and the soldiers.
In the zones where the main opera-
tions took place, that is, in the
North and East of France, our live-
stock has either been almost entirely
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destroyed or considerably dimin-
ished.”

The Minister then expatiated on
the grave transport difficulties which
were rendering the problem of
feeding the towns almost hopeless,
since, owing to the blockade, France
could not secure any fuel from
abroad. In this connection, he let
fall the admission that “our peasant
farms have already long been bereft
of horses.” According to the Minis-
ter, “in many cases the manufacture
of butter and cheese has also been
stopped” owing to difficulties of
transportation.

Thus one year of war was enough
to deal a crushing blow to the
animal husbandry of France, the
chief source of income of the
French working peasant.

Tillage has been affected no less
severely. In those parts where the
war directly raged, there could be
very little question of a harvest.
But even in the other departments
of France the harvest was handi-
capped by a drastic shortage of labor
power and transport. In order to
save something at least, all able-
bodied persons were compulsorily
mobilized for harvest work.

The harvesting of the whole crop
in the occupied regions was under
the supervision of the German
military authorities, who set up a
“field headquarters” in every de-
partment which recruited prisoners
of war and even German troops for
the work. In spite of these measures,
the Deutsche Allgemeine Zeitung of
August 22, 1940, was obliged to ad-
mit in a report on the harvest pros-
pects in France that “there is often
a lack of implements and of trac-
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tion power. There is also a shortage
of dairies.”

In the unoccupied zone the Pétain
government followed the pattern
set by the German military authori-
ties in the North and East of France
and endeavored to cope with the
situation by extensive compulsory
labor; but the results were meager.

The rural proletarians or the
urban unemployed compulsorily mo-
bilized for agricultural labor were
not allowed their own organization;
there were no collective wages and
hours agreements,’ no Sunday rest
day; no adequate arrangements were
made for decent housing or food,
nor was there any provision against
accidents. The inferno of war spread
to the interior.

France is poor in forests. But the
shortage of fuel resulting from the
war is leading to a ruthless destruc-
tion of private and state forests.
The correspondent of the Gazette de
Lausanne reported on August 16
and 17 that owing to the shortage
of gasoline and petroleum, extensive
use was to be made for traffic pur-
poses of gas generator motors. In
the autumn of 1940, some 50,000
workers were already engaged in
the French forests building 40,000
charcoal ovens. One million tons of
charcoal were to be produced as a
substitute for 700,000 tons of gas-
oline. This reckless destruction of
the French forests is bound to result,
in the course of time, in a further
reduction in the fertility of arable
land, and thus to a decline in
harvests.

* * &

The devastation wrought by the
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war of the Japanese imperialists to
the agriculture of China, and thus
to the life of the Chinese rural pop-
ulation, is stupendous. The Japanese
invasion has not only compelled the
Chinese people year after year to
send their finest sons and daughters
to resist the imperialist conquerors,
to devote all their labor power, all
their means of production, stocks
and natural resources to the inter-
ests of national defense; it has not
only reduced enormous stretches of
a once fertile land to desert, de-
stroyed thousands of villages and
driven millions of peasants from
their homes; it has also dislocated
the essential material foundation of
Chinese agriculture, above all, the
ancient and highly-ramified system
of canals and dykes in China’s great
river valleys.

As a result of the war, the coun-
try has been afflicted by unparal-
leled disasters of drought and flood,
which have robbed tens and hun-
dreds of thousands of Chinese peas-
ants of home, property and life, and
ruined hundreds of thousands of
acres of valuable and highly culti-
vated land for many years to come.
The causal connection between the
predatory Japanese war and the
grave natural calamities of the sum-
mer of 1939 and the famine winter
of that year is described by the
American periodical Far Eastern
Survey of March 13, 1940, on the
basis of direct reports from the lo-
calities. It stated that in 1939, war,
drought, blight and flood had re-
duced a large proportion of the
population to living on bark and
earth. The usual hardships of winter
in North China were aggravated by
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a shortage of dwellings and of fuel,
with the result that thousands
perished from cold. In view of the
hopeless inadequacy of the existing
food stocks and of the expected
harvest in June, 1940, the popula-
tion of North China were threatened
with a famine without parallel in
the history of the twentieth century.

Even the drought and floods of
1939 could partly be attributed to
the upheavals, caused by the war,
in the old social relations and to the
change of authorities, for in wide
sections of North China the water
regulation system and the dykes
used to be maintained by the co-
operative efforts of the village au-
thorities, which was now rendered
impossible under existing war con-
ditions. The prolonged effects and
consequences of these calamities can
partly be attributed to the physical
exhaustion and the numerical re-
duction of the working population.

* * *

What is the effect of the war on
the agriculture of those countries
which, although they zre direct par-
ties to the war, are not theaters of
hostilities. These chiefly include all
the small countries occupied by Ger-
many in 1940.

Long before Belgium was directly
affected by the war, her imports of
fodder were already diminished by
about 50 per cent owing to the Brit-
ish blockade, and the Belgian peas-
ants were already obliged consider-
ably to reduce the number of their
pigs and cows. Today Belgium is
practically cut off from all imports
both of fodder and fertilizers. What
this must mean to Belgium’s highly
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intensive agriculture may be judged
from the following figures: Bel-
gium’s net imports of corn and
barley alone amounted in 1937 to
over 130,000 tons, raw phosphates to
309,000 tons, and of potassium salts
to 130,100 tons.

Holland is in a similar state. Her
highly developed agriculture was
also largely dependent on imports
of foreign fodders and fertilizers.
In the first six months following
the outbreak of the war, her im-
ports of cereal fodders had already
fallen by 38 per cent, and of
phosphates by 40 per cent.

No better is the plight of Danish
agriculture. In Denmark the income
from animal husbandry amounted,
on an average, to 90 per cent of the
peasants’ total income. This neces-
sitated importing fertilizers and
fodders to a value of 200,000,000
krone annually. The war has put a
stop to these imports. According to
a broadcast reported in the Canadian
farming journal. The Western Pro-
ducer, of July 4, 1940, Denmark’s
pig-breeding industry has today
been “effectively destroyed.” At
least one-third of the milch cows
have had to be slaughtered.

According to the Danish newspa-
per, Berlingske Tidende, on the
orders of the government wholesale
compulsory slaughtering began in
the middle of September. While the
number of milch cows is to be re-
duced at present by only 200,000, or
by one-eighth, the number of calves
must be reduced by one-third.
Pouitry is to be reduced by over
50 per cent. Naturally, such drastic
measures can only spell the complete
ruin of the small and middle peas-
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ants and the consequent increased
predominance of large-scale capi-
talist methods in agriculture.

* * *

In Germany, the preparations for
the war had already reduced hun-
dreds of thousands of the peasant
farms to a grave plight. It was,
above all, the compulsory deliveries,
first introduced for milk, eggs and
cereals, and later extended to fod-
ders, potatoes, vegetables and cattle,
together with the ban on “self-
marketing,” that robbed the work-
ing peasants of a considerable por-
tion of their earning capacity. This,
together with the rapidly increasing
burden of taxation, led to a state of
crisis in German agriculture by the
end of 1938. Owing to the demands
of the “battle for production,” on
the one hand, and of the stringent
credit restrictions imposed by the
banks on the other, the majority of
the peasant farms were soon re-
duced to a hopeless situation. With
the development of the “four-year
plan” of the armament industry, a
general shortage of labor power re-
sulted in the countryside, especially
on the peasant farms (the shortage
of agricultural laborers was esti-
mated at the end of 1938 at one
million). Even the state agrarian
authorities (the Reichsnihrstand)
had publicly to admit the crisis.

The supply of fertilizers to the
German peasants—one of the cardi-
nal requisites of extensive farming
—has been seriously affected by the
war. The official Halbsjahrberichte
zur Wirtschaftslage (1939-40, Vol.
II) reported that the supply of ni-
trogen fertilizers had been reduced
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to 85 per cent, and of phosphorus
fertilizers to even 25 per cent of
normal.

Regarding the replacement of la-
bor power which the war and the
munition industries had withdrawn
from German agriculture, Germany
has temporarily been able, to some
extent, to ameliorate the “labor
shortage” on the large estates and
the big peasant farms by setting to
work hundreds of thousands of war
prisoners or agricultural laborers
recruited in Poland; but this was
of no help to the small and middle
peasants. Of little help to the latter,
too, are such measures as the re-
cruitment of “land service girls” or
the employment of adolescents in
the “land service squads.”

Nor have these peasants much to
gain from the Government’s ‘“trac-
torization” campaign, as they have
neither enough land to render the
use of a tractor expedient, nor
enough capital with which to pur-
chase a tractor. The figure of the
number of tractors manufactured in
Germany, published by the Govern-
ment before the outbreak of the
war—60,000 per annum—means
nothing now, for the war has con-
siderably aggravated the shortage
of raw materials for all industries
not directly engaged in war pro-
duction.

And so today, the small and
middle German peasant farm is suf-
fering from a lack of labor power,
implements, fertilizers and capital.
Increased taxation and war imposts,
poor nourishment, inadequate cloth-
ing and other consequences of the
war are necessarily accelerating the
process of deterioration and decline
of peasant farming which had al-
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ready progressed very far even be-
fore the war.

* £ *

Even in those countries which
have so far not been plunged into
the maelstrom of war—America,
South Africa and Australia—the
peasant masses are suffering from
the economic and political effects
of a war situation that is growing
more and more acute every day.
In contrast to the first imperialist
World War, when the neutral coun-
tries enjoyed favorable market con-
ditions, today they have so far ex-
perienced little or no improvement
in the sale of their agricultural
produce. There are many reasons
for this.

First of all, the agriculture of all
these countries is still suffering from
the effects of the severe economic
depression of the years immediately
prior to the war. For example, at
the beginning of 1940, Canada had
exportable stocks of wheat amount-
ing to about 300,000,000 bushels,
whereas normally Great Britain’s
total import requirements of wheat
are only 200,000,000 bushels a year.
Since the Scandinavian countries,
followed, in May 1940, by Holland,
Belgium and France, have dropped
out as purchasers of transatlantic
wheat, the Canadian farmer has not
the slightest prospect of larger sales
or better prices. To this must be
added the drastic rise in taxation.
The budget for 1939-40 provides
for an increase in revenue of $225,-
000,000. The condition of the Cana-
dian wheat farmer may be judged
from the fact that in Alberta,
Saskachewan and Ontario new debt
laws had to be passed in order to
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save the farmers from wholesale
bankruptcy, which would be doubly
undesirable at the present time.

In Australia, too, 130,000,000
bushels of wheat are unsold, and
the Government is drafting mea-
sures to restrict the crop area.

In the U.S.A, the exportable
stocks of wheat amounted in the
spring of 1940 to about 200,000,000
bushels, and of cotton to 2,400,000
tons. There is no prospect of selling
these huge stocks to hungry and
impoverished Europe.

The position of the farmers of
these countries is aggravated by the
fact that Great Britain, which at
present is virtually the monopoly
purchaser of their produce, is re-
ducing her orders and forcing down
prices to the minimum, from con-
siderations both of foreign exchange
and of shipping. For instance, the
British Government last autumn
bought up Australia’s entire wool
crop, but at a price that was con-
siderably below the level of 1914,
and meant only a loss to the small
sheepbreeders. The British Govern-
ment has restricted its orders of
butter, cheese, bacon, eggs and
fruit.

In the U.S.A, Canada and Au-
stralia where in the past few years
thousands of farmers had gone in
for the intensive growing of apples,
pears and similar fruits, the posi-
tion of these farmers is today
catastrophic. In the period from
September, 1939, to April, 1940,
America’s exports of wheat dropped
50 per cent, tobacco 40 per cent and
apples and pears 75 per cent. Prices
for milk, eggs, and especially hogs
in July, 1940, were considerably
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lower than thosé of 1914, and even
lower than the crisis prices of 1938.
The U.S. Department of Agriculture
—as well as the Canadian Govern-
ment—found it necessary to warn
the farmers against any illusions re-
garding an impending boom for
agricultural produce during the
present war. The position today,
wrote The Agricultural Situation,
the official organ of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, in July, 1940,
differs fundamentally from that
which resulted in the sharp rise of
prices in the first World War.
Simultaneously, the “price scissors”
have opened widely to the disad-
vantage of the farmers. On June
15, 1940, the official price index
for farm produce was 95 (1910-14
—=—100), and for agricultural imple-
ments 123.

The Communist Review, the or-
gan of the Communist Party of
Australia, was quite right when it
said in February, 1940, in an article
entitled “The War and the Farmer,”
that it was not the working farmers
of Australia who were the war
profiteers in the present situation,
but a small group of export firms
and large sheepbreeding corpora-
tions, which, in most cases, were
closely interlocked. They were tak-
ing advantage of the present situa-
tion in order, with the help of the
state monopolistic market regula-
tions, to impose a water-tight con-
trol on the entire wool business.

*® * *

Just as in Australia under the Na-
tional Security Act, and on the
pretext of protecting national inter-
ests, a wool committee was set up,
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the seats on which were divided by
the big export firms and sheep-
breeding corporations in order to
dictate to the masses of the farmers
their own delivery terms, quality
specifications and prices, and simul-
taneously to oust the small firms
from the market, so in all the other
capitalist countries, the big private
monopolies unite with the govern-
mental bureaucracy to gain control
over and plunder, or completely to
oust, the working farmers and the
small dealers.

This imperialist war has not only
severely shaken the natural and
economic basis of agriculture and
the living standards of the working
peasants; it is not only, as during
the first imperialist World War, in-
creasing the economic dependence
of the small growers on the capi-
talist market and on the finance-
capital monopolies that control the
latter. The subjection of agriculture,
and of peasant farming in particu-
lar—in its present perfected form—
to a strict and comprehensive state
control in the interests of the fi-
nance-capital monopolies and the
big agrarian is indeed one of the
specific new features introduced by
the second imperialist war.

One of the outstanding effects of
the first World War in the sphere of
agriculture was to accelerate the
commercialization of peasant farm-
ing, and this in the midst of a con-
traction of the world market, which
was being shattered by severe
crises, of disturbed currencies and
of intensified exploitation of the
small growers by the big finance-
capital monopolies.

During and after the first World
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War, whole countries appeared in
the world market as new agrarian
large-scale exporters; other agra-
rian countries were compelled, by
their heavy national debts, to in-
crease their exports. On the other
hand, in the hitherto leading im-
porting countries, a policy of agri-
cultural “self-sufficiency” began to
gain the upper hand. This contradic-
tion between the growing market-
able output of wvast masses of
peasants, on the one hand, and the
relative, and in part absolute, dimi-
nution of absorbtion capacity of the
capitalist world market, coupled
with the “colossal super-profits” of
the monopolies, resulted in a chronic
agrarian crisis.

Whereas, in the first imperialist
war, “war economy’”’ was essentially
restricted to the action of the state
in taking over the produce ‘“freely”
grown by the peasants in fixing
maximum prices, and in combating
illicit trade, and while this kind of
“state economy” was almost exclu-
sively confined to a few food im-
porting countries like Germany and
Great Britain, today we find that
the entire process of peasant farm-
ing is directly controlled by govern-
ment orders and regulations. And
we find this not only in the countries
which are already at war and more
or less effectively cut off from the
world market, but even in those
which are producing agricultural
surpluses, such as the U.S.A.

In Germany, these state monopo-
listic and state capitalistic meas-
ures pertaining to agriculture had
already been systematically and
consistently developed in the period
of preparation antecedent to this
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war. They consisted not only in
“market regulation,” with its de-
livery quotas, quality specifications
and “fixed prices,” but also in the
state control of the granting and
use of credits, in state regulations
as to cultivation, in the close super-
vision over every peasant farm by
officially-appointed “advisers,” in
the limitation, and, in part, aboli-
iion, of the right of the land worker
to change his place of employment,
etc.

The passage from the stage of war
preparations to actual large-scale
hostilities was accompanied by a
marked extension of these measures.
The law of September 5, 1939,
against enemies of the people en-
visaged the death penalty in cases
of serious disobedience of official
instructions. Under the law of
August 27, 1939, the entire crop of
the peasants, including legumes,
hay, straw and seed, was requisi-
tioned and placed at the disposal of
the state. Like the urban popula-
tion, the peasants have been put
upon a food ration; even the
amount of fodder for his cattle is
prescribed. Animals may be slaugh-
tered for household consumption
only with official sanction, and that
on condition that a certain part of
the carcass, the fat in particular, be
delivered to the state. Slaughter
cattle fit for market can be sold only
with the permission of specially ap-
pointed government officials. The
making of butter, even for house-
hold wuse, is forbidden; the re-
turn of butter to the peasants by
the dairies has been reduced to 70
per cent of what they had previous-
ly repeived. The supply of fertilizers
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has been rationed. (Halbsjahrbe-
richte zur Wirtschaftslage, 1939-40,
Book II, p. 145.)

But that is not all: the interfer-
ence of the state in peasant farm-
ing is even more far-reaching. Its
aim is to alter the entire economic
and social structure of agriculture—
to hasten the elimination of the “in-
efficient” dwarf and small peasant
farms in favor of a small number
of “efficient” big peasant farms. Im-
mediately after the victory over
Poland, a plan was adopted for the
resettlement of several hundred
thousand small peasant families in
the new Eastern Provinces. All the
agricultural activities of the new
settlers have been placed under
special state supervision and control.

This state control over peasant
farming, coupled with general
“market regulation” by the state,
and the setting up of state monopo-
listic machinery to handle all agri-
cultural imports and exports and to
create food reserves at home, are,
however, not peculiar to German
or Italian capitalism alone.

The British imperialists endeav-
ored in a few months to catch up
with the state measures of control
and compulsion in the sphere of
agriculture which their adversary
had been carefully building up in
the course of years. It is true that
the Government had as early as
1932 introduced a system of market-
ing boards and import and sales
quotas, together with subsidies to
encourage cereal farming, the plow-
ing up of meadows, etc.; but until
1939 all these measures bore the
stamps rather of “crisis measures”
than of measures specifically de-
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signed to establish an autarchy in
case of war. Their purpose was to
offer an inducement to the capitalist
farmers to develop branches of
farming of importance in war time.
But things changed considerably
with the outbreak of the war. The
‘“democratically” constituted mar-
keting boards were replaced by
Government institutions entrusted
with carrying out the food policy,
while “inducement” was supple-
mented by compulsory legislation.

The rapid development of the war
in the spring of 1940 and the direct
threat of foreign invasion confront-
ing the British Isles led to even more
drastic measures. A law passed on
May 22, 1940, endowed the British
Government with unlimited powers
over all able-bodied persons, mov-
able property, real estate, economic
enterprises, etc., for the duration of
the war. One of the immediate re-
sults of this law in agriculture was
the introduction of heavy fines for
farmers who disregarded the farm-
ing regulations.

For the land worker, as for the
factory worker, this law meant the
loss of trade union rights as regards
wage demands, regulation of hours
and the right to change employ-
ment. These new measures only
served to strengthen the already
considerable influence of the big
import firms, manufacuring indus-
tries and the banks on the market-
ing boards.

The agents of the bourgeoisie are
trying to persuade the peasants that
these are only temporary measures
necessitated by the interests of na-
tional defense. But it should not be
forgotten that as early as 1934 about
56.3 per cent of the world’s agricul-
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tural imports and 57.2 per cent of
the agricultural exports were gov-
erned by state import, export and
home market regulations, and that
this state market regulation, the
“regulation of supply and demand,”
was already accompanied by “regu-
lation of production” (e.g., crop
restrictions in the agricultural
exporting countries). These “crisis
measures” were not withdrawn even
in 1937, when a new wave of pros-
perity seemed to be in prospect.
They were retained ostensibly as a
means of influencing the market by
the state, but actually as an eco-
nomic weapon of the financial oli-
garchy, wielded by the state appa-
ratus under its control, in order to
support its fight for monopolistic
sway over the agrarian and raw
material countries, which, in their
turn, were now themselves forced
to resort to similar methods. The
close connection between all these
measures and the increased prepa-
rations for war was only too appa-
rent. And these measures for the
greater economic enslavement of the
peasants and workers will not dis-
appear of their own accord.

* * *

In the U.S.A,, even though that
country is not directly engaged in
the war, and beginning long before
the new armament program was
adopted, measures have been intro-
duced which are converting an in-
creasing number of the farmers into
controlled statute laborers of big
capital, or of the finance-capitalist
state. This was admitted at the
fifth international conference of
agricultural scientists in August,
1937, by the representative of tLe
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Farm Foundation in Chicago. He de-
clared that even before then the ma-
jority of the working farmers had
not been free to farm as they
thought fit. And this not only in the
South, where the sharecropper is
nothing but a wage slave tied to
the soil of the big landowners, and
on the big corporation farms, where
the tenant farmer is virtually noth-
ing more than the manager of a
farm belonging to the big commer-
cial and insurance houses. But this
is also true for the hundreds of
thousands of farms which were
formed after the great crisis with
the help of Government credits and
public support granted to farmers
with small capital under various
enactments, these farmers having in
return to submit to state control for
a period of forty years.

It is estimated that there are
today about one million farm house-
holds which have received credit
and support from the state under
the Farm Security Act and are in
return liable to permanent state
economic control. In order to receive
help from the Government, the
farmers have to agree to an official
“farm and home plan” which pre-
scribes what crops they should
grow, how much for their own con-
sumption and how much for the
market.

It is obvious that here we have
the same tendencies as those which
the imperialist war has already im-
posed in more general and rigorous
forms in Europe. .

* * *

In Japan, too, the imperialist
financial oligarchs are taking meas-
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ures to bring the agriculture of
their country, which consists main-
ly of millions of small and middle
peasant farms, under their direct
sway. This is being done not only
from motives of war economy, but
also to maintain their class rule in
general.

Although, unlike China, Japan is
not directly subject to the devasta-
tions of war, the war has consider-
ably worsened the already op-
pressed and impoverished condition
of the Japanese peasants. The Jap-
anese Government is therefore con-
sidering a plan for the “reconstruc-
tion of agriculture,” the main points
of which, to judge from reports in
the newspapers (Japan Chronicle,
August 8, 1940), are as follows: re-
settlement of at least two million
small peasants on the Asiatic con-
tinent in the next twenty years;
utilization of the land thus falling
vacant in Japan for the purpose of
“doubling the number of middle
peasants,” in other words, of big
peasants; ‘“abolishing the tenancy
system” and “reducing indebted-
ness,” and the introduction of “agri-
cultural labor service” in order to
“regulate labor power.”

All these imperialist and finance-
capitalist measures of interference
in peasant farming, and, above all,
in the personal freedom of enter-
prise of the small peasants and
agricultural laborers mean the dic-
tatorial power of the central author-
ities over the labor and property of
the working masses. The war
creates a favorable atmosphere for
such measures which aim at the en-
slavement of both the working class
and the peasantry.
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Naturally, these new forms of
agrarian slavery are being repre-
sented to the disillusioned and em-
bittered peasants by the agents of
the bourgeoisie as measures for the
salvation of the peasantry, and are
accompanied by fine-sounding talk
about the inestimable value of the
peasants as the ‘“backbone of the
state and the guarantee of its fu-
ture.” But this imperialist myth is
so transparent, and the chains of
the financial oligarchy binding the
peasants hand and foot so heavy,
that increasing numbers of the peas-
ants are prepared, as Karl Marx
foresaw in The Communist Mani-
festo, to desert their own stand-
point to adopt that of the proleta-
rian; to tie up their lot with that of
the working class.

Thus new and favorable condi-
tions are arising in the capitalist
countries for an alliance between
the workers and peasants. It was
only in Russia, where the slavish
conditions on the land were par-
ticularly oppressive, that the first
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imperialist World War led to the
“desertion of the peasantry from
the bourgecisie,” (Stalin), but not
in Western Europe, still less in
America, and not at all in those
countries which were only on the
threshold of their struggle for na-
tional emancipation. But today the
situation is fundamentally different.
Nearly everywhere in Europe the
bourgeoisie has already reduced the
masses to a condition of extreme
misery and semi-serfdom, in part to
state slavery. America and Japan
are heading in the same direction.
In the colonial and semi-colonial
countries, however, the peasants are
stirring into movement against
their imperialistic oppressors.

As the imperialist war with all
its shocks and upheavals proceeds,
large masses of the peasantry will
swing over towards the proletariat,
in order, in alliance with the work-
ing class, to seek for a way of
escape from the inferno of impe-
rialist war and to put an end to
moribund capitalism.



SOVIET GEORGIA—A LIVING EXAMPLE OF THE
LENIN-STALIN NATIONAL POLICY

THE STRUGGLES AND VICTORIES OF THE GEORGIAN PEOPLE

By G. N. DOIDJASHVILI

\HE collapse of the two great

“prisons of nations,” the tsarist
Russian Empire and the Austro-
Hungarian Empire, enabled a num-
ber of small nations in Central and
Eastern Europe to exercise their
right of self-determination and to
achieve their independence. One of
the first acts of the Bolshevik gov-
ernment in Russia was to grant the
unrestricted right of national self-
determination to all the peoples
formerly oppressed by tsarism.
In Central Europe, the nations
freed from the rule of the Haps-
burgs began to set up their own
states and to take their destiny in
their own hands. Everywhere, the
masses of the people were in a fer-
ment.

But both in Central and in
Eastern Europe, in Finland and in
the Baltic countries, the bourgeoisie,
with the aid of the victorious impe-
rialist powers, and with the active
cooperation of the leaders of the
Second International, succeeded in
crushing the popular revolutionary
movement. It was not in the interest
of the bourgeoisie of those coun-
tries to have the existence of the

new states made secure by the
revolutionary activities of the mass-
es; they preferred to bring the new
national states under the “protec-
tion” and “guarantee” of the vic-
torious imperialist powers, and to
tie the fate of their respective
countries with that of the Versailles
system. It is superfluous today to
go into the details of the disastrous
consequences of this treacherous
policy. The people had to pay for
this bitter lesson with blood and
suffering.

Here we want to tell the story of
a people who at that time was also
being dragged into the net of the
Versailles system; a people over
whose neck the imperialists, with
the aid of the counter-revolution-
ary Social-Democrats, had already
thrown the noose, but who soon
freed themselves from it, and pre-
ferred by their own efforts, and in
unity with the socialist Soviet
Union, to build up their own state.
We refer to Georgia.

* * ®

The Georgian Socialist Soviet Re-
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public is one of the three Trans-
caucasian Union Republics (the
other two are Azerbaijan and Ar-
menia). To the West it stretches to
the Black Sea, and to the South
to the Turkish frontier. The Geor-
gian Soviet Republic includes the
Abkhazian and Adjaristan Auton-
omous Soviet Republics, and the
South Ossetian Autonomous Region.
It has an area of 27,027 square
miles and a population of 3,542,300.
A humid, subtropical climate, fer-
tile valleys, wild mountain streams
representing untold sources of
power, and rich in minerals (man-
ganese, coal, non-ferrous metals,
oil, marble and barite)—such is
Georgia.

At the crossroads of two main
trade routes, the road from the
East (from India and Persia) to the
West (to Greece), and from the
North (across the Caucasus) to the
South, Georgia in the course of over
two thousand years was invaded
by numerous enemies. But neither
subjugation to Rome in 65 B. C., nor
the atrocities of the Persian con-
querors, who held the Georgian
people in subjection for three hun-
dred years (from the fourth to the
seventh century); neither the rule
of the Arabs (from the seventh to
the ninth century), nor the sub-
sequent invasion of the Turks and
Persians; neither the brutal atroci-
ties of the Russian conquerors
(1801-1917), nor the reign of terror,
and the execution of innumerable
revolutionary workers and peasants
by the Menshevik government—in
conjunction with the British and
French troops of occupation and
with the moral support of the lead-
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ers of the Second International
(1918-21)—could break the deter-
mination of the Georgian people to
achieve their freedom.

Russian tsarism, which pursued
a policy of enslaving the small
nationalities, was able to keep the
Georgian people in subjugation for
many years owing to the feudal
division of the country. Georgia be-
came one of the colonies of Russian
tsarism. This was the worst period
of oppression for this brave people.
The scum of the Russian bureauc-
racy were appointed to the head of
the administration. Russian be-
came the official language in all
administrative and judicial bodies.
In an official report of an inves-
tigation instituted by the senate in
1831 it was cynically and frankly
stated that “the chiefs of the local
administrations in Transcaucasia
are exemplary violators rather than
custodians of the law.”

But to all this gruesome subjec-
tion, and to all the attempts of the
imperialists to convert them into
colonial slaves, the freedom-loving
Georgian people answered in the
immortal words of their great poet,
Shot’ha Rust'veli: “Better a glori-
ous death than a shameful life.”
This indomitable determination of
the Georgian people to fight for
freedom and independence was ex-
pressed in the numerous peasant
revolts that broke out in the reign
of the tsarist autocracy.

The years 1902 to 1904 witnessed
continuous unrest, peasant revolts
and workers’ strikes. In 1907,
General Vorontsov-Dashkov, the
Viceroy of the Caucasus, wrote in
great alarm to the tsar, Nicholas II:
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“At the time of my arrival in the
Region, the revolutionary move-
ment, evidently connected with the
movement throughout the Empire
[i.e., the revolution of 1905-07—
G.D.] had already assumed dimen-
sions that were dangerous to the
state. I immediately declared mar-
tial law in Tiflis. . . . At the same
time, part of the Tiflis Gubernia,
and the whole of the Kutais Gu-
bernia, were swept by revolts of
the rural population; these revolts
were accompanied by the wrecking
of landlords’ mansions, the refusal
of the peasants to pay taxes, their
refusal to recognize their rural
authorities, the forcible seizure of
private land and the wholesale fell-
ing of trees in state and private
woods. . . . In Tiflis, Baku and other
towns in the Region, strikes of
workers in all trades, including
domestic servants, were a daily
occurrence.”

What was at the bottom of these
numerous and widespread peasant
revolts in Georgia? General Voron-
stov-Dashkov, who cannot be sus-
rected of having had any sympathy
for the Georgian people, provided
the answer to this question. He
wrote:

“In Transcaucasia, and particu-
larly in Georgia, the serfs were
emancipated on terms that were
particularly advantageous for the
landlords and disadvantageous for
the peasants moreover, the
peasants’ obligations to the land-
lords became more onerous than
they were under serfdom. ..
The state taxes are collected by
fair means or foul. If any trees
grow on the peasants’ lots, those
lots immediately come under the
forest tax; if another part of the
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lot is covered with water owing to
a river changing its course, it comes
under the fishing tax. . . . Things
have reached such a state that wal-
nut trees, planted and reared by
the peasants themselves, on their
own land, come under the tax.

“The peasants, whose land
amounts to twice the area of that
owned by the private landlords, pay
twenty times as much as the latter
in money taxes alone.”

Three-fourths of the total area of
land in Georgia belonged to the big
landlords, the church and the state,
and only one-fourth belonged to
the peasants. In some gubernias,
Tiflis and Kutais, for example, 90
per cent of the land belonged to the
state. About half the total peasants
in pre-revolutionary Georgia owned
less than two and a half acres of
land per family; only one in fifteen
peasant households owned a plow,
and only one in three or four
owned a mattock, etc. This economic
oppression was still further inten-
sified by political and moral oppres-
sion. Out of the state budget for
Georgia amounting to 4,670,000
rubles, the tsarist government allo-
cated 57 per cent for the mainte-
nance of the police force, and only
4 per cent for public education.

Exposing the policy pursued by
the tsarist government in the border
regions of the Russian Empire,
Joseph Stalin wrote in 1920:

“Tsarism deliberately settled the
best areas in the border regions
with colonizers in order to force the
natives into the worst areas and to
intensify national enmity. Tsarism
restricted, and at times simply sup-
pressed, the native schools, theaters
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and educational institutions in or-
der to keep the masses in intellec-
tual darkness. Tsarism frustrated
the initiative of the best members
of the native population. Lastly,
tsarism suppressed all activity on
the part of the masses of the border
regions.” (J. V. Stalin, Marxism and
the National and Colonial Question,
p. 82, International Publishers, New
York.)

* * *

Comrade Stalin played a decisive
part in the Georgian people’s strug-
gle for freedom. Himself a son of
the people, he began to take an
active part in the revolutionary
movement when he was only fifteen
years of age. As early as 1896-97,
he was the leader of the first Marx-
ian circle to be formed in Tiflis, the
capital of Georgia, and in 1898 he
joined the Russian Social-Demo-
cratic Labor Party, where, still a
young student, he was prominent in
the Left-wing and consistently
Marxist group, known as the “Mes-
sameh-Dassy” (The Third Group).

When Lenin’s newspaper Iskra
appeared, Stalin at once took up
Lenin’s position and later became
the great leader of the Bolshevik
movement throughout the Caucasus.
Just before and during the first
Russian Revolution in 1905 he was
the organizer of all the big strug-
gles conducted by the Georgian
workers and peasants. Despite the
fierce national strife fomented in
the Caucasus by the tsarist govern-
ment, and by the “native” ruling
classes, the movement that Stalin
organized united Georgians, Arme-
nians, Russians and Azerbaijans in
its ranks. That is why Lenin de-
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scribed the organization in the
Caucasus as a model of proletarian
internationalism. For his revolu-
tionary activities Stalin was re-
peatedly imprisoned and exiled by
the myrmidons of tsarism.

When the World War broke out,
the long struggle that Stalin had
waged against nationalism and
against the Social-Democratic re-
formists (the Mensheviks) bore
fruit. True, after the collapse of
Russian imperialism, the Georgian
bourgeoisie succeeded in retaining
power for a time through the
medium of the Social-Democratic
government backed by German, and
later, by British bayonets. But it
was faced by the Bolshevik Party,
which, conscious of its aim, was
closely connected with the masses
of the people, and thoroughly im-
bued by Stalin with the spirit of
Marxism and proletarian interna-
tionalism. It was this party that
subsequently took its place at the
head of the whole nation and gave
expression to the true will of the
people.

* * *

This period of Georgian history,
the period of the Social-Democratic
government (1918-21), is worth
keeping in mind, for the Social-
Democrats were not only the van-
guard of Russian Menshevism, but
also a bulwark of the Second
International.

The leaders of the Socialist and
Labor International, Kautsky, Van-
dervelde, MacDonald and others,
visited Georgia to establish per-
sonal contact with the Menshevik
government. On their return to
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Western Europe they published
glowing accounts of this new land
they had discovered, ‘“the only
land in which true socialist democ-
racy reigned.” The Second Interna-
tional held up Social-Democratic
Georgia as an example of how
socialism could be attained in a
truly “democratic” way as opposed
to the proletarian dictatorship, the
method adopted by the Russian
working class under the leadership
of the Bolsheviks.

But what did the Georgian Social-
Democratic leaders achieve in the
country where they had an abso-
lute majority in parliament and
wielded unlimited power? What did
they do to secure the national inde-
pendence of the Georgian people?
What did they do to improve the
conditions of the workers in town
and country? What steps did they
take towards socialism?

Let the facts speak for them-
selves.

First of all, how did the “Inde-
pendent Georgian Republic” come
into being?

On May 14, 1918, the so-called
“Georgian National Council,” in
which the influence of the Social-
Democrats predominated, decided to
appeal to General Lossow, the com-
mander-in-chief of the German
army of occupation, to secure for
Georgia Germany’s support in all
international and internal political
questions, to continue the advance
of the German army to the North
Caucasus, to leave the German pris-
oners of war and officers in Georgia
and entrust them with the military
organization, so that the Georgian
Government might employ these
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troops to maintain internal order.
(Khachapuridze, The Struggle for
the Proletarian Revolution in
Georgia, p. 129, Zarya Vostoka Pub-
lishers, Thilisi.)

Later, on May 28, in the presence
of representatives of the German
imperial authorities, the Social-
Democratic Prime Minister Noah
Jordania and the Metropolitan
Leonid, the “independence” of
Georgia was proclaimed. The army
of occupation was so satisfied with
the activities of the “independent”
government that General von Kress
recommended to the German Chan-
cellor that on the occasion of the
official recognition of the “Georgian
Republic” by the imperial German
government, certain Georgian “per-
sonalities” be decorated with high
imperial orders and medals. Among
a number of other Social-Demo-
cratic ministers and officials to re-
ceive these decorations were Prime
Minister Jordania, Minister of For-
eign Affairs Chenkeli, and Minister
for the Interior Ramishvili.

After the collapse of Germany, a
few weeks after these German dec-
orations were received, the Georgian
Mensheviks sought other pro-
tectors for their “independence.”
On December 3, 1918, Mr. Jordan,
the representative of British impe-
rialism was given an official recep-
tion with all due ceremony in
Tiflis—in an almost empty square—
for the people refused to witness
the ceremony. The place of the
German officers in the bed of the
Menshevik prostitute was taken by
British officers. Although the Ger-
man army of occupation was re-
placed by the British army, the
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Social-Democratic ministers con-
tinued to crow about the absolute
independence of the country.

“We prefer the West to the Bol-
sheviks!” This was the chief motto
of the Mensheviks. They set to work
to carry out their “program” by
dissolving the workers’ organiza-
tions, flinging the leaders of the
masses into prison and inciting the
various nationalities in Transcau-
casia against each other. For this
purpose they advocated the restora-
tion of Georgia within its ancient
historical frontiers, and directed
the spearhead of their activities
against the national minorities. They
robbed these nationalities not only
of the right to autonomy, but even
of the right to use their own lan-
guages in the schools, in the courts,
and in dealings with government
officials.

At an annual meeting of share-
holders of a certain oil trust, Her-
bert Ellen, the English chairman of
a Baku oil company, said:

“Never in the history of the Brit-
ish Isles has there been such a
favorable opportunity for the peace-
ful penetration of British influence,
and for the creation of a second
India, or second Egypt, for British
trade. . . . The Russian oil industry

. . will, in itself, be a valuable
asset to the Empire.”

Thus, the real object of the Brit-
ish and American imperialists was
to convert Georgia, and Transcau-
casia, into a second India or Egypt.
In pursuit of this object the British
imperialists ruthlessly strode over
mountains of corpses. In September,
1918, they already occupied Baku,
overthrew the Soviet government
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that had been established by the
workers, and set up a puppet,
Social-Democratic government, the
so-called “Trans-Caspian Dictator-
ship.” The best leaders of the
Georgian, Azerbaidjan and Armen-
ian people, the twenty-six People’s
Commissars of Baku, were tried by
court-martial, set up by the
wretched ‘“government,” and shot.
The famous names of the murdered
popular heroes, Shaumyan and
Djaparidze, will live forever in the
memory of the working people of
Transcaucasia.

Thus, with the aid of the Social-

Democratic leaders, the Trans-
caucasian republics of Georgia,
Armenia and Azerbaijan were

transformed into British colonies,
like India or Malay. The largest In-
dustrial establishments in Georgia,
and the whole of Transcaucasia,
passed into the hands of British,
French and American concession-
aires. They had no intention what-
ever of investing capital for the
modernization and tfechnical im-
provement of these undertakings;
their object was to exploit them to
the very utmost and then abandon
them. The result was that many of
the factories, oil wells, manganese
works, and so forth, were quickly
reduced to utter ruin.

At the Eighteenth Congress of the
Georgian Social-Democratic Party,
Ramishvili, one of the Social-
Democratic leaders, “justified” the
preservation of capitalist and feudal
private property in Georgia on the
following ‘“grounds”:

“The objective conditions for the
realization of our program are
lacking. We have been cempelled te
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serve the cause of bourgeois democ-
racy. . .. A government which loses
sight of the objective conditions
serves the cause of reaction; that
is why our object has been mod-
erate and restrained; we are no
longer intensifying the revolution.”
(Khachapuridze, Cited place, p. 138.)

The Menshevik leaders thought
that they were acting “wisely” in
attempting to “leave everything as
it was,” so long as they could keep
in the saddle with the aid of British
bayonets. But everything did not
remain “as it was.” The real mas-
ters of the country, the bankers of
the City in London, like Shylock,
insisted on their bond. They sup-
plied the bayonets to “maintain
internal order,” and demanded all
the riches of the country, not only
oil and manganese, but also corn
and wine, vegetables and fruit. The
Georgian landowners, whom the
Social-Democratic government al-
lowed a free hand, immediately
began to sell for export all
the agricultural produce of the
country. In the ports of Batum
and Poti, heart-rending scenes
were witnessed. Foreign ships,
protected by British troops and
the Social-Democratic “Defense
Corps,” were being loaded with
grain, cheese, tea, wine, fruit, veg-
etables, and so forth, while crowds
of starving people saw the food
going out of the country. Many dock
laborers refused to load the ships
on the ground that the masses in
the country were starving; but
their courageous resistance was
broken by armed force.

The economy of the country went
to rack and ruin. Coal output
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dropped by no less than 85 per
cent; it took weeks for freight
trains to travel between Tiflis and
Batum. Wages were reduced nearly
every month, so that in the third
year of the reign of the Social-
Democratic government the aver-
age wages of the Georgian workers
amounted to only 20 per cent of
the pre-war level.

Disillusioned and embittered, the
masses of the working people
turned away from the Social-
Democratic leaders and their mas-
ters, the British invaders. The
hatred of the people for the foreign
rulers was so strong that in the
streets they gave the officers and
soldiers of the army of occupation
a wide berth to avoid touching these
“hangmen,” as they called them.

The influence of the Communist
Party grew steadily. In this situa-
tion, the Menshevik government
itself revealed what value it at-
tached to the “democratic liber-
ties,” such as free press, right of
assembly and right of association,
which the propagandists of the
Second International made so much
of in their boosting of the “Geor-
gian paradise.” In July and August,
1920, wholesale arrests were made
among the Communists; the Com-
munist newspapers were suppressed;
the editors were thrown into jail;
their printing presses were closed;
all meetings were prohibited, and
the revolutionary organizations were
suppressed.

A reign of terror swept the whole
country. The Social-Democratic gov-
ernment sent out numerous puni-
tive expeditions against rebellious
villages, whole provinces and even
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against whole nationalities. The
following is an entry made in his
diary by Valiko Djugeli, a Social-
Democratic leader, and commander
of one of these punitive expeditions
sent against the Ossetians:

“Night has fallen. Everywhere
fires are blazing. These are the
burning houses of the rebels. All
around us Ossetian villages are
burning. . . . I gaze upon these
smoking ruins, calm in spirit and
with a clear conscience.”

The Georgian Mensheviks in alli-
ance with the Entente converted
the land into a huge battlefield. The
Georgian jingoism fostered by the
Tiflis government resulted in san-
guinary conflicts between Geor-
gians and Azerbaijans, and be-
tween Georgians and Armenians.
Not satisfied with that, the Social-
Democratic leaders tried to find a
way out of the situation that was
becoming more and more dangerous
by helping in the attempt to over-
throw the Soviet Government in
Russia and to defeat the Red Army.
The Georgian Menshevik govern-
ment helped both Denikin (in 1919)
- and Wrangel (in 1920) in the
war of intervention against Soviet
Russia. This reactionary and adven-
turist policy threatened to throw
the ruined and starving country
into worse chaos than ever.

Meanwhile, the neighboring coun-
tries, Azerbaijan and Armenia,
freed themselves from the capitalist
yoke and established a Soviet gov-
ernment. Thus, for the British and
French imperialists the oil wells of
Baku ran dry; but they began to
flow more freely for the workers
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of the great Land of Soviets. As a
result, the interest of the City in
London in Georgian ‘democracy”
waned. The Georgian people then
determined to throw off the double
yoke of foreign rule and of the
Menshevik dictatorship. In Febru-
ary, 1921, the people rose under the
leadership of Sergo Ordjonikidze.
The Red Army gave the Georgian
people a fraternal hand, and in the
same month the tottering regime of
the Social-Democratic leaders col-
lapsed like a house of cards.
* * *

The establishment of the Geor-
gian Soviet Republic ushered in a
new era in the history of the Geor-
gian people. The heritage left to the
workers by the Menshevik govern-
ment was indeed a terrible one:
industry and agriculture in a state
of utter ruin; an impoverished peo-
ple; a devastated culture, and
national strife.

This national strife was the main
obstacle to the socialist reconstruc-
tion of the Transcaucasian Republic.
In a speech he delivered at a meet-
ing of the Tiflis Party organization
on June 6, 1921, Stalin said:

“Obviously the three years’ exist-
ence of nationalist governments in
Georgia (Mensheviks), in Azerbai-
jan (Mussavatists) and in Armenia
(Dashnaks) did not pass without
effect. By carrying out their na-
tional policies, by working among
the toilers in a spirit of aggressive
nationalism, these nationalist gov-
ernments finally brought matters to
the point where each of these small
countries found itself surrounded
by a hostile nationalist atmosphere
which deprived Georgia and Ar-
menia of Russian grain and Azer-
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baijan oil, and Azerbaijan and
Russia of goods going through Ba-
tum—not to speak of armed clashes
(Georgian-Armenian war) and mas-
sacres (Armenian-Tatar), the nat-
ural result of the nationalist pol-
icy.” ¥

It was no easy task to clear the
atmosphere, to imbue the working
people of all nationalities as speed-
ily as possible with feelings of true,
fraternal friendship for each other.
The enormous importance that Lenin
attached to this task can be seen
from the letter he sent to the
Communists in the Caucasus, dated
April 14, 1921. In this letter Lenin
wrote:

13

. . . I permit myself to express
the hope that their close alliance
[of the Soviet Republics of the Cau-
casus] will serve as a model of
national peace, unprecedented un-
der the bourgeoisie and impossible
under the bourgeois system.”*:*

Thanks to the Lenin-Stalin na-
tional policy, which they faithfully
pursued, the Communists of Geor-
gia and of the other Caucasian re-
publics fully justified Lenin’s hope.
Today, under the Soviet regime
there is no strife over territory
among the peoples of Transcau-
casia, nor can there be any such
strife. And this is due not only to
the fact that the Soviet Government
has found a correct solution for the
problem, but also to the fact that
all the nationalities enjoy the same
conditions of life. The conditions
enjoyed by Armenians living in

*Quoted in L. Beria, Stalin’s Early Writings
and Activities, p. 172, International Publishers,
New York

** Ibid., pp. 171.72.
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Georgia, or in Azerbaijan, say, are
equally as good as those they would
enjoy in their own Republic. Under
the Soviet regime, Armenians in
Georgia, or Georgians in Armenia,
have opportunities of receiving
their education in their native lan-
guages. They have their own na-
tional theaters. They can conduct
any business they need in govern-
ment offices in their own languages.
They have the right to vote and
be elected to all legislative, admin-
istrative, public and political or-
ganizations. They have their own
newspapers, pamphlets and books
printed in their own language. They
can freely follow their religious
customs, etc., etc.

Among the peoples of the Cau-
casus, as indeed among the peoples
throughout the U.S.S.R., there can
be no strife over land, for the peas-
ants of any nationality, irrespective
of where they live, in their own
national republic or in some other,
everywhere enjoy the same right
to land. There is no strife over the
factories, mines, etc., nor can there
be, for all are public property. The
oil that is obtained in Baku, the
tractors that are built in Kharkov,
or the shoes made in Moscow, be-
long equally to the working people
of Georgia, Armenia, Turkmenia, the
Ukraine, etc. Hence, in the Soviet
Union the causes of strife between
nations have been completely erad-
icated. In the U.S.S.R., friendship
among the nations rests on the firm
and unshakeable foundation of
socialism. And an example of this
Lenin-Stalin friendship and frater-
nity among nations is provided by
the Caucasus, where formerly na-
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tional hatred and strife prevailed,
and where now all the nationalities
are united by bonds of fraternity,
mutual aid, mutual achievement
and mutual joy.

“And friendship among the peo-
ples of the U.S.S.R. is a great and
important achievement. For as long
as this friendship exists, the peo-
ples of our country will be free
and invincible.” (J. V. Stalin, Marx-
ism and the National and Colonial
Question.)

* * *

During the twenty years or so
that have elapsed since the day
freedom came to Georgia and re-
leased the people from the yoke of
political, social and national slavery
forever, the whole country has
undergone a marvelous change.

It was certainly no smooth, paved
road that the Georgian people have
traveled during these twenty years.
The success that they can proudly
look back on now was achieved in
the course of a continuous series of
stern struggles. The deposed capi-
talists, the imperialists who had
been driven from the country, the
remnants of the shattered Georgian
Menshevik party, and the represen-
tatives of the various chauvinist
groups, in various guises and by
various methods, made repeated
attempts to hinder the work of
socialist construction. Nevertheless,
the consistant application of the
Lenin-Stalin national policy by the
Communist Party of Georgia
thwarted all these attempts.

Twenty years! A very short space
of time when regarded in the light
of history. But for the Georgian
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people so much has changed during
these years that the memories of
what had existed before seems to go
back into the dim and distant past.
Not only has a new generation
sprung up; far more significant is
that a new world has been created.
The working people of Georgia, like
those of the whole of Transcau-
casia, have caught up with giant
strides that which they were pre-
vented from achieving by the impe-
rialist conquerors and colonial rulers.
The formerly despised Georgians,
who were not only denied the right
to govern their country, but whose
ability to do so was denied, have
by their own efforts transformed
Georgia into “one of the happiest
corners of the world,” as V. M.
Molotov put it in a speech he de-
livered on the fifteenth anniversary
of the establishment of the Geor-
gian Soviet Republic.

What is the happiness of the
Georgian people based on?

The people are happy because
they need no longer serve foreign
rulers; because they themselves con-
trol the factories, mines and oil
wells; because the Soviet regime
gave the peasants of Georgia for
their use for all time 1,823,598
acres of land that formerly be-
longed to the princes and big
landowners; because the whole
country is covered with a close net-
work of schools of every kind, from
village schools to the highest uni-
versities in the cities. The Georgian
people are happy because political
and economic freedom has opened
for them all the sources of culture.
The people for whom had been
mapped out the fate of downtrodden
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colonial slaves are now the masters
of their country working as engin-
eers and technicians, agronomists,
tractor drivers, doctors, scientists,
teachers and authors; and they have
raised their industry and agricul-
ture, which formerly had been at
a low stage of development, to an
astonishingly high Ilevel. Georgia
has become the main center in the
U.S.S.R. for the cultivation of sub-
tropical produce.

On the Black Sea Coast is sit-
uated that wonderful land Xol-
khida. This is Colchis of the days
of antiquity famed for its riches;
the ancient Greek legends mention
the voyages of the Argonauts to
Colchis in quest of the Golden
Fleece. The tsarist government was
incapable of developing the im-
mense resources of this sub-tropical
country. Before the Soviet Govern-
ment was established, a large part
of this territory, about 543,620 acres,
was submerged and represented a
huge malaria-infested bog. The
population either emigrated or died
out.

Only under the Soviet regime
were the immense possibilities of
Kolkhida realized and measures
taken to develop them. A huge
reclamation scheme was under-
taken. By 1939 the total length of
drainage canals had reached 459
miles; and to protect the country
from further inundation, dams have
been erected of a total length of 72
miles. In the last ten years alone
the area under sub-tropical crops
has been increased by 160,615 acres.
The main sub-tropical crop in
Kolkhida is tea.

In Georgia, the tea crop covers
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an area of over 136,000 acres, from
which the Government in 1939 ob-
tained a total of 44,000 tons of green
tea, and in 1940, 51,166 tons. Before
the Soviet regime, no tea was
grown in Georgia; in 1932 the first
crop of the state tea plantations
amounted to 117 tons. There has
also been a rapid increase in the
cultivation of citrus fruits. In 1939
the state obtained 445,000,000 tan-
gerines, oranges and lemons, as
against 12,700,000 in 1932. These
figures are a vivid illustration of
the enormous successes achieved
by Soviet Georgia in this field.

Vine growing has increased ten-
fold. In 1939 the vineyard area
amounted to about 120,000 acres,
and it is planned to increase this
area to 198,000 acres by the end of
1944. About 150,000 members of
collective farms in Georgia are
engaged in the cultivation of silk
worms as a subsidiary occupation.
The quantity of cocoons obtained
from oak-leaf silk worms from
1937 to 1939 increased tenfold.

An important place in the agri-
culture of Georgia is held by to-
bacco. Here the best brands of
yellow tobacco such as “Samsun,”
“Trapezund,” etc., are grown.

The collective farm orchards de-
liver hundreds of thousands of tons
of luscious fruit; from 1930 to 1939
the fruit area increased from 89,000
acres to 164,000 acres.

Nearly all the collective farms in
Georgia combine different branches
of agriculture. For example, this
year the “Beria” collective farm in
the village of Asureti, Agubal
Region, sent to the All-Russian
Agricultural Exhibition in Moscow
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exhibits of vegetables, potatoes,
corn, grapes and other fruit, as well
as the produce of its dairy farms
and piggeries, etc. This form of
combined farming has resulted in
a considerable increase in collective
farm incomes. Poverty among the
peasantry is a thing of the dim and
distant past, never to return. Dur-
ing the last seven years the income
per working day of the Georgian
collective farmer in money alone
has increased sixfold; and yearly
incomes ranging from 10,000 to
20,000 rubles are by no means a
rarity.

In 1936 there were nine collective
farms in Georgia which had an in-
come of 1,000,000 rubles; in 1939
there were 37 collective farms with
such incomes. In 1939 there were
in Georgia 54 machine and tractor
stations, having a total of 2,334 trac-
tors, 438 harvester-combines and
184 motor trucks.

The industries of Georgia have
fully kept pace with the growth of
agriculture under the Soviet regime.
The country now has a machine-
building industry which supplies
machines for the principal branches
of industry in Transcaucasia. In
Thilisi, the capital of, the Republic,
there are now factories producing
machine tools, oil well equipment,
and textile, silk spinning and vine
cultivation machinery. In Batum
there are factories which manufac-
ture the machinery needed for the
tea factories. In Chiatura, the man-
ganese mines are fully mechanized.
Batum is famous for its up-to-date
oil refineries.

In many cities in Georgia, such as
Thilisi, Kutais and others, there are
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numerous silk and other textile
mills. Large factories for consum-
ers’ goods, shoes, knitted goods and
confectionery, and dozens of large
sawmills have been erected and are
now functioning. The oil industry,
too, is making rapid strides in
Georgia. At one time it was thought
that there was no oil in Georgia;
but prospecting operations under-
taken by the Government revealed
the presence of oil in twenty-one
districts, and successful boring oper-
ations have been conducted at seven
hundred different points. It is now
estimated that Georgia has oil re-
sources amounting to over half a
billion tons at least. To get an idea
‘'of the immensity of these resources,
we must remember that from the
earliest time that oil was obtained
in Baku to the present day, that is,
over one hundred years, about 400,-
000,000 tons of oil have been ob-
tained.

Hand in hand with the develop-
ment of industry and agriculture
there has been a rise in the gen-
eral standard of culture in the coun-
try. Tbilisi, the heart of Georgia,
with its 520,000 inhabitants, has be-
come one of the greatest cultural
centers in the Soviet Union. Nu-
merous lofty and comfortable apart-
ment houses, theaters and Palaces
of Culture, and wide streets and
embankments have been erected.
The River Kura, which formerly
served as the sewage canal of the
city, is now lined with concrete and
granite, and its fine, broad embank-
ments are planted with trees and
flowers. The city is famed for its
industry, its colleges and its scien-
tific institutes.
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Georgia is rapidly becoming a re-
public with 100 per cent literacy.
All children attend school, and
schools are available for Georgian,
Russian, Abkhasian, Ossetian, Ar-
menian, Greek and other children.
Before the revolution there was only
one college in Georgia; today there
are 19, covering different branches
of learning. Since the Soviet regime
was established, forty-five theaters
have been built, among which are
the magnificent Rust’aveli Dra-
matic Theatre, and the Georgian
Opera and Ballet. Georgia, once a
backward country, now occupies
first place among the republics of
the Soviet Union as regards the
educational level of her population.
Out of every thousand inhabitants
of Georgia no less than 113 have had
a high school education, and eleven
out of every thousand have had a
college education.

In a speech delivered at a meeting
of the Central Executive Committee
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of Georgia, held in 1936 to celebrate
the fifteenth anniversary of the
Georgian Soviet Republic, Comrade
Voroshilov said: '

“The tsarist lickspittles and lit-
erary hacks were fond of calling
Georgia a jewel in the crown of the
Russian Empire. But these gentle-
men were very careful not to say
that this jewel was drenched with
the blood and tears of the working
people of Georgia. Only today is
Georgia becoming a real jewel, a
treasure, not only for her own peo-
ple but for the whole of the Soviet
Union.”

Situated on the borders of the
capitalist world, Georgia shines like
a brilliant Southern star in the con-
stellation of the sixteen Union Re-
publics; a living testimony of the
inherent strength of the Soviet sys-
stem; the herald of peace and
friendship among nations; the sym-
bol of the power and invincibility of
the great Soviet Union.



HOW THE BOLSHEVIKS WON THE MASSES IN 1917

BY A. VLADIMIROV

“The point here is not that the
vanguard shall realize the impos-
sibility of preserving the old order
of things and the inevitability of its
overthrow. The point is that the
masses, the millions, shall under-
stand this inevitability and display
their readiness to support the van-
guard. But the masses can under-
stand this only from their own
experience, The task is to enable the
vast masses to realize from their
own experience the inevitability of
the overthrow of the old regime, to
promote such methods of struggle
and forms of organization as will
make it easier for the masses to
learn from experience to recognize
the correctness of the revolutionary
slogans.”—Joseph Stalin.

HE effects of the first world im-
perialist war were particularly
devastating in the case of Russia.

After thirty months of war, in
which over sixteen million men
were mobilized, or about 47 per cent
of the total adult able-bodied male
population, Russia was in a state
of complete economic ruin.

The whole burden of the war fell
upon the shoulders -of the workers
and peasants. Hundreds of thou-
sands perished in the trenches.
Millions of working people in the

rear suffered unparalleled hardships
and privation. Yet at the same time
the manufacturers, big merchants
and landlords were piling up
wealth, stuffing their pockets with
scandalous war profits. Profiteering
and bribery reigned supreme. The
price of bread rose rapidly. Food
became scarce in the country, and
the soldiers in the trenches and the
workers in the rear were reduced
to starvation rations.

At the beginning of 1917, the eco-
nomic disruption became even more
acute. The capital cities—Petrograd
and Moscow—ran short of food.
Consignments of provisions prac-
tically stopped owing to the total
collapse of the transport system.
The factories came to a standstill.
The position of the workers became
intolerable.

On February 27, 1917, the work-
ers of Petrograd rose in revolt.
“Down with the tsar!” “Down with
the war!” “We want bread!”—the
working men and women demanded.
They were led by the Bolsheviks.
The insurgent workers were joined
by the soldiers.

The combined armed action of the
workers and soldiers decided the
fate of the autocracy.
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News of the victory of the revo-
lution in Petrograd swept like wild-
fire through the country. Every-
where—at the front and in the rear
—workers, peasants and soldiers
hastened to join the Petrograd
workers and rallied beneath the
banner of revolution. The tsarist
autocracy was swept away.

* %

The revolution awakened the hith-
erto oppressed and downtrodden
masses, with all their petty-bour-
geois prejudices, and like a spring
flood swept them irresistibly into
social and political life.

Right at the very beginning of the
revolution the workers, peasants
and soldiers set up Soviets. But
owing to their inadequate organiza-
tion and excessive trustfulness, they
voluntarily surrendered the power
to the bourgeoisie.

“While the Bolsheviks were di-
rectly leading the struggle of the
masses in the streets, the compro-
mising parties, the Mensheviks and
Socialist-Revolutionaries, were seiz-
ing the seats in the Soviets, and
building up a majority there. This
was partly facilitated by the fact
that the majority of the leaders of
the Bolshevik Party were in prison
or exile (Lenin was in exile abroad
and Stalin and Sverdlov in banish-
ment in Siberia) while the Menshe-
viks and Socialist-Revolutionaries
were freely promenading the streets
of Petrograd.” (History of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union,
p. 177, International Publishers,
New York.)

These traitors to the revolution,
playing on the confidence of the
masses, did their utmost to slur over
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the question of terminating the war,
the question of peace, and to turn
over the power to the bourgeoisie.
With their assistance, there was
formed, side by side with the So-
viets, a Provisional Government,
headed by avowed defenders of the
bourgeois and landlord system and
direct agents of British and French
capital.

The revolution was made for the
sake of peace, bread, land and lib-
erty. But the Provisional Govern-
ment was neither willing nor able to
give any of these things.

The objective situation in Russia
in 1917 was such that whoever
wanted peace, bread, land and lib-
erty, whoever wanted to put an end
to the war and to the economic dis-
ruption and crisis, had to proceed
immediately and unhesitatingly to
fight for the power of the workers
and poor peasants, for socialism.
For peace could not be expected
from a government of bourgeois and
landlords who were interested in
continuing the imperialist war.
Bread could only be got by taking
it from the landlords and capitalists,
for which purpose they would have
to be expropriated. The land could
be given to the peasants only by
taking it away from the landlords.
Liberty for the people could only
be assured by overthrowing the
power of the capitalists and land-
lords, who were already negotiating
with the representatives of the de-
posed monarchy for its restoration.

The economic disruption could
riot be repaired except by establish-
ing the strictest state control over
the production and consumption of
goods, and except by encroaching
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on the profits of the capitalists and
landlords. The whole objective
course of events in Russia in 1917,
powerfully accelerated by the im-
perialist war, made a transition to
socialism an issue of the utmost
urgency, as the only salvation for
the masses of the people. Not a
single one of the basic problems of
the revolution could be settled with-
out definite steps being taken to-
wards socialism, without fighting for
socialism.

The Bolshevik Party was fully
aware of this. Having led the work-
ers in the February fighting, after
the overthrow of tsardom it began
to devote all its energies to con-
solidating its ranks. It swept aside
the sceptics, the capitulators and
the bourgeois agents who had
wormed their way into its midst,
and strove for the transfer of power
to the Soviets.

The bourgeoisie was equally
aware of it. It therefore at once be-
gan to organize and muster its
forces to fight the revolution, and
only waited for an opportune mo-
ment to concentrate the whole
power in its own hands and sup-
press the Soviets.

The only ones who were not yet
aware of this were the broad mass
of the people, who had just been
awakened to political life, were in-
toxicated with the comparative ease
of the victory over tsardom, be-
lieved in the promises of the Pro-
visional Government, and allowed
themselves to be fooled by the com-
promising parties—the Socialist-
Revolutionaries and Mensheviks.

Lenin wrote:

“A gigantic petty-bourgeois wave
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has swept over everything and
overwhelmed the class-conscious
proletariat, not only by force of
numbers but also ideologically; that
is, it has infected very wide circles
of workers with the petty-bourgeois
outlook on politics. (V. I. Lenin,
Selected Works, Vol. VI, p. 49, In-

ternational Publishers, New York.)

But the masses were yearning for
peace, want inexorably drove them
to fight for bread and land, and this
was the Achilles’ heel of the com-
promising policy of the Mensheviks
and Socialist-Revolutionaries and of
the counter-revolutionary policy of
the bourgeoisie.

Any further advance of the revo-
lution would solely depend on
whether the masses would under-
stand the true state of affairs, and
shake off the influence of petty-
bourgeois views on politics; it
would depend on their attitude to-
wards the bourgeoisie, towards the
Provisional Government, and to-
wards the frothing eloquence of the
Menshevik and Socialist-Revolu-
tionary orators.

The masses had to learn from
their own experience that peace,
bread, land and liberty could not be
obtained without overthrowing the
imperialist Provisional Government,
without driving out the Mensheviks,
Socialist-Revolutionaries and other
agents of the bourgeoisie, and with--
out replacing it by a government of
Soviets.

The growth of the February bour-
geois-democratic revolution into a
socialist revolution would therefore
depend upon the speed with which
the masses were enlightened, on
whether they would rid themselves
of the influence of the bourgeoisie
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and the compromising Mensheviks
and Socialist-Revolutionaries.

* * *

On April 3 (April 16, new style),
1917, after having spent ten years
in exile abroad, Lenin returned to
Russia. The following day, at a con-
ference of Bolshevik delegates to the
All-Russian Congress of Soviets of
Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies
held in a small room in the Taurida
Palace in Petrograd, he read his
theses on “The Tasks of the Prole-
tariat in the Present Revolution.”
These were his immortal April
Theses:

“The specific feature of the pres-
ent situation in Russia,” Lenin de-
clared, “is that it represents a
transition from the first stage of the
revolution—which, owing to the in-
sufficient class-consciousness and
organization of the proletariat, led
to the assumption of power by the
bourgeoisie—to the second stage,
which must place the power in the
hands of the proletariat and the
poor strata of the peasantry.

“This transition is characterized,
on the one hand, by a maximum of
freedom (Russia is now the freest
of all the belligerent countries in
the world); on the other, by the
absence of violence in relation to the
masses, and, finally, by the naive
confidence of the masses in the gov-
ernment of capitalists, the worst
enemies of peace and socialism.

“This specific situation demands
on our part an ability to adapt our-
selves to the specific requirements
of Party work among unprece-
dentedly large masses of proleta-
rians who have just awakened to
political life.” (Ibid., p. 22.)

There could be no question of

" Socialist-Revolutionaries,
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supporting the Provisional Govern-
ment. The war continued to be an
imperialist war, a war against the
interests of the people. It was neces-
sary, Lenin taught, to expose the
utter falsity of the promises of the
Provisional Government, to explain
to the masses that the Soviets of
Workers’ Deputies:

“. .. are the only possible form of
revolutionary government and that
therefore our task is, as long as this
government submits to the influence
of the bourgeoisie, to present a pa-
tient, systematic, and persistent
explanation of the errors of their
tactics, an explanation especially
adapted to the practical needs of the
masses.

“As long as we are in the minor-
ity we carry on the work of criticiz-
ing and explaining errors and at the
same time advocate the necessity of
transferring the entire power of
state to the Soviets of Workers’
Deputies, so that the masses may
by experience overcome their mis-
takes.” (Ibid., p. 23.)

An essential prerequisite for the
transition to the socialist revolution
was to isolate the Mensheviks and
who at
that time held the majority in the
Soviets, and for the Bolshevik Party
to win over the majority of the
revolutionary masses. But how was
this to be done? In view of the fact
that the broad mass of the people
were a prey to petty-bourgeois in-
fluences, this could only be done if
the masses learned by their own ex-
perience that the Bolshevik slogans
were correct.

It was not enough to tell the
masses the truth; it had to be
brought home to them.
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The slogan advanced by Lenin—
“All Power to the Soviets!” was a
slogan of this kind. What did it
mean?

It meant the transfer of the whole
power of the state to the Soviets.

“The Soviets in their class com-
position were organs of the move-
ment of the workers and peasants,
the ready-made form of their dic-
tatorship. Had they possessed the
entire state power, the main short-
coming of the petty bourgeois strata,
their chief sin, namely, confidence
in the capitalists, would have been
overcome in practice, would have
been subjected to the criticism de-
rived from the experience of their
own measures.” (Ibid., p. 168.)

The economic demands made in
Lenin’s theses amounted to the con-
fiscation of the landed estates and
the nationalization of all the land,
the establishment of a national bank
by the fusion of all the banks in the
country, and the institution of con-
trol over the social production and
distribution of goods. These meas-
ures were not directly socialistic in
themselves, but they were important
steps towards socialism. The
strength of the Bolshevik economic
platform lay in the fact that it con-
tained just those demands which
were alone capable of satisfying the
masses and saving them from star-
vation and of leading the country
out of the state of war and eco-
nomic disruption.

Lenin’s April Theses were a
powerful weapon to the Party in
its efforts to win the support of the
masses for the socialist revolution.

They enabled the Party “to
emerge onto the new road at one
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stride.” (Stalin.) There were only
isolated individuals within the
Party, such as Kamenev, Pyatakov,
Rykov and other traitors, who op-
posed the April Theses and tried to
drag the Party back. The Party re-
pudiated these -individuals and
rallied solidly around Lenin.

And this was no chance thing: the
Party had been prepared by its
whole previous experience for a new
stage in the struggle for socialism.
And, immediately after the Febru-
ary Revolution, it was prepared for
this, above all, by Stalin’s articles in
the Pravda.

Stalin returned to Petrograd from
exile in remote Turukhansk on
March 12 (25), 1917. Two days later
an article of his appeared in Pravda
entitled “The Soviets of Workers’
and Soldiers’ Deputies,” in which
he wrote:

“To shatter the old power a tem-
porary alliance between the insur-
rectionary workers and soldiers was
enough. . . .

“But a temporary alliance be-
tween the workers and soldiers is
far from enough to preserve the
liberties achieved and to further de-
velop the revolution.

“That requires that this alliance
should be made conscious and se-
cure, lasting and stable, sufficiently
stable to withstand the provocative
attempts of the counter-revolution-
aries. . . .

“The organs of this allianee are
the Soviets of Workers’ and Sol-
diers’ Deputies. . . .

“The revolutionary Social-Demo-
crats must work to consolidate these
Soviets, make them universal, and
link them together under the aegis
of the Central Soviet of Workers’
and Soldiers’ Deputies as the organ
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of revolutionary power of the peo-
ple.” (Lenin-Stalin, 1917, pp. 11-12.)

Stalin wrote that the war had not
ceased to be an imperialist war. He
denounced those who were demand-
ing that the Provisional Govern-
ment should be supported.

“The Provisional Government,”
he wrote in an article entitled “Con-
ditions of Victory of the Russian
Revolution,” “did not arise on the
barricades, but in the vicinity of the
barricades. Consequently, it is not
revolutionary—it only trails after
the revolution, dragging it back and
getting in its way.”

Thus, thanks to the way in which
Stalin put the question, the Bolshe-
vik Party was already fully pre-
pared for the slogan, “All Power to
the Soviets!”

That is why Lenin’s April Theses,
which opened a new historical phase
in the Party’s work, was very soon
adopted unanimously by the whole
Party.

At that period the Bolshevik
Party stressed the need of propa-
ganda, of explaining its slogans, as
the prime prerequisite in its efforts
to win over the masses. The circum-
stances of the situation made this
form of Party activity the cardinal
one. Lenin vigorously trounced
those who were inclined to minimize
or altogether deny the importance
of propaganda.

“This may appear to be ‘nothing
more’ than propaganda work,” he
wrote at this period, “but in reality
it is extremely practical revolution-
ary work; for there is no advance
for a revolution that has come to a
standstill, that has choked itself
with phrases, and that keeps mark-
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ing time, mot because of external
obstacles, not because of the wvio-
lence of the bourgeoisie (Guchkov
is still only threatening to employ
violence against the soldier masses),
but because of the naive trustful-
ness of the masses.” (V. I. Lenin,
Selected Works, Vol VI, p. 51.)

Exposing the Mensheviks and
“Left” phrasemongers, Lenin above
all demanded persistent, incessant,
and painstaking day-to-day ex-
planatory work among the masses.
What was required was not high-
sounding ultra-revolutionary talk
about immediately overthrowing the
power of the bourgeoisie, but the
systematic propaganda of the Bol-
shevik slogans; only such efforts
could lead to the desired goal—the
emancipation of the masses from
the influence of the bourgeoisie.

* * *

The Petrograd Bolshevik Confer-
ence, at which Lenin’s theses were
discussed and adopted, had scarcely
ended when the first major crisis
swept over the country, fully cor-
roborating these theses. We are re-
ferring to the demonstration of
April, 1917.

On the morning of April 19, the
day following the First of May cele-
brations (under the old calendar
May Day fell on April 18), in which
for the first time countless masses
took part, the news was circulated
that Milyukov, the Foreign Minister
in the Provisional Government, had
sent a note to the Allies intimating
Russia’s readiness to continue the
war until complete victory.

Huge demonstrations filled the
streets of Petrograd. The workers
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and soldiers marched towards the
Mariinsky Palace, where the Pro-
visional Government was in session.
One regiment even came out fully
armed with the intention of arrest-
ing the Provisional Government.
The latter attempted to organize a
counter-demonstration, but without
success. The workers and soldiers
of Petrograd rose up in action.

The Central Committee of the
Bolshevik Party called upon the
masses to organize a demonstration
in Petrograd on April 21. At the
same time it explained to them that
their only salvation lay in joining
the revolutionary proletariat, for
only a government in the shape of
the Soviets of Workers’ and Sol-
diers’ Deputies would be in a posi-
tion to put an early end to the war
and secure a just peace.

Over one hundred thousand
workers and soldiers responded to
the call of the Bolsheviks and
joined the demonstration against
“Milyukov’s note,” under the slo-

gans “Down with War!” ‘“Publish
the Secret Treaties!” and “All
Power to the Soviets!” Nothing

could stop the movement of the
masses which found expression in
the demonstration organized by the
Bolsheviks. A few provocative shots
were fired by supporters of the Pro-
visional Government, but they were
of no consequence. Demonstrations
were held in other cities, too, and
in many rural districts.

The April demonstration was the
first serious rift in the compromis-
ing policy of the Mensheviks
and Socialist-Revolutionaries and
started a crisis in the Provisional
Government. It helped considerably
to cure the petty bourgeois masses
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of their belief in the peace-loving
character of the Provision Govern-
ment and to accelerate the process
of transition of the masses to the
side of the Bolsheviks, the process
of growth of the bourgeois-demo-
cratic revolution into a socialist
revolution.

The April demonstration com-
pelled the Provisional Government
to resort to a maneuver with the
object of gaining time for a new
offensive against the revolution.
Scared by the demonstration, the
Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolu-
tionaries tried to persuade their
masters to withdraw their declared
intention of continuing the war. But
the bosses knew what they were
about. They, in their turn, threat-
ened to resign if the compromisers
did not join the government. The
lackeys hearkened to the voice of
their masters. The doors of the gov-
ernment were temporarily thrown
open to them. A coalition Pro-
visional Government was formed
that included Mensheviks and So-
cialist-Revolutionaries. Under pres-
sure of the masses, Milyukov and
Guchkov were dropped from the
government. .

The Menshevik and Socialist-
Revolutionary majority on the So-
viets were prepared to go to any
lengths to prevent power passing
into the hands of the Soviets. By
their coalition with the bourgeoisie,
the Mensheviks and Socialist-Revo-
lutionaries helped the counter-
revolutionaries to consolidate their
position and prepare for a new
attack on the revolution. The Men-
sheviks and Socialist-Revolution-
aries thus deserted to the camp of
the counter-revolutionary bour-
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geoisie. The meaning of these recent
events had to be explained to the
masses and new efforts undertaken
to prepare them for the decisive
struggles that were impending.

Lenin and Stalin time and again
stressed the cardinal importance of
the Party’s continuing its persistent
propaganda and organizational work
under these circumstances. In a
resolution adopted by the Bolshevik
Central Committee on April 22.
1917, the tasks of the Party were
defined as follows:

“The slogans of the moment are:
(1) To explain the proletarian line
and the proletarian method of end-
ing the war; (2) To criticize the
petty-bourgeois policy of placing
trust in the government of the capi-
talists and compromising with it;
(3) To carry on propaganda and
agitation from group to. group in
every regiment, in every factory,
and, particularly among the most
backward masses, such as domestic
servants, unskilled laborers, etc.,
since it was on them especially that
the bourgeoisie endeavored to rely
in the days of the crisis; (4) To
organize, organize and once more
organize the proletariat, in every
factory, in every district and in
every city quarter.” (Lenin and
Stalin, 1917, p. 83.)

#* * *

At the beginning of the revolu-
tion, the bulk of the peasantry were
under the sway of defencism. But
at the same time the whole situation
drove them to take up the cudgels
against their real enemies, the land-
lords and capitalists.

The first volume of the History of
the Civil War quotes some charac-
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teristic letters from soldiers, reveal-
ing the direction in which their
minds were working at the begin-
ning of the revolution.

“We all feel and realize quite
well what we want,” one soldier
wrote in March, 1917. “God only
grant us victory over the foreign
enemy and then we shall tackle the
internal enemy, that is, the land-
lords.” (The History of the Civil
War in the U.S.S.R., p. 244. Interna-
tional Publishers, New York.)

And this from another letter:

“We are all glad of liberty. It is
terrible to die when the doors have
been flung wide open in Russia. . . .
Every . . . soldier wants to see the
bright and happy life of today for

.which we have been waiting for

307 years. . . . But the terrible thing
is that this bloodshed will never
cease.” (Ibid., pp. 244-45.)

But the longer the war dragged
on, the more outspoken became the
anti-war sentiments of the soldiers.
In April and May, 1917, they began,
with growing insistence, to demand
the early termination of the war,
and threatened to leave the front.

Every day brought greater dis-
illusionment. The coalition govern-
ment did nothing to save the coun-
try and the people from the horrors
of the war, from the economic dis-
ruption it had brought in its train,
from famine and impending catas-
trophe.

The war continued. The economic
life of the country kept going from
bad to worse. Unemployment grew.
The factory owners kept throwing
workers onto the streets, but the
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Soviets and the Provisional Govern-
ment did nothing to curb the capi-
talists. The peasants continued to
remain without land. They were
given lavish promises; but the Gov-
ernment took no chances and sent
detachments of troops into the
country for the protection of the
landed estates. The old officer caste
remained in command of the army.
The old bureaucratic government
machine was left intact. The old
imperialist policy towards the op-
pressed nationalities continued in
full force.

The Provisional Government
could not satisfy even the most ele-
mentary needs of the working
masses, because it stood for the
continuation of the imperialist war.
Thus, in 1917, the war was the cen-
tral issue in the life of the people.
The country could not be saved
from the war, from economic dis-
ruption and famine unless the
power of the bourgeoisie were over-
thrown. The causes that had led to
the April crisis continued to oper-
ate with ever growing intensity.

Every step taken by the Pro-
visional Government under these
circumstances, when the revolution
had awakened vast masses of the
people to independent political life,
could not but increase the discontent
of the people. The working masses
were becoming politically enlight-
ened and drawing closer to the Bol-
sheviks, whose slogans gave voice
to their cherished aspirations, and
who worked to unite them in a
struggle for a Soviet government.

What the Bolsheviks had pro-
claimed at the very beginning of the
revolution was now, after the
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April demonstration, being rapidly
brought home to the masses. This
process was facilitated by the propa-
ganda and organizational work of
the Bolsheviks.

While patiently but persistently
carrying on their propaganda and
agitational work, the Bolsheviks at
the same time strove to organize the
workers, soldiers, peasants and the
working people of the oppressed
nationalities. They headed a power-
ful mass movement for the forma-
tion of trade unions and shop com-
mittees in the mills and factories.
A conference of factory committees
held in Petrograd from May 30 to
June 3 entirely followed the leader-
ship of the Bolsheviks. The munic-
ipal elections in Petrograd in the
early part of June resulted in a big
victory for the Bolsheviks in the
working class quarters. That meant
that the majority of the Petrograd
proletariat were already supporting
the Bolshevik Party.

The influence of the Bolsheviks
was likewise growing in the army.
Working persistently and persever-
ingly among the soldiers, they set
up Party organizations in the mili-
tary units, disseminated Bolshevik
newspapers and carried on verbal
propaganda. The Soldatskaya
Pravda (Soldier’s Truth), published
in Petrograd, and the Okopnaya
Pravda (Trench Truth) at the front,
played a big part in winning over
the army for the Bolsheviks.

On the eve of the June demon-
stration, over half the Petrograd
garrison sided with the Bolsheviks.
Strong Bolshevik organizations al-
ready existed in a number of
regiments.
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An All-Russian conference of
Bolshevik Party organizations in the
army which opened on June 16,
1917, was attended by forty-eight
delegates from the front and seven-
teen from the rear, representing five
hundred regiments and Bolshevik
groups embracing twenty-six thou-
sand soldiers. This conference was
guided by Lenin and Stalin. They
intellectually armed the delegates
and the whole Party for more effec-
tive efforts to rid the soldiers of the
influence of the bourgeoisie, the
Mensheviks and the Socialist-Revo-
lutionaries.

At the First All-Russian Congress
of Soviets which assembled at the
beginning of June, and at which the
Bolsheviks represented only one-
tenth of the delegates, Lenin gave
an example of Bolshevik propa-
ganda. He was sitting unobtrusively
among the delegates in the body of
the hall when, speaking from the
rostrum, Tsereteli, the Menshevik
leader, confidently and boastingly
declared:

“‘“There is no political party in
Russia at this juncture which would
say: Hand over the power to us,
quit, we will take your place. . . .
There is no such party in Rusial’...

“ ‘“There is such a party!’

“It was the voice of Lenin hurl-
ing this challenge at the Mensheviks
in the name of the Bolshevik Party.

“The audience was electrified.
The drowsy Socialist-Revolution-
ary and Menshevik delegates were
suddenly jerked into wakefulness
and began to buzz with excitement.
Delegates rose to their feet to get a
glimpse of the man who had hurled
this challenge at the bosses. Con-
sternation reigned among the lead-
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ers in the Presidium. But Lenin was
already mounting the rostrum.

“ ‘He said that there is no political
party in Russia that would express
its readiness to take the entire
power upon itself. . . . I say there is!
No party can refuse this, and our
party does not refuse it; it is pre-
pared at any minute to take over
the entire power.”” (Ibid., pp. 224~
25.)

Lenin went on to expound the
Bolshevik program for coping with
the crisis. The delegates listened
with bated breath. And when the
compromisers in the Presidium of
the Congress tried to silence Lenin
on the grounds that his allotted time
had expired, the majority of the
delegates vigorously applauded him
and demanded that his time be ex-
tended. Lenin continued his speech.
He ended by calling for the estab-
lishment of the power of the revo-
lutionary proletariat supported by
the poor peasantry. His simple but
forceful words made a deep impres-
sion on the rank-and-file delegates
at the congress—the workers and
soldiers.

* * *

One of the most widespread illu-
sions among the masses at that
period was a belief in the almighty
power of the Constituent Assembly
which the bourgeoisie had promised
to convene. “Let us wait for the
Constituent Assembly, it will settle
everything,” was the prevailing
sentiment of the petty bourgeois,
who constituted the largest section
of the population of Russia. But this
sentiment harbored a grave danger
to the revolution, for it enabled the
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bourgeoisie to gain time and to
muster its forces for an attack on
the revolution. The Bolsheviks per-
sistently explained to the masses
that:

“The question of the Constituent
Assembly is subordinate to the
question of the course and issue of
the class struggle between the bour-
geoisie and the proletariat.” (V. I.
Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VI, p.
179.)

The strength of the Bolsheviks’
struggle against the constitutional
illusions of the masses in 1917 lay
in the fact that they took up and
developed the most urgent demands
of the masses and showed them that
they could not possibly be satisfied
under a bourgeois government, but
only under a government of work-
ers and poor peasants, a government
which would not hesitate to adopt
revolutionary measures towards the
bourgeoisie.

While working for a Soviet Re-
public, the Bolsheviks demanded
the immediate convocation of the
Constituent Assembly, thus expos-
ing the counter-revolutionary char-
acter of the Provisional Govern-
ment. Subsequent events furnished
brilliant corroboration of the Bol-
shevik tactics on this question. As
we know, the bourgeoisie never did
convene the Constituent Assembly.
It was convened by the Bolsheviks
in January, 1918.

The Constituent Assembly, then,
refused to endorse the decrees on
land, peace and the transfer of power
to the Soviets issued in pursuance of
the will of the workers and peasants,
and was accordingly dissolved. The
Bolshevik Party thus proved to the
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masses in the most striking fashion
the counter-revolutionary character
of the Constituent Assembly. These
tactics contributed considerably to
the complete exposure of the com-
promising policy of the Socialist-
Revolutionary and Menshevik Par-
ties in the eyes of the masses. In
his “October Revolution and the
Tactics of the Russian Commu-
nists,” Comrade Stalin wrote:

“. . . If the Bolsheviks had not
pursued this policy towards the
Constituent Assembly they would
not have succeeded in winning over
to their side the masses of the peo-
ple; and if they had not won over
these masses, they could not have
transformed the October insurrec-
tion into a profound people’s revo-
lution.” (J. V. Stalin, The October
Revolution, p. 123, International
Publishers, New York.)

The Bolsheviks also denounced
the petty-bourgeois interpretation
of the question of a majority. They
treated this question from the
standpoint of the actual fundamen-
tal interests of the majority of the
people. They showed that the Men-
shevik and Socialist-Revolutionary
majority in the Soviets did not an-
swer to the interests of the majority
of the people and was hoodwinking
them.

The interests of the working class
coincide with the interests of the
majority of the people. It is the only
class which, having taken the power
into its own hands, can administer
the state in accordance with the
wishes of the majority of the people.

Highly important is a remark
made by Lenin &t this period to the
effect that revolutionaries must
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sometimes go against the current
and take the risk of remaining for
a time in the minority. Retorting to
the Menshevik lackeys of the bour-
geoisie, who endeavored to mask
their treachery under the plea that
the masses were chauvinistic and
that it was their desire to remain
with the masses, Lenin wrote:

“Is it not more worthy of inter-
nationalists at this moment to be
able to resist ‘mass’ intoxication
than to ‘wish to remain’ with the
masses, i.e., to succumb to the gen-
eral epidemic? Have we not seen
how the chauvinists in all the bel-
ligerent countries of Europe justi-
fied themselves on the ground that
they wished to ‘remain with the
masses’? Is it not essential to be
able for a while to remain in a
minority as against the ‘mass’ in-
toxication?” (V. I. Lenin, Selected
Works, Vol. VI, p. 44.)

But when going against the cur-
rent one must know how. In April,
for example, Lenin wrote that to
issue the slogan “Down with the
war!” would be a mistake, for the
misled masses, infected with “revo-
lutionary defencism,” would not
listen to it.

“The slogan ‘Down with the
war!”” Lenin wrote, “is, of course,
a correct one. But it fails to take
into account the specific nature of
the tasks of the present moment
and of the necessity of approaching
the masses in a different way. It is,
in my opinion, similar to the slogan
‘Down with the tsar!’” with which
the inexperienced agitator of the
‘good old days’ went simply and
directly to the country districts—
and received a beating.” (Ibid., pp.
53-54.)
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The Bolsheviks had patiently and
persistently to explain and prove
that the bourgeoisie needed the war
for the sake of their own pockets,
and not for the defense of the revo-
lution, and that the character and
aims of a war depended on what
class was waging it. And this ig
what the Bolsheviks did.

As we had already said, the
tremendous self-sacrificing educa-
tional and organizational work of
the Bolsheviks very soon began tq
bear fruit. Large masses of people
began to listen to the Bolsheviks, tq
draw closer to them and to support
them.

& * Ed

With the formation of the coali.
tion Provisional Government, the
spontaneous movement of the work-
ing people continued steadily tg
spread. An outbreak of popular in-
dignation of gigantic power and di-
mensions was maturing.

The Bolsheviks based all their ac~
tivities on this growing movement
of the masses, organized it and leqd
it. By the end of April the Bolshevik
Party already had a membership of
eighty thousand, and its ranks were
rapidly growing. In Petrograd, the
Party already had strong support in
the working class districts and in
the garrisons.

The Central Committee of the
Bolshevik Party appointed a peace-
ful demonstration of workers and
soldiers for June 10. All the ar-
rangements had already been made,
when late at night on the eve of the
demonstration it was learned that,
on the insistence of the Menshe-
viks and Socialist-Revolutionaries,
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the All-Russian Congress of Soviets
had adopted a decision prohibiting
the demonstration. The Bolsheviks
submitted to this decision, anxious
not to come into conflict with the
congress. The Provisional Govern-
ment and the counter-revolutionary
forces lurking behind it wanted at
all costs to provoke the Bolsheviks
into some indiscretion and to drive
the masses into premature action so
as to furnish an excuse for crushing
the revolution. The Bolsheviks de-
nounced the provocative designs of
the counter-revolutionaries and re-
fused to fall into the trap.

The Menshevik and Socialist-
Revolutionary Executive Committee
of the Petrograd Soviet could not
close its eyes to the formidable tide
of the rising anger of the people.
Feeling that the workers and sol-
diers would act without it and in
spite of it, it decided to call a de-
monstration on June 18 (July 1)
under the auspices of the Congress
of Soviets. The Mensheviks counted
on being able to exploit the revolu-
tionary mood of the masses for their
own ends.

The Bolsheviks took a most active
part in the preparations for this
demonstration. On June 14, Stalin
wrote in the Pravda:

“Now it is our task to ensure that
the demonstration in Petrograd on
June 18 is held under our revolu-
tionary slogans.” (Lenin-Stalin,
1917, p. 183.)

And this, the Party achieved.

On June 18, four hundred thou-
sand persons eame out onto the
streets of Petrograd. The over-
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whelming majority of them marched
under the Bolshevik slogans.

“The air reverberates to the
shouts. Now and again cries are
heard: ‘Down with the ten capi-
talist Ministers!” ‘All power to the
Soviet of Workers’ and Soldiers’
Deputies!” And in response loud and
approving cheers ring out from all
sides. . . .” (Ibid., p. 191.)

June 18, 1917, was a distinct land-
mark in the development of the
revolution. The June demonstration
signified a second crisis of power in
the country. It revealed that a pro-
found shifting of classes had taken
place since the time of the April
crisis.

The masses were rapidly swing-
ing away from the compromisers.
Lenin’s tactics of isolating the com-
promising parties were bearing
abundant fruit. The revolution was
steadily advancing. The bourgeoisie
were in a state of real consterna-
tion. The June demonstration, as
Lenin said:

“, . . assumed the character of a
demonstration of the strength and
policy of the revolutionary prole-
tariat, which is pointing the direc-
tion for the revolution and pointing
the way out of the impasse.” (V. I.
Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VI, p.
164.)

The Provisional Government of
the petty-bourgeois parties, the
Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolu-
tionaries, feverishly sought for a
means of curbing the revolution.
The British and French imperialists
were categorically demanding that
the Russian forces at the front take
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the offensive. To this the Provision-
al Government consented.

The offensive at the front was
launched on the same day as the
demonstration of June 18; but with-
in ten days it had completely col-
lapsed. It cost the lives of sixty
thousand men. The generals had not
made proper preparations for it. But
they threw the whole blame for the
defeat on the Bolsheviks and de-
manded the dissolution of the Bol-
shevik Party.

The counter-revolutionaries pro-
ceeded to concentrate the whole
power of the state in their own
hands. The Cadets, Mensheviks and
Socialist-Revolutionaries came to an
agreement on this score. The bour-
geoisie knew their partners, the
Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolu-
tionaries, very well; they knew that
what they feared most was to re-
main in power alone and that they
would accept any conditions the
Cadets demanded. But the offensive
at the front and its collapse had
aroused the profound indignation of
the workers and soldiers, who were
already in a state of growing unrest
as it was. On July 3, armed work-
ers and soldiers began to assemble
outside the Taurida Palace in Petro-
grad, stormily demanding the trans-
fer of power to the Soviets. A huge
armed demonstration was impend-
ing.

Lenin and Stalin were fully
aware of the intense indignation of
the masses, but they considered that
an armed demonstration at that
juncture would be both dangerous
and to no purpose, for it was, in
fact, the design of the counter-
revolutionaries to take advantage
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of the moment when the revolution
had not yet fully ripened all over
the country to provoke the masses.
to come out onto the streets, and
to crush them.

The Bolshevik Central Committee
took measures to explain to the
masses that an armed demonstra-
tion in Petrograd would be highly
inexpedient. But the indignation of
the workers and soldiers was so
profound that there was no possibil-
ity of restraining them. Thereupon,
Lenin and Stalin showed an ex-
ample of how a revolutionary party
of the working class should act in
such circumstances. They recom-
mended that the earlier decision be
reversed, that the demonstration be
led and organized, so as to lend it a
peaceful character and prevent the
enemy from provoking the workers
into premature armed action.
That is what the Bolshevik Party
did.

The demonstration of July 4 as-
sumed tremendous dimensions and
continued all through the night.
Huge masses of workers and sol-
diers, led by the Bolsheviks,
marched to the headquarters of the
Petrograd Soviet and of the All-
Russian Central Executive Commit-
tee, demanding that the Soviets take
over power and break with the
bourgeoisie and its imperialist
policy.

The demonstration bore a peace-
ful character. Nevertheless, reac-
tionary military units, which had
just been brought into Petrograd,
were sent out against the demon-
strators. Several of the columns
were attacked by cavalry. The
streets of Petrograd were stained
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with the blood of workers and sol-
diers.

The military cadets wrecked
the offices of the Soldatskaya
Pravda.

A hue and cry was raised against
the Bolsheviks. On July 7 the Pro-
visional Government issued a war-
rant for Lenin’s arrest. Capital
punishment was introduced. The
Bolshevik Party was again driven
underground. The Socialist-Revolu-
tionaries and Mensheviks went over
to the imperialist bourgeoisie lock,
stock and barrel, and sunk up to
their necks in the mire of counter-
revolution. The bourgeoisie secured
undivided power. Kerensky, the
Prime Minister in the new govern-
ment, was only a screen. The mas-
ters of the situation were the mili-
tary clique, behind whose backs
stood the Cadets.

The peaceful period in the devel-
opment of the revolution had ended.

The masses had received a stern
lesson .They had expected liberty,
peace, bread and land from the
revolution. But what did the bour-
geoisie offer them now?

Instead of bread, starvation. In-
stead of liberty, the destruction of
the workers’ organization. Instead
of peace, the continuation of the
criminal war. The bourgeoisie were
steadily restoring the old order. The
government did not lift a finger to
curb the profiteers, the robbers who

were piling up wealth on the war. -

But, on the other hand, they again
began to institute proceedings
against the peasants for seizing the
land. They continued to feed the
peasants with promises, but they
gave them no land.
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“As to the land,” Lenin wrote,
“wait until the Constituent Assem-
bly. As to the Constituent Assem-
bly, wait until the end of the war.
As to the end of the war, wait until
a complete victory is won. That is
what it comes to. The capitalists
and landlords, having a majority in
the government, are simply mock-
ing at the peasants.” (Ibid., p. 192.)

At a first glance it might seem
that everything was shaping in
favor of the bourgeoisie. But, as a
matter of fact, the July days
brought the revolution nearer, pre-
pared the masses for it. Lenin and
Stalin realized this perfectly. It was
no longer possible to continue with
the old slogans, to pursue the old
tactics, to fight with the old meth-
ods. The tactics and forms of strug-
gle had to be changed in conformity
with the new situation.

Lenin and Stalin explained the
necessity for this change of tactics.
In the pamphlet On Slogans, Lenin
wrote:

“The cycle of development of the
class and party struggle in Russia
from March 12 (February 27) to
July 17 (4) is complete. A new
cycle is beginning, one that involves
not the old classes, not the old
parties, not the old Soviets, but
classes, parties and Soviets that
have been rejuvenated in the fire
of struggle, tempered, schooled and
refashioned in the course of the
struggle. We must look forward,
not backward. We must operate not
with the old, but with the new,
post-July, class and party cate-
gories.” (Ibid., p. 174.)

In the report he delivered on the
political situation at the Sixth Con-
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gress of the Bolshevik Party, held
in Petrograd from July 26 to
August 3, Stalin said:

“. . . Until July 3 a peaceful vic-
tory, a peaceful transfer of power to
th Soviets was possible. Had the
Congress of Soviets decided to take
power, I think the Cadets would
not have dared to come out openly
against the Soviets, for such a step
would have been doomed to failure
from the very outset. But now that
the counter-revolution has organ-
ized and consolidated itself, it is
utter nonsense to say that the So-
viets can take over power peaceful-
ly. The peaceful period of the revo-
lution has come to an end; the
non-peaceful period, a period of
clashes and outbreaks has begun.”
(Lenin-Stalin, The Russian Revolu-
tion, pp. 139-40, International Pub-
lishers, New York.)

Now, Lenin taught, the transfer of
power to the Soviets could no longer
be demanded, for the majority of
them had openly gone over to the
bourgeoisie. The slogan “All power
to the Soviets!” had to be with-
drawn, for it no longer answered
the situation. Power could no longer
be won by peaceful means.

The transfer of the entire power
to the proletariat and poor peas-
antry rlow became the new slogan
of the Party. The dictatorship of the
proletariat and the poor peasantry
could be won only as a result of
a successful insurrection. Prepara-
tions had to be made for armed in-
surrection.

“The peaceful period of the revo-
lution had ended, for now the
bayonet had been placed on the
agenda.” (History of the Commu-
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nist Party of the Soviet Union, p.
195.)

& * &

After the July days a certain lull
set in in the movement of the
masses. It was as if the masses had
paused to take stock of what had
taken place, to adjust their thoughts
and to weigh events. The countless
promises and assurances of the
Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolu-
tionaries depreciated in value with
every passing day; the wretched
phrasemongering of the compromis-
ers lost its glitter. The realization
of the need for a decisive struggle,
a struggle of life and death, steadily
gained ground. The idea of storm-
ing the citadel of capitalism rapidly
matured in the minds of the masses.
They began to grow aware of their
own strength, and waited for the
hour of decisive battle. This Lenin
and Stalin clearly realized.

Meanwhile, the bourgeoisie, hav-
ing concentrated the power in its
own hands, was making active
preparations to smash the Bolshe-
viks and the debilitated Soviets, and
to pave the way for an open
counter-revolutionary dictatorship.

It was Kerensky who aspired to
the laurels of a Russian Cavaignac.
However, this Socialist-Revolution-
ary lawyer inspired little confidence
in the bourgeoisie. It preferred a
man of action, and it found him in
General Kornilov.

On August 25 Kornilov moved the
Third Cavalry Corps against Petro-
grad. But then something happened
which this general, who aspired to
the role of dictator, had never ex-
pected. The Bolshevik Party, head-
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ed by Lenin and Stalin, had been
keeping a careful watch on events.
The Bolshevik Central Committee
called upon the workers and sol-
diers to put up armed resistance to
the counter-revolution.

The news of General Kornilov’s
counter-revolutionary attempt stir-
red up the masses all over the coun-
try. Answering the appeal of the
Central Committee of the Bolshevik
Party, workers, soldiers and sailors
rose up with arms in hand to resist
the advancing counter-revolution.

The Bolsheviks were busy every-
where, mustering the working folk
in defense of the revolution. The
armed workers and soldiers set up
revolutionary committees and staffs
to combat the Kornilov attempt.

Kornilov’s action caused the revo-
lution to take a new turn, putting
an end to the fatal illusions on the
subject of compromise with the
bourgeoisie. Kerensky was forced to
beat a retreat, to make a right-
about-face, and even to take meas-
ures against Kornilov. He realized
that if he did not do so, the move-
ment of the masses might sweep
him away, too, and the Mensheviks
and Socialist-Revolutionaries with
him.

The situation had changed. The
masses had risen up in a united
front against counter-revolution.
And Lenin at once wrote to the
Central Committee pointing to the
necessity of reckoning with the
changed situation and changing
the Party’s tactics accordingly. He
stressed the necessity of changing
the forms of struggle with Keren-
sky, inasmuch as the latter had
disassociated himself from Kornilov
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and had been obliged to turn
against him. During the Kornilov
affair Lenin deemed it unwise and
harmful to call for the immediate
overthrow of the Provisional Gov-
ernment, of which Kerensky had
been the head since the July days.

“How, then, must our tactics be
changed after the Kornilov revolt?”
Lenin asked, and replied:

“We must change the form of our
struggle against Kerensky. While
not relaxing our hostility towards
him one jot, while not withdrawing
a single word we have said against
him, while not renouncing the aim
of overthrowing Kerensky, we say:
We must reckon with the present
state of affairs; we shall not over-
throw Kerensky just now; we shall
adopt a different method of fighting
him, namely, we shall point out to
the people (who are fighting Kor-
nilov) the weakness and wvacillation
of Kerensky. That was done before
too. But now it has become the
main thing. That is the change.” (V.
I. Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VI, p.
206.)

Lenin and Stalin always demand-
ed that Bolsheviks know how to
solve problems as they arise. In the
new situation that had arisen, Lenin
stressed the necessity for more
energetic agitation on behalf of
what might be called “partial de-
mands” to Kerensky:

“ . . Arrest Milyukov; arm the
Petrograd workers; summon the
Kronstadt, Viborg and Helsingsfors
troops to Petrograd; disperse the
State Duma; arrest Rodzyanko;
legalize the transfer of the land-
lords’ estates to the peasants; in-
troduce workers’ control over bread
and over the factories, etc., etc.
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These demands must be addressed
not only to Kerensky, and not so
much to Kerensky, as to the work-
ers, soldiers and peasants who have
been carried away by the struggle
against Kornilov. Rouse them still
further; encourage them to beat up
the generals and officers who are
in favor of supporting Kornilov;
urge them to demand the immediate
transfer of the land to the peasants;
suggest to them the necessity of ar-
resting Rodzyanko and Milyukov,
of dispersing the State Duma, shut-
ting down the Rech and other bour-
geois papers, and instituting pro-
ceedings against them.” (Ibid.)

Thus the Bolsheviks helped the
masses in the way most comprehen-
sible to them to realize the necessity
of overthrowing Kerensky himself.

By taking the lead of the masses
during the Kornilov plot, and adapt-
ing its tactics to the new conditions,
the Bolsheviks achieved outstanding
successes. Kornilov was smashed.
The workers were armed. The in-
carcerated Bolsheviks were liber-
ated from prison. During the fight-
ing against Kornilov a Red Guard
was formed in Petrograd. The Bol-
sheviks had formed even stronger
contacts with the factories and gar-
rison. Their influence in the prov-
inces had grown immensely. Now
the Soviets began to turn Bolshevik.
The revolution steadily spread. The
peasants set fire to manors and ar-
bitrarily began to seize the landed
estates.

Meanwhile, the war proceeded,
ruthlessly disrupting every branch
of national life. The economic or-
ganization of the country crumbled
away at startling speed. Inevitable
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cétastrophe faced Russia. It loomed
larger and larger.

Lenin and Stalin pointed out that
although ways of averting catas-
trophe and starvation existed, and
although these ways were perfectly
obvious and perfectly feasible, yet
nothing was being done:

“. .. only because,” Lenin wrote,
“exclusively because their adoption
would affect the untold profits of a
handful of landlords and capital-
ists. . . .” (Lenin-Stalin, 1917, p.
420.)

It was necessary, as Lenin pointed
out, to introduce state control, ac-
countancy and regulation of the pro-
duction and distribution of goods,
to nationalize the banks and syndi-
cates, and to abolish commercial
secrets. But these measures could be
effected only by a revolutionary
workers’ and peasants’ government.
Lenin brilliantly demonstrated that
the material conditions for the
transition to socialism in Russia
were fully ripe, and that the move-
ment towards socialism only de-
pended on the degree to which the
masses sided with the Bolsheviks.

Lenin and Stalin kept a keen and
careful eye on the class movements
that were taking place in the coun-
try, on the way the masses were
espousing the Bolshevik program
for combating the crisis and saving
the country from disaster. After the
Kornilov affair, no efforts of bank-
rupt windbags like Kerensky, Av-
ksentyev and Tsereteli could pre-
vent the masses from siding with
the Bolsheviks. )

Their attempt t> divert the work-
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ing people from the revolution by
convening what was known as the
All-Russian Democratic Council,
which they pretended represented
the whole people, ended in failure.

The vast majority of the Soviets
were opposed to coalition with the
bourgeoisie. On September 18, a
conference of representatives of
Peasants’ Soviets took place in
Petrograd, at which the representa-
tives from twenty-three provinces
and four armies, as well as the over-
whelming majority of the repre-
sentatives of the national groups,
came out against a coalition.

In Can the Bolsheviks Retain
Power?, written October 7-14, 1917,
Lenin made a brilliant analysis of
the movements that had taken place
among the masses since the revolu-
tion. He showed that the proletariat
was already leading the peasant
millions, that it had rallied the
petty bourgeoisie and wrested it
from the influence of the bour-
geoisie.

In September and October, 1917,
the Russian proletariat acted al-
ready as the representative of the
people on every fundamental issue
of the revolution, and, above all,
on the most urgent issue of the time
—how to get the country out of the
war and save it from starvation and
disaster.

The revolution was led by the
Party of Lenin and Stalin, which
between February and October had
grown tenfold and already num-
bered four hundred thousand mem-
bers.

On August 31 in Petrograd, and
on September 5 in Moscow, the So-
viets of Workers’ and Soldiers’
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Deputies for the first time adopted
Bolshevik resolutions. From all
parts of the country news came
pouring in of Soviets passing into
the hands of the Bolsheviks. This
was of decisive importance.

“Having obtained a majority in
the Soviets of Workers’ and Sol-
diers’ Deputies of both capitals,”
Lenin wrote in the middle of Sep-
tember, 1917, “the Bolsheviks can
and must take over the power of
government. . . .

“The majority of the people are
on our side. This was proved by the
long and painful course of events
from May 19 to September 13 and
to September 25. The majority
gained in the Soviets of the capitals
was a result of the fact that the peo-
ple have developed in our direc-
tion.” (Lenin-Stalin, The Russian
Revolution, p. 188.)

And once again the slogan “All
Power to the Soviets!” resounded
through the country. But now it
meant something entirely different
from what it had meant in the July
days. The Soviets were now Bolshe-
vik.

“In the flames of the struggle,”
Stalin wrote in September, 1917,
“the moribund Soviets are reviving.
They are once again taking the
helm and leading the revolutionary
masses.

“All power to the Soviets!—such
is the slogan of the new move-
ment.” (Ibid., p. 196.)

At the end of July, 1917, Lenin
had written in his “Lessons of the
Revolution”:

“The lesson of the Russian revo-
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lution is that there is no escape for
the masses from the iron grip of
war, famine and enslavement to the
landlords and capitalists, unless
they completely break with the
Socialist-Revolutionary and Men-
shevik parties, unless they clearly
recognize the treacherous role of the
latter, unless they renounce all
compromise with the bourgeoisie
and decidedly come over to the side
of the revolutionary workers. Only
the revolutionary workers, support-
ed by the poor peasants, can smash
the resistance of the capitalists and
lead the people to the conquest of
the land without compensation, to
complete freedom, to salvation from
famine, the cessation of war, and to
a just and lasting peace.” (V. L
Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. VI, p.
204.)

* * *
In 1917 the Bolsheviks set an

epoch-making example of how to
win the masses in the midst of war
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and revolution, and how to lead
them to armed insurrection.
Stalin teaches us that:

“A political party is not the same
thing as a military army. While a
military command begins a war
with an army ready at its hand, the
Party has to create its army in the
course of the struggle itself, in the
course of class conflicts, as fast as
the masses themselves become con-
vinced by their own experience that
the slogans of the Party, the policy
of the Party, are right.” (J. V.
Stalin, The October Revolution, p.
114.)

In October, 1917, the Bolsheviks
already had a political army ready
at hand and capable of making a
revolution. This army was led to
victory in the immortal days of the
great October Revolution by the
Bolshevik Party, headed by the
great teachers and leaders of toiling
humanity—Lenin and Stalin.
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