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1o in @ position to take arms against the pro-
Thus the Marxian conception of a pro-
borarian i tatorship as an unavoidable stage on the
“.‘.J. io Socialism cither is an antiquated concep-
i . his dictatorship is as much justified in Rus-
i any other country.” (Emphasis mine )

' ‘have the dictatorship defined as unnec-
o the advanced countries, and by such a
1t Bolshevik official of the Third Interna-
.« Radek. 1f they mean simply that the
class (as Marx puts it, in the “Communist

H r Wi

‘\\.j‘;: . "1 must win the battle of democracy, ac-
" . oolitical supremacy and become the ruling
1aes during the transition, why don’t they say so?
Why make as your object and insist upon propa-

ondition which must in the very nature of
sancipation, be a brief transitional stage?

What the Third International means should be
\ understood before joining, and their reply
ihe application of the Socialist Party of America
< rerv informing on several points (see “Commun-
o 1. 3. AL Dec. 15, 1920).

Comrade Kaplan and others sentimentaly apj.cal
alists to join because Russia is “engaged in
e <trugele against all force and fraud of the whole
ralist Wi In their reply to S P. of A.. the
Third International executive ridicule this reason.
It is of course very gratifying to have the svm-
ymerican Socialist Party becausc the
Communist International ‘is threatened by the com-
- list forces of the world." This is, how-

a valid reason for a party’s wishing to
mmunist International, or for the Com-
wunist International to accept such a party.”
irther state: “The Communist Interna-
vional 1« no defensive organization. It is an organ
' don, the General Staif of the World Re-

n for the forcible overthrow of the ~capit:|!-
state cvervwhere, and the setting up of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat.”
\gain they say: “The Communist International
my in war time; volunteers who join the
¢ of revolution must adopt its principles and
rlers, submit to its discipline. None but
Conffhunist organizations are accept-
the Communist Intermational. They must
ot as their program the program of the Com-
it International — open revolutionary mass
for Communism, through the Dictatorship
of the Proletariat, by means of Workers Soviets—
accepting as binding all resolutions of the Congress-
es and Exccutive Committee of the Communist In-
ternational.” (“Communist,” U. 8. A,, Dec. 15, 1920}.

This insistence upon “open revolutionary mass
druggle” is again emphasized in the “Theses on
Parliamentarism, Trade Unionism and the Commun-
ist International,” adopted at Second Congress last
August. This states: ;

9 “The fundamental method of the struggle of
the proletariat against the rule of the bourgeoisic
is, first of all, the method of mass action.”

1% “The mass struggle means a whole system of
fi-‘\vln;nng demonstrations growing ever more acute
in form and logically leading to an uprising against
""“‘. capitalist order of government.”

Such Ymass action” means to rely upon the spon-
taneous instinctive uprising of bodies of people, and
not the activity of informed organized workers It
has led to tragedies recently in the U. S. A, and the
tasy suppression of the workers by armed forcc.
Vet one of the affiliated Communist bodies in Can-
fui.:{ in their official organ the “Communist Builet-
" says of the Winnipeg strike movement:

“From a strike to raise wages the strike had de-
veloped so that the next logical step would have
]’,‘“'“ a political strike against the capitalist state.
But the strike commiftee refused to take that step,
“f{ul‘d the workers to be peaceful, and indignantly
dp.n""l trying to supplant “constituted authority”
Mith a workers' council. The step towards a pol-
tical strike was not taken because of the “consti-
Tuunn;n“ prejudices of the strike committee, the
'1‘:)(5“00 of a revolutionary party willing to m‘.(c i
0:' ”fhll‘) into its own hands, the absence of lllfga‘

gans of propaganda which could have explained
thf Situation to the workers. . . . . .
1lmrth:(\. he putting the Thes(:.s into practicc{.' B‘\‘l;
]m'“n':l,\ is surely the nemesis of propaganda, a

& the workers on to the shambles.
\ In the above reply to 8. P. of A, the Third insists
that acceptance of Workers Soviets is necessary as
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ed they say: “The only form of proletarian dicta-

-

the means of dictatorship. In the Theses just quot-

petty peasant, petty bourgeois, and even with bour-
geois parties. The Communist Labor Party be-
lieves this to be impossible.” - (“Workers Dread-
nought,” Jan. 29, 1921,

j. S. Clarke, the Bolshevik Workers’ Committee’s

editor, says, in “The Worker,” Jan. 29, 1921) o his
return irom Russia: “We have the most cunaing, ?
most powerful and most politically and economic- :
ally wide-awake ruling class on earth to combat.
We have a proletariat as different to the Russian
proletariat as chalk differs from cheese. Our pro-
letariat can read and write, they are doped and
have been doped for centuries; they are cursed with
traditional ideas of freedom and superiority; they
have to be uneducated. Our insularity, our de-
pendence on other countries, and the relatively well
entrenched power of our Menshivik opponents and
trade union burcaucracy are other factors to con-
sider.”

Zinoviev at the Third International Congress in
August. “expressed the fear that it might be dis- :
solved by the petit-bourgeois elements which the \
irresistible sweep of the working class movement
was bringing in without ridding them of their pre-
judices.” (Communist,” London, report of Third
International). That this is possible can be seen
by the reformers of yesterday “becoming” the Bol-
shevists of today. -

I hold that a real Third International must be
based upon a recognition of the class struggle,
thereby keeping out reformers, nationalist liber-
ation movements and Labor Parties. Upon a re-
cognition of the necessity of educating the mass of
the workers, and political organiation for the con-
quest of political power for Socialism.

Serrati, whom Zinoviev refers to as “your glor-
jous leader.” interviewed by Brailsford (“Daily Her-
ald,” Jan. 25, 1921), “complained of the impenetra-
ble ignorance which even thg ablest Russians dis-
play in judging Western politics. One may admire
their driving force and their tremendous achieve-
1nent but this ignorance seems to me to make affil-
iation under the 21 points too grave a risk.” Space
prevents showing the character of some organiza-
tions in the Third International, but we have the
Unione Sindicale Italians, and parties like the Com-
munist Party in England, whose secretary (White-
head) writes that it stands for: “Shorter working
week for heavy and skilled labor,” “Equal pay for
men and women,” etc. (“Workers’ Dreadnought,”
Sept.. 11th, 1920). The Communist Party in Eng-
land have as their editor a well known Roman Cath-
olic publicist, and we even have Bombacci of Italy
(the extremist Communist) demanding “ an ener-
getic revision of the membership of parties in the
Third” at the Second Congress. John Maclean,
M.A.. whom the Third called the leader of Bol-
shevists in England, has a street named after him
in Petrograd, but we find one of the planks in his
Scottish Communist Party is “Home Rule for
Scotland !”

Obviously there is much in the Third Interna- i
tional of the material that ruined the Second.

[ notice that these articles on Russia and also
on the Third International contain several “kind”
references to the S. P. of G. B. Faulkner asks if

the Bolsheviki should have wired the S. P. of G. B.,
and Fillmore jokes about their small numbers. A
writer signing himself F. Clark lumps them in with
the holy-rollers and Billy Sunday. I would sug-
gest that if these writers object to the S. P. of G. B.
they should attempt to deal with their position and
propaganda and not descend to sneering at them in
an ignorant manner.

The writer belonged to the S. P. of G. B. ior over
12 years, and knows their struggle against the ap-
palling mass of confusion in Britain. Working
against the Second International when Lenin and
the mass of present Communists still believed in it,
and attacking Kautsky while Lenin still called bim
a Marxist, the S. P. of G. B. carried on an unpop-
ular crusade against reformism and syndicalism of
cvery color, and with entirely voluntarz’ work of its

wembers has an influence far beyond its small mem-

hership. It has never shirked discussion and stands
today for the position it laid down in 1904 because
it still holds that its Marxian attitude is unshaken,

As I close this letter, I see by the organ of the
Canadian section of United Communist Party of
America (“The Communist Bulletin”) that the S.
I’ of C. is told that in order to join it must make

torship is a republic bf Soviets.” This is worth dis-
cussion, but their writings offer little information.
'I'.hv whole question of the superiority of Soviets is
given small attention. The Bolsheviks themse! res
had to set up higher bodies such as the Supreme
Council of Economy, etc. The visitors from Russia
give little knowledge on the matter. Mensheviks
started the Soviets in 1905, and Scheideman captur-
ed the Soviets in 1919 in Germany, because there
is nothing in their form which makes them immune
from reaction any more than other organs.

Sometimes we are told that the phrase Dictator-
ship is used to denote the denial of franchiseso tie
bourgeoisie. But Lenin tells us in his “Proletarian
Revolution,” (p. 56), “the disfranchisement of the
Sourgeoisie does not constitute a necessary element
of the dictatorship of the proletariat.”

in reply to the S. P. of America, the Third Inter-
national states: “The centrist parties, the Gerivun
Independents and the French Socialists are not yet
acceptable for entrance into the Communist Inter-
national. Yet they accept the program of mass ac-
tion and dictatorship of the proletariat based on the
Soviets. Any party which still advocates political
democracy is a thousand times worse than these
parties, it is a counter-revolutionary, a Scheideman
party.

Whether or not the 8. P. of C. position is opposed
to political democracy I leave to the general know-
cdge of your members, but this statement is not in
harmony with Radek’s quoted before. Further, this
attitude of hostility 1o political democracy is backed
up by reference to the failure of parliamentary ac-
t:0n, which up 'till now has not been Socialist parlia-
raentary action, but the action of workers supporting
"

¢ir enemies,
True to the double attitudes adopted on vari -us
questions by the Third International, this denun-
ciation of political democracy is in contrast with
iheir support of the Labor Party. They now teil
‘e working class to get control of parliament °¥
means of the Labor Party. The “Tiweses on the
"'undamental Tasks of the Third International,”
adopted at second Congress, states the “Second Con-
¢ress of the Third International must declare itself
in favor of the Communist Party, and the groups
and organiations, sympathizing with Comniunism
in England, joining the Labor Party, notwithstand-
ing the circumstances that this party is a member of
the Second International.” The purpose stated is “to
accelerate the transfer of political power from the
direct representatives  of the bourgeoisie to the
‘Labor licutenants of the capitalist class,’” so that
the masses may be more rapidly cured of all-illu-
<jons on this subject.” Yet the Third International
has told us that during the war “affiliation with the
Labor Party then, meant an alliance with opportun-
i« 1 and in nowisc a struggle against 1it.” (Reply
to I. L. P.) Curing workers of illusions by another
illusion!

Is the opportunism any the less now! While
parties in Third are allowed to belong to the Labor
it obviously cannot be a sound Socialist
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Parties
body to join.

The division amongst parties today into “Com-
munist’ "and other fractions has not been caused
by a grasp of Sorialist principle, but by the activ-
ities of Moscow delefates, together with enthusiasm
jor Russia. Up till yesterday the membership of
French and German parties were outside Third, but
after a discussion on Soviets, dictatorship, etc., the
delegates declared for it. :

Qylvia Pankhurst told us that there are reformers
in both Communist Parties in England. Serrati,
the Italian delegate, who was highly praised as a
Bolshevik by the Third International, asks: “How
is it that the Russian Government, if it is so intol-
nism—could offer some months ago
“Daily Herald,” which upholds in
England the policy of opportunist Socialism ?”
(London “Communist,” Jan. 13, 1921

He also objects to the agrarian theses as not re-
volutionary enough, and “does not share Lenin’s
belief that‘objccti\'cly. conditions are ripe for revol-
ution. and that only leaders are in the way.” The
Communist Labor Party of Germany in their “Qpcn
letter to Lenin,” say: “T‘he Third International
at the revolution in Western Europe will
a compromise and alliance with

erant of opportu
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