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?HE TROTSKYITES

Iﬁ recent days the question of. the
omarcipation. of the Indian
magses Las come sanarply to the fore.
Tre Trotskyites crhart a course for the
Indian toilers in the following words:
"Indian slasses lust Call for Constitu-
ent Agsenmdly." The Militant, March
14, 1942.) :

Is the slogan "Congtituent
Agsermoly™ ir accord with the Marxist
rrinciples waicl nave crystallized out
o tae experience o1 class struggle?
Will tais slogan lead the Indian or
any. otasr massea Joward liberation
from landliord and capivalist exploit-
a%ion, or will it, o the contrary,
rislead thar into a pitfall of defeat
and a perpeiuatiorn of thelr slave con-
dition? The correct answer to tals
mor:entous yuestion is of vital concern
not onlv to the Indian toilers dut te
the toilers the world over.

In order to obtain the correct
answer it is necessary to make an ac-

curate investigation of the role this-

slogan played in the past,_apecifical—
1y in the Russian revolution,tie rickh-
est of all revolutions 1in practical
lessons for tae working class, and to
determine whether this slogan serves
the exploiters or the exploited. In
our invesiigation we saall compare the
position Lenin held on "Constituent
Asserdly" irn 1917 and  tae one he
adopteil arier the slogan passed the
fiery tost of life.

Tuk RUSSIAN EXPE:IELCE
WiiEi tne FKussian workers hurled

RESURRECT A SLOGAN

Czarism from 1its bloody pedestal
and began to cover the country with
a network of Soviets, the political at-
mosphere in the capitals and in tze
provinces was fllled with numerous

slogans. Among the most outsiinding
slogans was that of "Constituent As-
sembly." It was raised by the Menshe-

viks and. Bocial Kevolutionariss, and
also by the Bolsheviks.

Imrediately upon his arrival from
abroad Lenirn laid down as ti2 bhasic
policy for the Bolshevik party the
struzzle for a Soviet government. Tkis
pelicy was absolutely correcs. It
must be admitted, however, t..at within
that correct line there were certain
imperfectiors. Lenin 4id not draw a
saarp distinction between *the concepts
fCorgresa of Soviets" and "Constitu-
ent Asserbly." For instance in tiais
statement:-

"All powsr in the state, from
top to Dbottom, from tine remctest
village to tkhe 1last street in the
city of Petrograd must belong to
the Soviets of Workers'!, Solcdiers!,
and Agricultural Laborers?!, and
Peasants' Deputies. The central
power must be united in these local
Soviets — whether you call taem a
Constituent Assextly or a liacional
Agsembly, or a Congress of “ovieis,
the name does not matier." (Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. XX, 3oox 1,
P°~ 168-)

Life later established that the

na?e does matter a great deal. In
1919, when the German Social Temocrats



proposed to combine the Soviet system
with the Constituent Assembly, Lenin
without mincing words attacked them as
follows:

"The ridiculous attempt to com-
bine the Soviet System, i.e., the
dictatorsaip of the proletariat,
with the Constituent Assembly, 1.e.,
with the dictatorship of the bourg-
eoisie, utterly exposes the pover-
ty of mind of the yellow Socialists
and Social Democrats, their petty-
bourgsols
and their cowardly concessions to
the irresistible growtn of the pow-
er of the new proletarian democ-
racy." (Selected Works, Vol. VII,
p. 233.)

Lenin recoznized tke teachings of his-
torical experience, namely, that the
Constituent Assembly  represents the
dictatorshir of the bourgeoisie while
the Soviet system represents the dic-
tatorszip of the proletariat, and that
any talk adout combining these diamet-
rically opposed forms is a pretense
and a fraud.

Lenin said this at the First
Congress of the Cormmunist Internation-
al, in ais Thesis on Bourgeois Democ-
racy and Proletarian Dictatorsiip. He
made a comnlete break with te atti-
tude Le himself had siown towards the
two names "Soviets" and "Constituent
Asgembly." Taat tais separation of
tae two concepts, two names, was a
settled matter with Lenin now wag
gaown oy aim also on Other occasions.
In his veport to tae Eigatn Congress
of tae Bolszevik Party Lenin sald that
to attempt to unite the Soviets with
tae Constituent Agserbly was an out-

rage:

"You ¥now that they wanted to
zoody tae system of Soviets in the
constitution of the German democ-~
ratic republic, i.e., to wunite the
Constituent Assembly and the dic-
tatorazip of the proletariat in
lawfui wedlock. From our point of
view tais is such an  outrage
against common sense in our revolu~
tion, tne German revolution, the
Hungarian revolution and the grow-
ing Polis. revolution, that all we

political reactionarimoss

-

car 4o is to shrug our shoulders. It
mist be said that such vacillating
elements are to be found in te
most advanced countries. Educated,
informed, intelligent people, even
in suchfadvanced capitalist country
as Germany, at times act a hrundred
times more muddle-headedly an 4
vociferously than our btackward
petty bourgeoisie." (selected
Works, VIII, p. 30.)

For purposes of contrast, let us
return to Lenin's position on Consti-
tuent Assembly in 1917, In his pamph-
let Tasks of the Proletariat in Our
Revolution written in April 1917, in
the chapter headed "The New Type of
State Arising in Our Revolution," Len-
in said:

"This is the type of state which
tnhe Russian Revolution began to
create in the years 1905 and 1917.
A Republic of Soviets of Workers!,
Soldiers', Peasants', etc., Depu~
ties, united in an All-Eussian
Constituent Agserbly of the people's
representatives, or in a Soviet of
Soviets, etc.,~ this is whas is al-
ready coming into life now." (Col.
"&MS&, 701 n' B.o l, ppo 139—400 idy
erphasis -~ Geife

It 1s clear that Lenir would
never have written tiZ¥s in 1919. In
the above citation the distinction
between ‘the Congtituent Assembly,
waica could be only a dictatorsizip of
the bourgeoisie, and the Soviet state
system, whick ¢ould be only a dicta-
torship of the proletariat, was not
only blurred but actually obliterated.

Lenin's bagic 1line called for
making the Soviets the center of power.
But the (1917) erroneous positicn on
the Constituent Agsembly often inter-
fered witn a clear demarkation vetween
the Soviet form of government and the
bourgeols dictatorship containei witn-
in tne slogan Constituent Assexbly. In
ome of his speeches in 1917 Lernii even
sugzested that the central gitatse power
mignt be the Constituent Asserbly!

“Once we say — and I repeat, we
say it 1in all our resoluiions—
that the land must be the property
of all the pecple and pass to them
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free of clarge, tnexn it is obviouvs
that the settlement of the final
distribution of this land,the final
astaplisament of land regulations
mst e tas business of the central
svats power alone, i.e., the Con-
ssituen’s Assembly or tne All-Russi-
an Soviet of Soviets, 1if sucz a
power, v.e Soviet of Soviets, were
to be created by the peasant and
workars' masses. There are no dif-
ferences of opinion on thais score."

(Collecsed Works, Vol. XX, Book 2,
p. 112.)
Wri:ing ar Open Letter +to tae

Peasant Deputies on liay 20, 1917 Lenin
urged tae peasants to take tie land
witaout walviznz for the Constituent
Lgsembly, out - declared that the 3ol-
sheviks dil not dispute the rigat of
tais boargeois institution Yo deter-
mine tae final 1laws with respect-to

o

re land:
"Je 4o no¥

the rignt of gae

semdly %0 determine

in any way dispute
Constituent As-
in detail the

final laws vregardin;: the Landing
over of tizé land to the waole
people and tune forms of its admi-
nistration.® (Collected Forks,

Volume XX, p. 57.)

Tane final laws were to be deter-
mined, of course, not by the bourgeois
Constituent Assemdly but by tae revo-
lutionary prolesarian- Seovist gover -
ments Lenin also t0ld  tae peasants
tnat tas Constituent Assemdly would
give legal validit; to the transfer of
the land to the peasantry by the
workers ir power:

"The woririry class, waen it has
conguered power, will alone be able
to guarasntes the imiediate transfer
0f all tae landawners' land to the
peasants witihioui compensation. Pais
snould not ve delayed. The Gonsti-
tuent #dsgsermidly will legalige--it,
but :i% is not the peasants' fault
toat the Constituent Assembly 1is
being delayed." (Draft Resolution
on tae Political Situation, Collect-
ed voris, Vol. XXI, p. 162, Sep-
tember, 1617.)

A few weeks before the Octbber

Revolution, Lenin, diseussing t.
future work of the proletarian Sovi
overnment, once ain invested ¢t
onstituent Assembly with the leg.

power over tne probvlem of land:

"The Soviet government must i

mediately declare privaté ownersii
in land abolished without compen
sation and turn over all thest
lands ©o be managed by peasant cor-
mittees pending the golution .of this
prodlem by tae Constituent Assembd-
ly." (Lenin, "Thas Tasks of tw
BevolutiOn:fﬁggoggy Put, October ¢
and 10, 1917. Uy emplasis - G.ui.)

Just Dbefors tae overtarow ©0f the
Ferensky sovernment Zinoviev and Ya-
nenev made a profound lurch toward tae
Mensheviks an3 opposed the taving of
power Dy the proletariat. They offer-
ed in Justification of thaeit stand a
whole chain of aggressive but utterly
invalia arguments, waging a desperate
contest for a "Combined type" of gov-
ernment of Sovists and  Conssi tu-
ent Asgerbly .  Irn a letter "On tie Pre-
sent Jitudtion" sent to the Partv wuer-
bership, Zindviev and Kamenev declared:

"The Soviets, waich have bLecome
rooted in life, can not dYe Xesvroy-
ed. The Constituent Asseindly will
be able to find sunport for its re-
volutioznary work only in  the
Soviets. Tee Constituent Lsserdly
plug the DSoviets — tais 4is that
comdined type of state insidi*utions
towards waick we are going." (Cited
in Lenin's Collected Works, .Vol.XXI,
Book 2, p. 323.) T

tais stand was of the sase poli-
tical essence as tne one taken avout’a
vear later by the German Sociul femce-
Tavs wio  irsisted upgn the "combined
type" as a r
24 s cover for preservinz the
bourgeois dictatorsniy.

Zinoviewx and Kamenev found in
Lenin'va formidable antagonist who
lashed out at them for onposing the
proletarian’ ihsurrection. Zowmvysr, in
those very days when Zinoviev and Ka-
rienev were confusing the Party rewber-
Bhip with mythe about a "coumbined type"
of state, Lenin, who had not yet «d-
opted a clear and correct nosition on



tiis dangerously misleading term,

wrot e:

"Is it 80 difficult to under-
stand that once power 1s in the

hands of the Soviets, the Constitu-
ent Assembly and i1its success are

guaranseed? The Bolskeviks have
sald so thnousands of times. No one

has ever attempted to refuts tais.
Everybody has recognized such a
'combined type' but to smmuggle in
a ranunciation of givirg the power
to the ©Soviets wunder the guise of
the words ‘'combined type,' to
srmiggle it in secretly while fear-
ing to renounce our slogan openly

— wnat is this?" ("Letter to the
Comradss," Volume XXI, Book 2,
p 113.)

Here, obviously, Lenin should

have shown that it was impossible un-
der any circumstances to combine
Soviets, representing the dictatorship
of the proletariat, with the Constitu-
ent Assemdbly, representing the dicta~
torship of the bourgeoisie. But
instead of showing this,lenin spoke
of insuring success to the Constituent

Assembly - under, the power of the
Soviets! Such a view, 1t nmst be
admitted, did not contribute to the

clarity of the workers on the "com-
bined type" of state, nor on the clags
nature of such an ‘institution as the
Constituent Asserbly. Lenin inseérted
the idea of insuring sguccess +to the
Constituent Assembly into almost every
one o0f hLis speeches and articles
throughout 1917, At one time Lenin
indicated that the convocation of the
Constituent Assembly should be done by
the proletariat, at another time, by
the petty-bourgeoisie, and at still
another time, even by ths bourgeoisie.

That Lenin in 1917 harbored cer-
tain illusions with respect to this
bourgsoia institution 1s evident from
kis writings of that period. Like
other great 1leaders of thé oppressed,
he 1learned from experience. It goes
without sayinz that had he been as
clear on this question in 1917 as he
bscame later, he would never have held
the notion that the C on s tituent
Agsembly would have the authority to

e

pass tne final law on the land ques-
tion,tnat the Republic of the toilers!
Soviets would be "united in an All-
Kussian Constituent Assermbly," and he
would have denounced all mention of a
"combined-type." Lenin would have
made it clear, as hiastory did later,
thiat the Constituent Assembly woaild do
everything in its power to prevent the
peasantry from getting the land and to

insure the eternal enslavement of the
toilers to the capitalists and land-

lords.

THE DAMAGE CAUSED BY THE MISTAKE ON
THE QUESTION OF COSTITUENT ASSEMBLY

HE Soviet Power was eatablished
in November 1917. Two wmonths
later the Constituent Asserbly con-
vened in Petrograd in the Taurida
Palace, the original seat of the State
Duma and of the Petrograd Sovie:, the
center of the February Revolution. The
Constituent Assembly was opened by a
Bolshevik leader, Sverdlov. This act,
in addition to allowing the Assembly
to meet in the Taurida Palace, gave a
measure of prestige to the gathering.
Sverdlov read a "Declaration of the
Rights of the Toiling and Exploited
People" drawn up by Lenin, which the
Constituent Assembly was asked to ap-
prove. It must be pointed out that
in the "Declaration" Lenin maintained
the "combined type" idea, assigninga
auxiliary position to the Constituent
Agsembly.

Just before the Assembly was con-
vened, Lenin expressed the belief that
the Assembly would not convene in ac-
cordance with the bourgeois pattern:-

"Let the people know that the
Constitubnt Agsembly is being sum-
moned not quite in the way Kerensky
intended. We nave introduced tae
right of recall,and the Constituent
Agsembly will not be quite the

thing the bourgeoisie planned.”
(Lenin,) Selected Works, Vol. VI,
P' 439- :

But soon it became abundantly clear to
Lenin that the Constituent Assenbly
instead of being an auxiliary was
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really a bone in the throat of the re-
volution. The electoral lists for the
Constituent Assémbly were drawn up
prior to the October Revolution, a
time wnen the DBolsheviks did .not have
a preponderance of support throughout
‘the country as a whole. The bourgeois
and opportunist representatives had a
majority in the Constituent Assembly.
The latter assuming an air of authori-
ty, to the creatior of which Lenin
himself unfortunately had contributed
not a 1little, came in conflict with
the October Revolution. The Constitu-
ent Agsembly refused even to discuss
the "Declaration of the Rights of the
Toiling and Exploited People" which,
the Bolsheviks introduced. Represent-
ing the interests of the landlords and
the capitalists, the Constituent As-
sembly demanded all power.,

The Bolsheviks found themselves
in an uncormfortable gituation. They
were compelled to cut the Gordian kmot.
The Bolshevik members of the Conatitu-
ent Assembly withdrew,and the majority
of the merbers, 1.¢ the bourgeols and
opportunist delegates, were dispersed
by the workers! guard. Immediately
upon the dispersal, the S.R.'s, sup-
ported by Waite Guard officers, staged
armed demonstrations in Moscow and
Potrograd in defense of the Constitu-
ent Assembly.

The Bolsheviks, 'of course, had no
choice other than to disperse the As-
sembly. But due to their previous de-
clarations and remarks witha regard to
the Constituent Assembly, their act
left a bad taste in the mouths of many
workers. For another brief moment
clinging to the old illusory idea,
Lenin spoke of holding new elections
for the Constituent Assembly:

"The only chance of securing a
painless solution of the crisis
whica has arisen as a result of the
discrepancy betweer the elections
to tas Constituent Assembly and the
will of the people, as well as the
interests of the toiling and
exploited classes, is to eriable the
people as early as possible to ex-
ercige tae Tignt to elect anew the
membars of the Constituent Assembly,
and for the Constituent Assembly to

associate itself with the law pes-
sed by the Central Executive Com-
mittee concerning this new election,
for the Constituent Assembly to
proclaim wunreservedly that it re-
cognizes the Soviet power, the
- Soviet revolution, 1ts policy on
the question of peace, the land,
and workers'! control, and that it
resolutely Jjoins the camp of the
enemles of the Cadet-Kaledinite
counter-revolution." (Lenin,
"Thesis on the Constituent Assemb-
ly," Selected Works, Volume VI,
P 4510) ‘

The wunfolding Civil War caused
the Bolsheviks to shed all illusions
concerning the Constituent Assembly.
No re olectiong were ever held. .Tae
Constituent Agsembly went down into
history as a counter-revolutionary
bourgeois trap.

To reconvene a Constituent
Assembly 1later, even if the Bolshe-
viks would have had a preponderance of
influence therein, would have been mot
merely pointless, but definitely hamm-
ful. The true hiatorical organs of
rule of the proletariat are the
Soviets,  The Constituent Assembly, a
parliamentary body concocted by the
bourgeoisie in their revolution and
based on Ybvourgeois-democratic, not on
working class methods of representa-
tion,had no place in the Soviet sclems
of things. A Constituent Aseembly
would Have detracted from tas autho-
rity of the Soviets, and in any case,
the Soviets alone were necessary ad
sulitable to carry out the revolutim-
ary tasks of the proletariat and the
peagantry. From no angle whatever did
the Constituent Assembly provide a
vehicle for forwarding the class in-
terests of the toilers.

The mistake on the question of
the Congtituent Assembly p roduced
chiefly the following harmful results:

1) The support given by the
Bolshevilk Party in 1917 to the idea of
a Constituent Assembly sowed many il-
lusioryr expectations in the mind of
the masses. They believed that “he Ca.-
stituent Assembly would contribute to
the emancipation of the exploited



masses, especially the peasants. It
required the Dbitter lessons of ex-
perience itsalf to dispel thess illu-
sions and to reveal that the idea of a
Constituent Assembly is a Dbourgeols
‘brap.

2) The proposal to dissolve the
Constituent Assexbly produced a brief
internal crisis in the Bolshevik Party.
A considsrable number of tihie Bolshe-
viks taemselves found it difficult to
rid themselves of their illusions
about the Constituent Assembly.

3) After being dispersed the
anti-Bolsaevik members of the Consti-
tuent Asscembly used the entire affair
as a powerful ideological 1laver %o
pull many a vacillating worker and
peasant to the side of the bourgeoisie.
"Constituent Assembly" governments
were formed in Samara and in Archangel.
The Samara government, headsd by Cher-
nov, president of the Constituent As-
gembly, was among the first units of
the fallen bourgeois order to open
civil war against the Ooviets. I¢
raised a "People's Army" of consider-
able size and prepared the ground for
the Waite Guard dictator, Admiral Kole
chak. In a few months after the Con-
stituent Assembly had been dispersad,
the Samara government occupied the
Volga region waich was named "the ter-
ritory of the Corstituent Assembly."
The Arcanangel Constituent  Assembly
“government" was amongst the first to
facilitate the imperialist interven-
tion against the Soviets. The same
kind of counter-revolutionary activity
charactorized all the other "Constitu-
ont Assembly" governments. Some of
the "democratic" representatives were
quite outspoken. Menshevik Jordania
jn the Georgian Constituent Assembly
doclared on the 1l4th of January 1919:
"I prefer the imperialists of the West
to the fanatics of the East."

The final iupact of counter-revo-

jution, the KXronstadt uprising, uti-
1ized the slogan '"“for Constituent As-—
geutly," and many confused workers and
eailors marched 1into battle to
reestablish capitalism, withou? sus-
pecting what they really were fighting

for. Lenin recalled how a mere vote
in Kronstadt for the Constituent As--

b

sembly electrified the Waite Guard-

ists who immediately rallied to the
Xronstadt counter-revolution:-

"Wictor Chernov sent a runner to
Kronstadt: on the proposal of this
runner the Menshevik Valk, one of
the Kronstadt leaders, voted for
the 'Congtituent.! In a flash,with
radio-telegraphic speed, one might
say, the Waite Guards mobilized all

their forces ‘'for Krongtadt.'"
(Lenin, Selected Works, Volume IX
p. 195. Lenin's emphasis.)

4) Waen revolution broke out
in Germany in 1918 the German Social
Democrats successfully utilized the
slogan "Constituent Assembly" to trap
the workers, stifle the German Soviets
and stabilize bourgeois rule. The
central target which the Social Democ-
ratic leaders selected for attacking
Lenin wag the question of the Consti-
tuent Assembly. Kautsky's well-known
pamphlet on the dictatorship of the
proletariat revolved around the
question of the Comstituent Assembly,
as Lenin himself observed in his work
against Kamtsky:

"The question of the Constituent
Assembly and its dispersal by the
Bolsheviks is the crux of Kautskyls
entire pampalet." (Selected Works,
Volume VII, p. 152.)

Standing at that time on the
revolutionary position gagaingt the
slogan of Constituent Assermbly, Trot-—

sky, too, was compelled to take up Lis
pen and answer Kautsgky. As an illus~
tration of the contradiction the Bol-
shevik Party got itself into we shall
cite one of Trotsky's contentions
whose sense was directly opposite from
the meaning contained in the actual
statements made by Lenin in 1917 with
regspect to the land question:

- "But in any case, we did not
consider the Constituent Assembly,
after the manner of the democrats,
as the future master of the Russian
land, who would come and settle

everything." (Terrorigm and
CO i y» P ‘Bo)
Lenin as we remember, had gaid
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Bolgheviks did not dispute
the right of the Constituent Assembly
to Jdetermine the final laws rsgarding
the transfer of the land to tae toil-
ing masses and the form of its admini-
gtration andi even considersd it pos-
sible for the Oonstituent Assembly to
become tiae center of power..

that the

answerihz the attacks of
tap. Social” Democrats. soimetimed in am
irgonsistent manner, the Bolsheviks
rose ir arms against the pobisonous fogf
caused by tze slogan of - "Constituent
Agsembly" and  Mtombined type" - . of
government.  These opiates bscame théd
most potant dJdeterrenvs in the German
revolutior in 1918-1%1S% in whic:h tae
German OSocial Dermccrats succeedsd in
creating ideological havos in tae
ninds of the wmasses an? in preserving
tne power of the bourgeoisie.

Toouge

trief was the damage to
question of
goatrivuted

Suca in
walcn toe mistake on the
the Constituzent Asserhly
its slare.

After
backiard country
advancei countries 1like
Austria, Leni  adopted a clear and
corréct stans agalnst the slogan. ot
Cotistituent Agsembly: 17 tae Sovievw
Union not only among tne Communists

historical experience in'a
like -Pussia and in
GeTrmidny and

but even among the peasanls tae
expression "Constituent" became an
epltnet. Lenir menvioned  wais.in his

sgpeéécn abt the Trira- vongress of the
Conmminist International.

"re word ”Constiﬁuené' is a
term of adtse among us, not only
-among the weducated Communists, -uut
also among theé peasants. The— know
‘from practical experience that ths
Constituent Assandbly and the
Woite Guards are one and thd swume),
$6a%t the latver iney.ivag 1y come
aftetr tne former." (Sel cted
Horxs, Volume IX, p. 235,)

From some quarters the guestion
might be asized, Is it not a fact tnat
the hussian courgeoisie was extremely
reluctant to convoke the Donsiituent
Asserbly?  Tes, tais is a fact, . Al-

toough the bourgeoisie made a d*ﬂtlnc~
tion between . 1ts feelings towaras tag

Soviets and the proposed Constituent
Apzembly, organically detesting the
former and expressing affesctiion for
the latter,— "Monarchists and Z2Elack
Hundred men registered their love for
the Constituent Assembly." (Leon Trot-
sky, Zistory of the Rugsian Revolution
Vol. II, p.:180),~ it was disinclined
to cdll the- Cowstituent Aggenbly.

thal t.1e oourgesisie at
one tine er-arotnsr are relucitant to
wutilize séme institution of ‘theirs is
not{ a reason for revolutionary workers
to call for that institution. In
cdllig - for a Constituent Adseirbly

¥ae BoIsheviks, as we have saown,
spread iliusions -apbout 1i:i. Tae very
calling for¥guch -an f{nstitution coula
ofily breed illisioms, for e Cousti-
tuent Asserbly wad a bowrgeois. o0y
fulictioning in the interests of the

The fact

bourgeoisie. Wher the Constytire nt
Assembly was actudlly convengd the
Bolgheviks foud  themselvea iIn 4’

dilerina, Vecause  tagir forecasty’ aon-
cerning the Congtituent Aszendly were
not vindicaved, and the BolsneVike
were cor@elled te digperse tze very’
body wiose - convocation taer ~ad  de-
nanded for months. This dileira,also,
was inevitable. A bourgeois institu-
tion mu3u oe given no support, regard-

leds of whevuer the Yourgeoisie are
wiilira or udwillin: at tais or thasg
tife o utilize -tnat instituiions A
bourrgeois - ingtitutior tmsi ve exnosed

and combatted, no matter whabt the mo-
mentary atfituae of the vbourgzoipie
Auay 00,

To " what can we ascribe tie re-
luctance of tne” Russian bouwrgsciaie to
convoks tae COnstl*"eﬁt Aggsermbly in
1917t ¥ a mistake op the part.of ite

leaderss One .must, romember that in
the strugzle bétween the bour:eoisie
and the proletariau errors are. Com-
nitted o bota sides. "Ly did the
leaders of" tiae .bourgeoisie fear.to
convoke ‘g COﬂSvithBﬁt Agsertly in
19177 Standing aghast before %he most

turbulent revolutionarr tide in ais-
tory, they feared.that the majoriiy of
tze Constl uent.Assemol; would De come=

posed OI peasanis to-the Left of the

S.d8.%s T and ready to expropriate the
lanilords. Lenirn  also 2eld  this
velief. In an article entlulea,-..



Constitutional Illusions,” dat ed
August 8, 1917, Lenin wrote:

"The Constituent Agsembly in
rresent-day Bussia will yield a ma-
jority to peasants that are more
loft than are the S.R.'s. The
tourgeoisie knows this. Knowing
this, it cannot fail to fight mosat
decisively against a speedy convo-
cation of the Constituent As-
eemglys" (Collected Works, Vol.XXI,
po 4‘

History shows that the fears of
the bourgeoisie were  without the
slightest foundation. As we have said
before, tae electoral lists for the
Constituent Assembly were drawn wup
ghortly before the Dctober revolution,
when the Dbourgeoisie was greatly en-
feebled. The actual elections took
place a few weeks after the October
Revolution. It convened in Bolshevik
Petrograd, when the Soviet regime al-
ready had been in power for two months.
Nevertheless it registered itself in
its overwaelming majority on the gide
of the landlords and capitalists.

The mistake ¢the boargeois lea d-
ors made in not convening the Consti-
tumt Assembly much earlier, when they
wore s8till in opower, yroved very
costly to them:« Let it be remembered
that the bourgeoils Provisional Govern-
ment of Kerensky was not regarded by
the masses as the 1legally established
body conforming to the expressed will
of the peopls. It was a provigional
government, pending - tho general
fecling was — the convocation of an
olected body, rresumably the Constitu~

ent Assembly or scme sort of combina-
tion of tne OSovietswith the Constitu~

ent Agsembly. To everthrow this pro-
vigional government was relatively a
very easy task and did not bear any
alr of usurpation af yower. But

suppgse tne bourgeoisie had convoked
the Constitutuent” Assembly, and with

great fanfare had established a "duly
elected," "lawful," authoritati ve

~govermment of the "Free Russian Democ-

ratic kerublic." In that situation,
the Bolsheviks would have had a far
more dif ‘lcult task in leading a revo-
lution, for they would have appeared
in the ligat of usurpers who were act-
ing against the will of the people

which the Ybourgeoisie pretended was
represented in the Constitutuent As-
sembly. The revolutionary precess

would have been inhitited by the con-
vocation of the Constitutument Assemd--

ly. TFortunately, the ‘btourgeoisie
missed their chance.

It is a striking fact that the
German bourgeoisie, despite the mighty
revolutionary sweep in Europe and the
existing Soviet power in Russia, did

"not hesitate to call the Congtituent

Aesembly, thus profiting by the costly
mistake of the Russian bourgeoisie.

INDIA, CHINA AND THE SLOGAN
OF THE CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY

THE Second Congress of the Commun-
ist International held in July-
August 1920, was marked by revolution-
ary ideas which were the product of
the rich experience of the era. Among
other questions, the problem ef revo-
lution in colonial ceuntries was on
the agenda. By that time the idea of
calling for a Constituent Assembly wes
80 odious, 1its reactionary character
80 clearly established that it was
kept at a respectful distance from the
Congress:

The Second Congress of the Comin-
tern, led by Lenin, stressed the rmeed
to fight fer the Soviet system in the
backward and colonial countries. Len-
in held that it was not even necessary
for the backward ccuntries to rass
through the capitalist stage of devel-
opment, for it was possible for them

to march toward Communism through the
Seviet system:.

"We must not only form independ-
ent cadres of fighters, c¢f Party
organizations, in all colonies . and
backward countries, we must not
enly carry on Propaganda in favour
of organizing Peasants' Soviets and
strive to adapt them to pre-capit-
alist conditions; the Communist Ine
ternatioral must lay down, and give
the theoretical grounds for, the
proposition that, with the aid of
the proletariat ef the most advanc—
ed countries, the bt ackwar g
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countries may pass to the Soviet
system and, after passing tarough a
definite stage of development, to
Communism, without passing tarough

_ the capitalist stage of develop-
ment." (V. I. Lenin, Selected

‘Works, Vol. X, p. 243.)

During Lenin's active political
1ife, the Communist International had
' little exwerience in colonial countrie
es, and this lack of experience might
have beern the reason for some imper-
fections in the decisions with respect
to the bourgeois ‘"revolutionists" in
the colonies. Ths experiance of the
Chinese Revolution of 1925-1927, how-
ever, wompletely ummasked the colonial
bourgeoisie as agents and junior part-
nérs of world imperifalism. In a nega~-
tive fasaion history upheld Lenin's
slogan of Soviets for the colanial
countriss, led of course by proletari-
an revolutiodnists, not manufactured by
the Stalinist counter-revolutionists.
The solution of the democratic tasks
in the colonial countries can be
acaieved only by a proletarian Soviet
government.

Tie Trotskyites have resurrected

the old ard long-buried slogan of
"Constituent Assexdly" and apply it
today, in 1542, to India. Tne very

jdea of Constituent Assexbly was de-
gcribed by DIenin more toan two decadss
ago as Kolcuakist, i.e., Waite Guard-
iat:-

", ..8ven the best of the Mensie-
viks and S.R.'s defend precisely
the Kolchakist ideas, aiding Kol-
chak and Denikin, covering up
tueir dirty and bloody capitalist
cause. Tiese ideas: people's rule,
squal, direct ¢lection right, Con-
stituent Assembly...." (Vol. XVI,
Russﬂ).a.n ed., p. 305. My empaasis -
G.M.

Not only have the Trotskyites re-
gurrected tae sldogan whica serves
world imperialism, but they, by wev of
reinforcement, = display it as the
central slogan in thelr agitation in
India:

"Togetaer with certain other
groups, tie original committee -nas

. that Lenin made an error

now constituted the Bolshevik-

Leninist Rarty of India as our ad-

herent of the Fourth International.

The party is now centerinz its agi-

tativia on the central slogan of the
Constituent Assembly." (Fourth In-
ternational, Marca 1942, p. 82. My
emphasis - G.M.)

Editorially the Fourih Inter.-
national expresses entius 1 a st-
ic approval of this line of cent ering
the Indian Trotskyists! agitation on
this slogan:

v "The Bolshevik-Leninist Pariy of
India 1is correctly centerinz its
agitation on the slogan of the im-
mediate convening of the Constitu-
ent Assembly." (Ibid., p. 72« My
emprasis - G.M.)

The Trotskyite noise about Gon-
stituent Agsembly directs the minds of
the revolutionary workers along the
path of bourgeois-democratic institu-
tions whica alwaye have served and al-
ways will gerve the interests of the
exploiting classes. Treventing the
workers from vrealizing the rich les-
sone of tas Russian Revolution, the
Trotslkyite leaders wset up the errors
of the past ae Marxian principles,
palming off the positionr abandoned by
Lenin as a Leninist 1line supposedly
unalterably held by Lenin. Real Len-
inists will warm the Indian and other
toilers against falling imto the Trot-
skyiet trap. They will honestly admit
in 1917 with
respect to tiae yuestion of the Consti-
tuent Assembly and that his later and
final position on tais question repre~
sents tas actual position of Marxism
today. Tuey will repeat to the work-
ers Lenin's words that in the wake of
the Constituent Assenbly there inevit—
ably comes the White Guard diciator-
ship, that the Constituent Assembly
and Waite Guardism are politically
synonymous - both representing the
iictatorship of the bourgeoisis.

THE PRESENT MOMENT AND THE
TROTSKYITE BASIC LINE

L\'DIA is a social and political
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volecansn where subterranean
rumblings are pninting to a rossitili-

ty ¢f a violent eaxplcsion. - Normally,
the situation in a ccuntry pregnant
with revolution develers along the

line of peasants' and workers' upris-—
ings, and the formation of a  Left
hourgeois goverrment latelled Provi-
sional Government, Convention, or Con-
stituent Assembly, which, if there is
no genuine Marxist yparty "to expose
this government and lead the masses to
a Council government, acts to emsirench
and intensify bourgeocis reactiong

In the yresent complex situation
the class gstruggle is moving along a
line different .from any in the past.Cn
the one hand there is orerating within
the working class an oprortunist force
far more rowerful -than Social Democra~
¢y or Anarchism. Thig force is Stal-

inism. As long as this force is not
axposed to the - wide strata of the
worksrs who mistake it for Leninism,

tne masses by this
forco aided by other orportunist ten-
dencies is a fcregens conclusion. The
history of Germany 1923, China 1925-27,
England 1926; Geymany 1930-33, France
1934-37, and Spain.1931-33 proves that
this is an iron law..  Cheltered hy the
Stalinist -"Ceminterr" tourgeois reac-
ticn grew-inm every revoluticnary situ-
ation ana erushed the masses under the
bloody neel of Fageism.

the. betrayal of

It is in connection-witha this
mighty pseudo-Bolshevik power that the
Trctskyites represent a real danger,
for their basic line is and has always
beon to give political aid and-comfort
to the policies of Stalin's Ccmintern.
The Trotskyites are the caief scape-
goat and the histerical gprop of -the
Stalinist turocracy tecause of Trot-
sky's participation in the original
Stalinist conspiracy against Lenin and
the worlers.

On the other hand.the bourgeoisie
today is pursuing a different method
of instituting the Fascist regime. No
longer does it confine its tactics to
the uprisings of generals like the
Xornilov attempt in Russia, the Kapp
putsca in Germany or the ¥Franco rebel-
lion in Spaine - Nor is it able any
longer to tuild over a period of years

Fascist movement, as wes the
"easge of Goermany. History dictates tn
the imperialists to aect speedily ani
-avoid a prolonged and dangercus civi
war. Hence, the imperialists are re-
sorting to a novel tactic — inbor
natiomal Kornilevism. Iageisn is
brought in frow the ocutside. By thig
tactic the French beurgsoisie syarel
itself an armed conflict with iis
workers and peasants which dourtloss
would have been eof greater intensity
than in Spain. Under the rretense of
"war" with Nazi Germany, the gates of
France were flung open  and Hitler's
Gestapo was brought in to crusk the
French rasses and serve as a lever for
estatlishing a French Fascist regime.

a ILass

The Constituent Agsembly slogan
definitely a trap fer the [ndian rass—
8s, for certain reasons may not be the

mest  imzediate danger. The Aanger
that the Indian workers and reasants

may soen face is teing brought yron
them from the outside. Fascist Jaran
i¢ the -policeéman of the Pazific and
Agia for werld imperiaiisr,.and may he
brougnt inte India to orush the masses.
Unless the 1asses are zgiver. to under-
atand the real rrocess of nistory, un-
Iess«the-new imperialist tactic of in-
troducing TFascist military ‘félaver
from’'the outside is made plain tc them,
unless the pernicicus influence of the
cpportunist - forces which mislead and
betray them is eliminated, the Indian
mass?s‘will share the dreadful fate of
the ¥French, the Balkan, the East Indi_
an and other workers and reasants.

By instilling irdto the minds of
the reviolutionary workers the illusion
that the British imperialists are
actually trying to hold off the Japa-
ness Fascist army from entering India,
the Trotskyites opjectively only aid
the worla imperialists te bring their
fagcist policeman of Asia into Irdia. -

It is possible that the entire
imperialisat gcheme of carrying on the
class struggle against the +toilers
under” the cleak of fighting among
themgelves will collapse. The Indiag
Wasses in a stormy upsurge may abtempt
to sweep away all exrloitation a.n 4
oppressiqpf In that cage, Stalinism,
whose influence is  folt sverywhere
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within the world proletariat, will in- recall Trotsky's wuppoert of the

evitably push 1itself to the fore, as Socialist-Stalinist ‘"workers" govern-
in every other revolutionary situ- ment in Saxony in ¥923, his "critical
ation, and will bend all efforts to support to the Republican-Stalinist
disrupt the revolution. Eitaer tarough government in Spain in 1936-1939, his

the Leftist policy of paralysis and formula of a Blum-Cachin government.
. putches or by means of a Rightist po-

licy of forming some sort of bairgeeis- Only ‘through the exposure of the
democratic goverrmment and attacking tle imperialist policy and the. pseudo-
masaes to it, as was done in Germany Bclshevik betrayers within the prolet-
in 1923, in Opain and in France a few arian camp can the advanced worlers
years agos No matter what ccunter- gather the elements for a new Marxist
revolutionary policy Stalin's "Cemin- rarty and oper a possibility of suc-
tern" will pursue, ¢the Trotskyite cess for the impending Indian
slogan cf Constituent Assembly will revolution.

prove ¢f help in confusing and dis-
orienting the workers. One need only
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THE WORKERS PARTY AND INDIAN

» INDETENDENCE
*
HE Shacatmanite  Workers Farty lose the use of the club which British
follows in the footsteps o imperialis: wields over the Indian
Cannon in  exhuming the slogan of Con-  pagses. As long as the werkers are
stituent Assembly. The Constituent not in power on a Soviet basis, all
Asserbly in India 1s endowed by the institutions of state will serve tle

Snachtmanites with no mean task — to
liberate India from tiae domination of
imperialism:

"We must struggle for a Consti-
tuent Assembly of the People, based
upon universal sufirage an
Agsembly whose first act should be
to dtaft and proclaim the People's
Declaration of Independence frem
Brivish and all foreign rule." ("A
Frogram for Indian Independence,"
Labor Action, March 23,1942, p.3)

—

Tais is a clear case of the
Shachtmanites shunting the workers off
on the deadly rath of bourgeois democ-
racy. Srreading illusions about the
Constituent Agssembly,the Shachtmanites
get for +that bourgeois body a task
whici it could never perform. The
liberation of India from all imperial-
iem is and can only be the task of
Soviets led oy genuine proletarian re-

volutionaries. The parliamentary,
bourgeois — democratic Constituent As-
gombly, if it is convened, will and

can only serve to fortify the domina-
tion of imperialism. The Constituent
Assembly will undoubtedly make a great
demagogic noise atout "national inde-
pendence" and "democracy," but its
real function will Dbe to paralyze the
massds and save the imperialists whose
footmen and lackeys are the "Constitu-
ent" Indian bourgeoisie themselves.

"The Constituent Assembly is the
dictatorsaip of the bourgeoisie." Such
was ths dictum of the Second Congress

of the Tuaird International in - the
reriod of Lenin's 1leadership (sece
Thesis and Statutes of the 2nd Cong-

ress of the C.I., p. 64.), From such
a dictatorsaip the masses of India can
expect no kind of fresdom whatever.
The Indian bourgeoisie, a particularly
servile and comprador type of parisi-

tic class, fears more than anything to_)o.

interests of imperialism and its bour-
geois and feudal hangers cn.

The Shachtménites make a to-do
about "universal suffrage" in the con-

vocation of the Constituent Asserbly.
Here, too, is a specimen of the re-
formist illusions spread Dby  the
Shachtmanites. As if the degree ¢f

suffrage determines the class caaract-
er of a state institution! The Russian

Constituent Assemtly was elected on
the basis of universal suffrage. More,
the elections were held after the
bourgeoisie was already overthrown.

Nevertheless, the Constituent Assembly
represented the interests of imperial-

ism. Cnly the Bolshevik-dominated
Soviets rendered the  werkers ard
teasants a class sarvice. This 1s the

lesson ¢f history which the workers
must learn concerning the bourgeois-—
rarliamentary Constituent Assembly.

No reliance on the "democratic"
frauds invented by the bourgeoisie and
palmed off as genuine by the opportun-
ists! No festering cf illusions about
the sham "democratic" institutions cof
capitalist rule! The Shachtmanit e
leaders, 1like the Cannonites, under
the cover of phrases about "Councils,"
"universal suffrage," "mass rressure"
and the like,are diverting the tcilers
from the path of the Soviet system
directed by the revclutionary rrolet-—
ariat and supported by the peasant
masses.

If the bcurgecisie cervecke a Cen-
stituernt Assembly, the particiratiocn er
nen-participation of the Marxists in
the electicns will deperd on the situa-
tiomn. Irn any case, their purpese can
be rno other than tc expeses the reac-
ticnary nature cof the slogan c¢f Consti-
tuent Assembly, show the bourgecis
class essence of this bodv and fight
fer mworkers! and peasants! Councils

and establishment of a proletatian State.
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THE R.W.L. AND INDIA

ON THE 3LOGAN COUSITUSNT ASSEBLY

NCE an objective investigation of
the lessons .ef history has been
rade, the opportunist nature of the
Trotsikyist position on the slogan Con-
stituent Assembly can te perceived by
a trained political eye without great
difficulty. Far mere difficult -of
discernment 1is thne oprortunism irher-
eni in the relation of the Revclution-
ary Werxers League 1led by Cehler to
the slogan of Constituent Assemtly.
To reveal 1t ons must examine thd
k.W.L.'s method of hardling this posi-
tion.

In an article "Froblems of the
Indian Revolution" published in the
R.W.L.'s International JXews of May
1940, the slogan was raised: "For a

Constituent Assembly as a Subordinate
Strategy to tae Puilding of Soviets."
Now the K.W.L. declares that it has mo-
dified this position. 4&n article in
International News of May 1942, "Soci-
al Fcreces in the Indian Xevolution,"
states with reference to the 1940
article?

of the rast few
weeks compel wus to supplament the
previous article and to modify it
in one important respect."

"The events

What is the alteration based c¢n
"the events of the ypast few woeeks"
that tne K. W. L. has wrought wi t h
regard to its position? Here it is:

YAll talk about a !Werkers and
Peasants State! or 'democratic dic-
tatorsaip of rroeletariat and peas-

-antry! is vain, for the basic reas-
on that the reasantry  is incapable
¢f pursuin; an independent role.
THIS leads te the modification to
wnica we referred earlier. Under
the conditions of a revolutionary
situation, the farmer slogan of the
Constituent Assemily (as an auxili.
ary to the struggle for workers and
peasants councils) NOW becomes a
reastionary slogan capable only of
meeting tne political needs of the
Indian ‘ourgeoisie and Americ ar

»
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(Interrational
My capitals - G,M.)

finance capital."
News, May 1942,

Let us put +two and two tcgether
and observe the move the R.W.L. has
made. Cn the one hand it says in ge-

neral that its modification in pesi-
tion was compelled by "the events of
the past few weeks." (n the other
hand, i% states specifically: "A11
talk atout a 'Workers and Ieasants
State! or ‘'demeccratic dictatorship of
rreletariat and yeasantry! is vain,
for the tasic reason that the peasant-
ry is incapable of gursuing an inde-
rendent role,THIS leads to the modifi-
cation to which we referred earlier."
The R.W.L. definitely endeavors to
give its readers the impression that
something new and recent has occurred
which has given it a new understanding
and has led to the modification in
rosition.

To anyone who has studied ard
understood the developrent of  the
R.W.L. this impression of naving mads
seme new discovery recently has a
very peculiar air about it. Asg a mAt-—
ter c¢f fact, the understanding abcut
the "Workers and Peasants State," the
" democratic dictatorship of the pro-
letariat and reasantry," and the in-
capability c¢f the peasantry pursuing
an independant role are very old stuff
witnh the R.W.L, As far back as 1659,
in its Draft Program, the R,W.l.. threw
the "Workers and Peasants State"  and
the "democratic dictatorship of pre-
letariat and peasantry" into the Stal-
in-Trotsky camp and repudiated them:-

"We reject in principle the
Stalinist position of support of
the Democratic Dictatorship of the
Proletariat and Peasantry, and the
Trotskyist position of support to a
Workers and Psasants Governmrent asg

a 'transition' to the Dictatorskhy
of the Froletariat. Between the
Dictatorsaip of the Bourgeoisie arg
the Dictato ranip of the I'roletariat

tasre can exist no octher Mnd of
state The type of government toth
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the Stalinists and the Trctskyists
refer to is a bourgeois goverrment,
a bourgeois state. We refuse any
support to any such state." (Draft
Program of tie R.W.L.,1939, p. 47.)

As for the peasantry, in the sdme
docurent the R.W.L. clearly showed
that ta2 peasantry could have no inde-

pendent rele, tut could only follow
eitaer +tae ©proletariat or the bour-
geoisias

"Distnust the peasantry; organ-

ize separately from 1it; Dbe ready
for a struggzle agdinst it, inasmucha
as it is a reaectioenary or anti-pro-
letarian force; butsattempt to work
wita it and win it over to prélet-
arian revolution. ZXor ¥f ths peas-
antry does npot follow tie workers

it will follow the bourgeoisie.
There is, there can be,. no riddle
course." {Ibid., p. 49. My emphas-
is - G.M.)

Thus, all the kmewledge whica the
R.W.L. now ways compels it te discard
the slogan of Constituent Assembly in
India was thoroughly clear . to the
R.W.L. years ago.

But while in 1939 it completely
had at its command all the understand-
ing wnica it now says compels It to
discard tae slogan of Constituent As—
s8mbly for India, in 1939 in the seme
Draft Program, the 1B.W.I. posed the
slogan of Constituent Assembly for
backvard countries intowhich category
India falls:

"In the bourgeois revolutions
- Constituent Agsemblies fplaysd im-
portant roles in furthering the
democratic aims of the bourgeois
revolution. There are countries
today, aowever, in which the bour-

gaois revolution has not yet deve-
lored to any high 1level; t he
country 1s in a Dbackward state

whers the agrarian carry-over, and
the landowner domination  tied up
with finance capital, make possible
tne atilization of friction betwsen
the national bourgeoisie and laud--
owers, and the proletariat and
peasantry. In such countries the
proletariat can advance the demand

- WProblems

for the Constituent Assembly as A
PURELY AUXILIARY slogan.”  (Ibid.
p. 51. My empaasis-G.M. Caps. in
original.)
And what 1s more, concretely, the
R.W.L. advanced the slogan of Consti -
tuent Assembly for India! "For A Cou-
stituent Assembly as a subordinate
Strategy to the Building of Soviebg"
was their slogan in their articie,
: of the Indian Revolution
(International News, May 1940, p. 10 )

Cbserve the self-contradiction of
the R.W.L. position:~ The same smow-
ledge at one time is compatible with,
and at anotner time incompatible with
the slogan of Constituent Assembly!
Wnile the R.W.I. in medifyinz its po-
sition on. Constituent Assembly refers
to a sgpecific article on India, it
leaves unaltered its position on Con-
stituent Assembly in general as estab-
lished in its Draft Trogram of 193S.
Since tae R.W.L. is now telling the
workers that its understanding of the
"Workers and Peasants State." the
"democratvic dictatoership of proletari-
at and peasantry," and the incapa-
bility of the peasantry to pursue an
independent role, is the reason for
discarding the slogan of Constituent

Agsembly,.and since it had this same
uncerstanding when 1its Draft program

was issued, that document is obviously
a mess of self-contradiction fer it

retains the slogan of Constituent
Assembly.
Very obviously, it was not any

understanding about the "Workers and
T'easants State," or atout the “democ-
ratic dictatorgship of proletariat and
reasantry" or about the inoapabili-
ty of the rpeasantry to pursde an ir-
dependent role which led to the R.Wl.'s
modification nf its position on the
slogan of Constituent Assenbly in
India. And the story atout 'the
events of the past few weeks" with its
air of having made a great new dis-
covery may likewise be taken with a
grain of salt.

THE_SCURCE OF R.W.L.'S GYLATIONS

NFATTY to grasp the origin of the



R. W, L.'s gyrationg, the relation
of that group to the Trotsky organiz.
ation mugt be understood.

It so hnappens that the leaders of
the R.W.L, having %bYeen with Trotsky
for a few years up to 1934, but having
orposed Trotsky in 1934 on the so-

galled Frenca Turn, tell the workers
that Trotsky was a Marxist wup to the

time he introduced the Frenca Turn. In
July 1930, when Oehler, the leader of
the R.W.L. was alrsady a member of
Trotsky's organization, the Trotsky-
ite Militant issued the slogan of Con-
stituent Assembly for India. At that
time Trotsky, in hig policy of giving
"eritical" support to Stalin's "Comin-
tern} advocated the slogan of Consti-
tuent Assembly:-

"The Indian Communist Party, the
creation of waicii was held back for
siz years - and what years! -~ is
now deprived, in the circumstan ces
of revolutionary democratic ascent,
of ons -0f the most 1important
weapons for mobilizing the masses ,
precisely the slogan of the democ-
ratic Constituent Assembly." (L.D,
Trots%gr, Militant, July 12, 1930,
Pe Oo

As we have said, the leaders of
the R.W.L. persist in +the story that
Trotsky in those days was still a
Marxist. The slogan Constituent As-
sembly, therefore, had to be regarded
by taem in someway or other as a Marx-
ist slogan. After breaking with
Trotsky organizationally, they were
constrained to introduce it into their
Frogram.

The leaders of the R.W.L. for
years have been supporting fhis slogan.
But after separating from the Trotsky
organization they realized that almost
on every Trotskyist position which
they aeld it was necsssary for taem to
insert some Left "modification" or at
least a 1loophole to give tane impres-
sion of a fundamental difference with
tae Trotskyites. Taus, in the Draft
Program tiaey put in a precautionary
locpaole whica would allow them to
introduce a "modification" whenever
taey sawv fit, any time, anywners:

"The slogan of Constituent As -
‘sembly 1s an auxiliary actidn to
win allies and must be concretizéd
in each given situation. ZEven in
some backward countries at certain
periods 1t would not be advisable
to advance the slogan; 1t may be
advisable to boycott." (Ivia.
P‘ 510)

Wa see that the "mystery" for

"modification" of the slogan is being
gradually dispelled. All these excused

about "The events of the past few
woeks," the "Workers and Feasants
State," the "democratic dictatorship

of proletariat and peasantry," and
the incapability of the peasantry to
pursue an independent role are only
blinds which, when removed, leave bare
the fact that the ground for introduc-
ing the "modification" had been laid
out years 1in advance with an eye to
future reguirements for "differentia t-
in‘d the R.W.L., from tae Cannon and
Shachtman outfit.

The whole business has all the
earmarks of a +typical f a ctional
maneuver. For it is quite clear that
since the basis for "modificat i on"
existed all along and that the story
of "the events of the past few weekg!
and the sudden discovery of the role
of the peasantry, the "Workers and
Peasants State," and the "democratic
dictatorship" is flimsy and ridiculous,
it is obvious that something else is
behind the "modification." Ths leade s
of the R.W.L. who keep up a pretense
of being different from the Trotsky-
ites, are constantly faced with +the
need to fabricate "differences" with
the Trotskyites from the Left. In
conseguence,in the eyes of disappoint-
ed Trotskyite workers, the R.W.L. may
appear as a Marxist organization. On
the slogan Constituent Agsembly the
R.W.L. for years had the same line as
Cannon's organization. Today Cannon
in noisy headlines splashes before the
workers the slogan Constituent Agseribe
ly for 1India. The R.W.L. advanced
this slogan for India in May 1940. Now
the leaders of the R.W.L. evidently
have decided that the time has arrived
to make use of the loopaole tiey pre-
pared years in advance and differenti-
ate themselves from Cammon. Incident.
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ally, as will be nbserved,the loopaole,
comtaining -the  indefinite  phrases
suga as "may be advisable" can .be used
fer  advancin, the slogan .faor other

cougitries. Since a reasun . wad to he
given for wusing the &CO[n“le, the
story was presented of "the evernts of

5 few vast weeks" and "All talk abtout
a 'Workers and Peasants' Btate!  or
1gemocratic-dictatorscip of rroletari-
at" -and “‘peasantry' 1is vain 1for thne
pasic reason that the peasantry is in-
1capanle of pursuing an irdepend ent
rola.: " T:iI8 1eads to the rodiilcatlon
to waica ‘was refe¢red earller."

oo
ENES

o The decided -lack ¢f a straignt-
forward, uneyuivocal statement  taat

‘gquarter.
“frema position fer factional €ntas.-

FREE B

K

THE

the slogan Fonatituant Lsgerkbly wes
reactionary at the time they origiral-
ly advocated if, the 7fferinz cf flim-
8y reasons 1or "modlfving" the slcaan,
the incnnsistonc;a and coutradicticrs
that are so evident in the pclitical
work cf the R.W.L. inspire no ccnfi-
dence in that organizaticn and tcde nc
gcod 1o the workers' cause from thet
Feople whe glibly shift awar

osts and with fatricated reasors-can
readopt that position or 2 variant of
11 Juet . as asily, since. principled
c0ne1dorau10ns nlay no rart in such

maneuvers.
George Narlseu

Apr*l 1542

SLES

ETIN

A Geruine Weapon Fer Theose Whe Seek Te Build

A New Revclutiomary Partys.

Aw Tdenlégreal

‘Rallying Greund For A Struggle Against Fvery

Form-Of Reaction.

Adaress:
P.0.Box 67
Station D¢
New Yerx



THE TROTSKY

SCHOOL

OF FALSIFICATION

WHEN BUROCRATS QUARREL

HE internal faetion fights in -the
American Trotsky movement have
brought to light considerable inter-
esting material bearing on the poli-
tical character of the leaders of the
several faections. One such document
is a series of articles by J. B. fan-
non, "The Struggle for a Proletarian
Party," in which Cannon defends him-
self  against the attacks - of  the
Shachtman group in the 1940 -period.

- Amongst -the outstanding charges
of the Shachtmanites -against Cannon
was.-that his erganizational methods in
the :Socialist Workers Party  were
-marked by Stalinist. burooratism. In
defending himself ggainst this charee,
Cannon with great approval quoted a
declaration by Shachtman made in 1935
when the latter was still in close al-
liance with CGannon. Shachtman at that
time, during an - internasl faction-
al struggle, tried to prove that there
was no element of Stalinism in the o
ganization -led by Cannon. To do this
Shachtman shifted the question from
the concrete organizational situation
in the American Trotsky group bo some
very general factors of <clasgs
relationshipse The passage which Can-
non in }1940 quoted so approvingly gave
what was purported to be an historical
argument. For lllustration Shachtman
argued that the tendency which Ienin

attacked in Stalin was not purely his -

organiggtional t{endency, but ;rather
S¢alintg reactionary reflection »of
certain .class <Teolations in Soviet
Russias From Lenin's statement in the
Testament ‘that the rple of the prole-
tariat is based on the collaboration
of iwo classes {workers and peasants),
Shachtman somehew drew the conclusion

that "This creates the whole ,envi_re:i—,?

.Trotsky movement, and

ment  for. the- ‘growth. of a2 Hoviet
Bureagucracy.™ _ Such a class basis for
Stallmst burocratlsm argued: Shacht-

did not exist in +the American
moreover in
light of the- faot that vast material
power such as Stalinism hgs:wae also
lacking, it was infantile to gpeak of
S¢alinist dburocratism. in the. American
Trotsky group (in 1936 caglled. the
Workers Party).  Although the passage
from Shachtman - which Cennon. quotes is
very. lengthy, we must reprpduce it in
full, with Cannon's introductory
remarks ;-

"In .an article -entitled, 'The
Question of "Organization Methods,"
signed by Shachtman under the date
of July 30, 1935, and published in
the Workers Party Internal Bulletin,
No. 1, he answers- the argument
about "Stalinism! as follows:

"1But then (it is now argued by
soime), didn'y Lenin launch'a ctrug-
gle against $talin purely beéCause
of the latter's orgamzatlon al
‘methods, his rudeness and disloyal~
ty, and propose on’ those grounds to
remove hif" from his-post? ~ To this
Teference 1s added the broad- insi-
nuation that we  here constitute a
gimilar bureaucracy; with similar
methods, who must be fought as mer-
cilessly’ as ILenin and Trotsky
fobght Stalin, ) '

"1The analogy does not even limp
‘because ‘1t .nasn'y a leg to stand
on. I is of the most superficial
nature and Dbetrays a. faﬂure to
understand the problem of the Stal-
inist bureaucracy and Lenin's’ atti-
tude towards its central figure.
(1) It 4s npt true that lenin op-
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posed Stalin solely on organiza-
tional grounds. The famous testa-
ment is prefaced by the significant

observation that the rule of the
proletariat is based upon a colla~-

boration of two classes. This
creates the whole envircanment for
the growth of a Soviet Bureaucracys
This bureaucracy, in the period of
its degeneration, in the midst of a
constantly self-reproducing capi-
talism, represents the pressure of
alien classes. Because of +this
fact, the bureaucracy tends more
and more to bear down upen tie pro-
letarian kernel of the country; it
shows an increasing contempt for it
and a growing inclination to lean
upon enemy classes. Stalin was the
personification of this bureaucrat-
i¢ tendency. If the testament is
read in connection with the noted
articles and 1letters Ilenin wrote
shortly before his death, the poli-~
tical and class connection will be-
come gpvarent. If nothing is
learned from the testament except
that "Stalin ie rude - remove himi"
~ then, indeed, nothing has been
learned« (2) The bureaucracy in
the; Soviet Union is a social pheno-
menon. It has deep roots in Rus-
sia's past and present -historical
development. It has ¢lose class
connections. It has +4remendous
material and intellegtual power at
i1ts disposal - power torcorrupt, to
degenerate, to undermine the prole-
tarian bass of the Union. To speak
of our pitiful little "bureaucracy"
in the Workers'! Party - or any sec-
tion of it - in the gsame breath with
the Stalinist bureaucracy, can be
excused only on the grounds of po-
1itical infantilismo " (Ja Po Can-
non, Internal Bulletin, S.W.P. Ap-
ril 1940, p. 19, My emphasis J.C.H.)

Cannon reconmends dareful study
this argument of Shachtman's:—

"Thit quotatforn deserves study
by thé cdomrades in the party who
want to probe fo the bottom of this
light-minded talk about !Staliniem!
in connection with %the regime in
our party. The whole paragraph de-
serves study 1line By line and word
by word." (Ivid.)

Shachtman'!s effort in 1935 to
shift the argument from the factor of
specific organizational situation to
some general.factor of class relatlions
is a very typical performance. Thie
maneuver is worthy of some study, for
the real nature of Stalinist burocrat-
ism, its origin, growth, purpose and
outcome are involved, as well as tae
political methods of Shachtman and
Cannon.

Shachtman ¢tried to give the im-
pression that in the Testament Lenin
did not attack ‘Stalin for purely or-
ganizational reasons. Shachtman mgkes
it appear that in the Testament Lenin
based his approach to Stalin on the
grounds of @eome general class
relations, that ILgnin considered the
growth of burocratism, as personified
by Stalin, tc be fostered by these ge-
neral class~ relationss It is with
this purpose that Shachtman states:-~
"The famous testament is prefaced by
the significant observation that the
rule of the proletariat is based upon
a collaboration of two classes. This
creates the whole environment for the
growth of a Soviet Bureaucracy." This
was. Shacatman's fundamental premise in

-ghifting the problem from the specific

organization questinn to general class
rolations.

Shachtman's . linking — with Can-
non's apprecval — af the growth of the
burecracy which Stalin, personifi ed
with the rule of the proletariat rest-
ing on the collaboration of two class-
es (workers and psasants) sounds very
Marxist," especially to those who do
not knew Ignin's actual position. 4n
investigation of what Ienin actually
said in the Testament will reveal that
Lenin's position was the exact oppo-
site of the picture Shachtman painted
and Cannon quoted later to support
himself.

Ienin . observed the growth of
Stalipism at 1its initial stages and
tried tb prepare a struggle agalnst it.
By 1923, when the Tostament .was com-
pleted, Skalinist Dbwocratism was
already highly developed. 4As a result
of the burocratic machinations afoot
behind the gcenes, a split was threat.-
ening in the Central Gommittee and in
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seemed to

the Party, so0 it
Lenin. Did Ienin link this situ~
ation with the factor of the collabor-
ation of the two c¢lasses? An affirma-
tive answer is what would follow from
the Shachtman-Cannon argument. The
concrete, specific statement of Len-
in's Testament, on the other hand,
constitutés unequivocally an answer in
the negative. lLenin unceremoniously
pushed aside what Shachtman-Cannon
pretended were the primary factors in
Lenin's estimation.  Here are Lgnin's
words quoted from the Testament as
published many years ago by the Trot-
skyites themselves:

"Our party rests upon two class-—
es, and for that regson its insta-
bility is mvossible, and if there
cannot exist an agreement Dbetween
such classes its fall is inevitable.
In such an event it would be use-
less to také any measures or in ge-
neral to discuss the stability of
our Central Committee. In such an
event no measures would prove
capable of preventing e split. BUT
1 TRUST THAT IS TOO REMOTZ A FUTURE,
AND 700 IMPROBABLE AN EVENT, TO
TALX ABOUT." (The Suppressed Tes-
tament of Ienin,Pioneer Publishers,
1935, p. 5. My capitals-J.C.H,)

Clearly, the split due to burocratism
which ILenin thought threatened in the
Central Committee and the Party had
nothing to do with the collaboration
of the two classes. A split on the
basis of class disagreement, Lenin
held, was "too remote a future, and too
improbable an event, to talk about."

Since, contrary to the pretehses
of Shachtman~Cannon, it was not a mat-
ter of class factors, what, then, did
Ienin have in mind when he dealt in
the Tegtamont with.. . the situn=
tion in the Central Committee and the
RParty? The next paragraph’ of the
Testament answers this in unmistakable

of a purely personal char-

ations
acter." (Ibid., My emphasis—J.C.H.)
In the next paragraph Lenin

staved that the fundamental factor was
the relations between two specific per-
sons, and proposed as a remedy a purely
organizational alteration;-

"I think that the fundamental
factor in the matter of stability -~
from this point of view -~ is such
members of the Ceatral Committee as
Stalin and Trotsky. The relation
between them constitutes, in my
opidion, a big half of the danger
of that split, which might bYe
avoided, and the avoidance of which
might be promoted in my opinion by
raising the number of members of
the Central Comrittee to fifty or
one hundred." (Ibid. My emphasis
- J. C. H)

The character of the remedy proposed
by Ienin is in iteelf, even disregard-
ing his direct denial of a class basis
for the eplit he believed impending a
proof that lienin did nét have in nind
some germeral class Tactors, but was
motivated exclusively by certain spe-~
cific organizational factors. Notice
leninis propozed remedy ~ to raise the
number of members of the Central Com-
mittee to fifty or one hundred. This
was tied up with the relations of two
Central Comnittee members, Stalin and
Trotsky,with personal relations, Ienin
explicitly indicated. If the-
Bivua®ion _ in the Central Committee
were based on elass factors, such a
remedy would have been fantastic and
infantile, since numbers make no Aif-
ference where fundamental political
lines are involved. Obviously, Ienin
had in mind %o dilute the power of the
members of the Central Committee, or
at least of certain members.

The next sentence of the Testa~
ment réveals more in detail precisely '
what was. in ILenin's mind. Stalin has
toe much power; he does not wield it

.words. Lgnin had in mind consider-
ations "of a purely personal character
as -influsesmnecingthe near
future:-

"I have in mind stability as a

guarantee against a split in the
near future, and I intend to
examine here & series of consider-~

well;

"Comrade Stalin, having become
@eneral Secretary, has concentrated
an enormous power in hisg hands; and
I am not sure ‘that he always knows
how to use that power with suffici-
ent caution.® (Ibid.)
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In relation to the actual situation,
these words, of course, were very mild,
but they show what lIenin viewed as the
crux of the situation.

The following portions of the
Testament continue with personal eva-
luations of various members of the
Central Committee. Trotsky, Zinoviev,
Kamenev, Bukharin and Piatakov are
weighed in the balance.

The postgeript of the Tgstament
attacks Stalin for rudeness, impatience,
lack of loyalty, impoliteness, incon-
siderateness and capricious m es s.
Again, Lenin proposed a purely organ-—
izational change, the removal of Stal-
in from the post of General Secretary
as a means of preventing the gplit Lo
min thought was in the offing.

It is clear that Lenin purposely
stated that a split based on disturbed
class relations was too remote even to
talk about so as not to leave agy
doubt +that he had in mind precisely
personal and organizational matters,
not general class relations. It is a
remarkable fact that in the Testament,
which was intended as a blow against
Stalinist burocratism, the entire sub-
ject matter consists of a discussion
of individuals. The reason 1is that
this is how the problem of the growth
of Stalinist burocratism appeared to
ILenin.

The Testament shows unmistakably
that the essence of the question of
talinism was the question of power,
the power which had become concen-
trated in the hands of the burocratse.
Stalinism arose as, and consisted of,
e criminal usurpation of power by cer-
tain corrupted individuals in the
Central Committee of the Russian Com-
munist Party. These individuvals rep-
resented themselves, i.e., their omn
burocratic, careerist interests. A
number of years before, as revolution-
aries, they had helped to establish a
Workers State. But they degenerated,
and from revolutionaries they were
transformed into careerists devoted
not to revolution and socialism but
solely to their personal power, privi-
lege, position, and prestige. These
renegades did not act as the agents of
either the proletariat or the peasant-

ry. The careerists feared the workers
and peasants who were foes of buroc-
ratism. They feared Lenin who was
preparing a battle against the whols
conniving clique. And they aisd
feared the bourgeoisie who were striv.-
ing to destroy the Soviet republic
which was the material basis of the
burocrats! carecerism. The usurpes
in need of a political machine, deli-
berately built their burocracy through
the method of bdbribery, Jjob distribu-
tion and wire-pulling, to fortify
their power and position against the
toilers. Dreading the advance and
spread of the proletarian revolution -
we speak of the period of 1922-1923)-
which they knew to be a threat to
burocratism, they deliberately intro-
duced reactionary policies for the ex~
press purpose of strengthening their
own usurped power against the toilers.
In 1923 they purposely betrayed the
German revolution to safeguard their
usurped power. Such treacherous poli-
cies, historically, operated in the
interests of the bourgeoisie, but this
was an indirect result, for the
careerists! primary concern was their
om power, not the needs of this or
that classe.

It was no accident that Lenin ex-
pressly declared against vague prattle
about general class relations in dis-
cussing the rising Stalinist danger.
The crux of the problem was the buroc-
ratic degeneration of certain indivi-
duals in the Central Committee. Gtal-
in had shown his hand far more than
anyone else, and was therefore singled
out as the most immediate menace.

Class relations are, of course,of
basic importance for an understanding
of historical, economic and political
developments. Events occur in the
context of class relations. Thus, the
Stalinist usurpers, while representing
their own, individual, careerist in-
terests, functioned historically 1in
the interests of the imperialists. It
is only in this way that the factor of
general class relations enters into
the problem of the rise of Stalinism.
But to talk, like Shachtman-Canncn, in
general terms about class relatioas ia
connection with the origin and rise of
Stalinism is to conceal the specific
individual corruption and degeneration
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of the various Bolshevik leaders which
was the real origin of Stalinism.

Shachtman in 1935, for his own
careerigt interests, wanted to ccnceal
the concrete burocratism of the speci-
fic individuals of the Cgnnon machine,
of which Shachtman was at that time a
part. Hence in giving an "historical
example," the case of Stalin, Shacht-
man intreduced his general talk about
class relations and pushed out of view
the factor of personal and organiz—
ational degeneration. This is a poli-
tical trick common to burocrats who
are striving to hide their burocratism
— to talk it out of existence with
vague chatter about "class relations."
This distracts the attention of the
workers from the actuval problem, the
specific burocratism of the opportun-
ist organizations, and shunts them off
to "theoretical"® discussions. Mean~
while the swindlers at the top con-
tinue their burocratic practices.

When Shachtman in 1940 raised the
cry against Cgnnon of Stalinist buroc-
ratism, he was telling some truth on
tais score at least. This was a case

.of "the Devil

quoting Scripture."
Shachtman, naturally, concealed the
fact that he himself, for years the
ally of Cannon, was a prime builder of
the burocratic Cannon machine.
Shachtman's fraudulent argument about
Lenin's Testament and‘''class relations"
is only one example of the demagogic
trickery used by Shachtman to protect
the Cynnon outfit while he was a part
of it. Only Shachtman's factional,
careerist effort to create a group of
his own led him to start a rumpus
about Cannon's Sgalinist tendency and
to concoct "political differences"
with Cannon.

Cannon in 1940 had the same pur-
pose as Shachtman in 1935. Anxious to
conceal the specific character of his
leadership — its burocratism, its
careerism — Cannon quoted Shachtman's
convenlent "thecretical® fabrications.

This is inevitably the outcome of
the faction fights of burocrats who
pose as  Ieninist revolut i maries.
Falsification, distortion and decep-
tion are their methods. Self-exposure
is the penalty they have to pay.

J. C. Hunter
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