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THREAT TO TROTSKY!

A communication from French comrades
teveals a serious threat to the life of Leon
Trotsky, at present a virtual prisoner of the
recently constituted, reactionary Doumer-
gue Government. This Government's at-
tempt to expel Comrade Trotsky was
temporarily abandoned in the face of the
unanimous refusal of every capltalist govern
ment to grant asylum,

Fascist and Royalist organisations are now
attempting to force the hand of the Gov-
ernment to procure Trotsky's deportation
to one of the French settlement islands.
Ther are uttering thinly veiled threats to
his life: the same organisations were res-
ponsible for the assination of Jean Jaures:
the French Socialist leader on the eve of
the last war. The French Communist Party
has played, In all the agitation around Com-
rade Trotsky's stay in France athoroughly
discreditable part, having joined in thecry
- with the reactionaries and Fascists - for
his deportation. Itis curious that while
Muzenburg and other German Communist
leaders can remain in Paris and go freely
about their business, the leader of the
Communist League should be threatened
with deportation.

Trotsky's services to the Russian Revo-
lution were considerable ; his services to
the world proletariat and to the cause of
revolution have been even greater during
the last few years. All who have read his
writings on Germany know how closely
his analysis and predictions were borne out
by the events themselves and how his crit
icisms of the German Social Democrats and
the German Communist Party, made long
long before Hitler's victory, are increasing
ly accepred now as the only clear explanat
Ion for the collapse of the German workers.

The same events have played havoc with
the traducers of Trotsky. With what scorn
and denunclation were Trotsky's warnings
and his advocacy of the united front be-
tween Soclal Democracy and Communism
received by the Communist International
and the Communist Parties of our's and
other countries | Today they seek des-
paratly for this united front in their own
words ** at any price”. With what con-
tempt did they refer to Trotsky's advice to
liquidate the ** Red Unions™; now they are
trying hard to make the workers forget
that they ever existed. Trotsky's exposure
of the uselessness of the Antl-war Move
ment, received with such hostility and, even
by friends, with doubts, has been so far con
firmed that even its own sponsors seek to
abandon it.

To-day Leon Trotsky stands out as the
best and greatest living expression and
exponent of the world proletarian revolut-
fon. That Is why the workers everywhere
must hasten to his ald, for in the Fascist
threat to his life Is expressed the Fascist
threat to working class revolutionary ideas.
We urge our supporters to get to work at

once: in the trade union branches reselut”
ions should be passed, not only to the
French embassy protesting against the
measures threatened against Trotsky, but
to the T.U.C. General Council demanding
that they take this matter up with the
Government to grant Trotsky - and others
In a similar position - the right of asylum.
Labour M.P.'s should be asked to raise
this question in the House of Commons.
This fight for the right of asylum in the
case of Comrade Trotsky: is obviously a
fight for a right which many hundreds of
Communists and Socialist workers need
and have failed to obtaln. Had the Brit-
ish Communist Party taken: up the demand
for Trotsky's admission many of its own

-Cerman comrades would not have becn

turned back so easily at the customs.

Labour ;nd‘e War

The Ladour Party statement on war is
not yet available in full text: The Commun-
Ist League will lssue shortly a full criticism
of this statement together with its own
proposals ,or the workers fight against war

At the Labour Party Conference in 1933
the resolution passed committed the Lab-
our Party to ** take no part in war and to
resist it with the whole force of the Lab-
our movement and to seek consultation
with the Trades Union and Co-operative
Movements with a view to deciding and
announcing to the country what steps, in
Including a general strike, are to be taken
to organise the opposition of the organised
working class movement in the event of
war or threat of war"™.

The result of this consultation was the
statement, summarised in the Daily Herald
for June 29th. The Labour Party Execut-
did not consult the Trades Union and Co
operative movements along the lines laid
down at Hastings : they consulted with
the object of ditching the Hastings Resolut
ion. Mr. Henderson, of the Disarmament
Conference has triumphed aver the Labour
Party Conference.

THE STATEMENT MUST BE DEFEATED.
It must be defeated with full and concious
understanding by the workers that the
fight against war demands readiness to
carry through determined struggle against
the Government prosecuting the war, the
achieving of Its overthrow and the winning
of power for the workers.

A NEW BOOK

We have received from the Hogarth Press
“The Secret of Hitler's victory™ Ey P. and I
Petroff, (3/6). It reached us too late for re-
view In this issue but will receive full treat
ment in our next. A glance over the book
reveals that although a short, limited sketch
It gives a useful, interesting picture of weak
nesses within both Communist and Socialist
Parties which made Hitler's victory possible
and the outline provided enables useful les
sons to be drawn.

( continued from page 4.)

There have been revolutionary upheavals
in every country In Europe during the last
ten years but we can search the Comintern
rress in vain for signs of great upheavals in
taly when Fascism as ruled for so long.
As for Germany, Dutt's boast of the Ger.
man Communist Party’s rowing influence
is about as true as were his claims put for-
ward before Hitler's victery,

No, the victory of the workers
does not require the preliminary comin
to power of Fascism: victory will be delay-
ed not hastened by such an event,

Naturally Dute tells us thae only the C.1.
Is leading the fight against Fascism. Un.
fortunatly, in spite of this assurance,a glance
at the workers movement in this country
will show that there is lictle work being
done. To place the responsibility for this
upon the Labour Party is, in general, cor
rect, but revolutionaries cannot be content
with putting forward correct generalisa-
tions - they must show the way forward.

The C.P.G.B."s policy offers no way for-
ward, The Anti-war Movement, where is
that today ? Just a few days back the CP.
proposed its liquidation, 'Fhe Antl-Fascist
Congress of 1933 : what has that done in
the fight against Fascism? Even the ‘mighty*
Bermondsey Congress of Action, the latcst
effort, represents nothing.

The lesson is clear : the task of the revo-
lutionaries, in the absence of any authorit-
ative mass revolutionary party, is the driv
ing forward of the existing movement,
the formulation of its immedTate tasks and
the winning of workers to the fight for
these, in assisting the development of mil-
itant expression in the ranks of the organ
ised workers. The contradiction between
the needs of the masses and the polices of
the leaders provides revolutionaries with

the basls to group around them the best of
the reformist workers.

We have given this space to ** Fascism
and Social Revolution " and to its author,
not only because of the importance of the
problems discussed, but also because R. P.
Duttfexpresses most clearly the weakness-
es of the present day Communist Internat
fonal. Dutt has given useful service to the
revolution in the past but the revolution
and the Comintern have long parted com
pany. No man can serve two masters :
those who elect to serve Stalin must pay
the price for such service. Ungestioning
obedience, the sacrifice of every principle,
the cowardly flight from discussion, the
justification of every treachery and failure,
such service works havoc with the integrity
of the revolutionary and brings, as is the
c?Ise of Dutt, steady deterioration and de-
cline.

We can leave to the percy bonrgeois
** communist " the job of circulating Dutt’s
book : we ourselves have the task of re-
pairing the damage done to the cause of
Lenin by the present-day politics of Dute
and the International he serves.

R.G. 1 5th July, 1934,



Fascism, Labour & the Communist Party

R.P. Dutt's book, *“Fascism and Social
Revolution " is the most able presentation
to date of the Communist party's present
day policy and its first serious theoretical
examination of Fascism. It therefore merits
consideration and presents as well 2 suit-
able occasien for examination of the authors
position in the revolutionary movement.

One-time editor of the Workers' Week-
ly and editor of the Labour Monthly from
1921 to date, Dutt is the only competent
theoretician In.the C.P.G.B. For manfy
years the younger revolutionaries and left
wingers listened eagerly to his counsel
followed with conviction the forward poli-
cy advocated in his *Notes of the Month’,
learning from them a Marxism applied to
living issues. The decline of the ** Labour
Monthly-". during the last five or six years,
a declinedn quality, In circulation and in
influence, is undoubtedly due to the dead-
ening effect of the Comintern leadership
over-the British Communist Party and to
the disastrous results of the ultra-left swing
enforced by the Comintern in |1928-29

During the early years of the C.P.G.B.,
notably 5uring the pc‘;iod from 1924 to
1928, R. P. Dutt stood to the left of the
British Communist leadership. It is doubt.
ful if any of them but Dutt understood
Lenin's advice to the British Communists
set out in *Left Wing Communism" or
grasped the inner mechanics of British Lab-
our's development. All of them drifted
bouyantly to the right, being alded in this
by the policy of the Comintern throughout
those very years. Dutt alone understood
the significance of Lenin's teaching. The
others knew only those quotations which
excused their headlong plunge into reform-
ist politics, Dutt saw the treachery inher-
ant in the whole development of reformism;
this it-was which led to the * Notes of the
Month ™ being so eagerly followed by -the
younger communists, for in them alone
was the difference between revolutionary
and reformist clearly stated.

This naturally led to continual conflict
between Dutr and the official Party policy.
The Party policy at that time was to place
Labour in power and to transform the ex-
isting trade union and Labour movement
into instruments of revolution. The Com-
intern's actempt at that time to drive the
British revolution forward through the
inner circles of the Trade Union Congress
fitted harmoniously into the whole scheme.

The subordination of the Party to the
*Lefts” on the T.U.C.. General Council,
and In the Labour Party evoked continual
criticism by Dute, either through Inner
party discussion or, obliquely through the
“ Notes of the Month ". For example the
“ Communist International * (nos. 8 & 12)
contains a seml-concealed attack by Dutt
on the policy then being pursued. His use
of the ** Labour Monthly "' to attack official
party policy caused the leaders much un-
easiness and an attack upon A.]. Cook
during the miner's *lock-out’, when the
entire Communisc press were engaged In
hiding from the workers Cook’s weakness-
es, brought him censure from the Party.
Some time after, the Cook-Maxton*‘Social
ist Revival "’ campaign received bitter and
crushing criticism from Dutt precisely when
the leaders of the C,P.G.B. were engaged in
secret negotiations with Cook, Wheatley
and Maxton and writing the pamphlet

afterwards Issued as thé programme of the
Cook-Maxton movement !

The Leninist line of Dutt led him to give
wholeheared welcome in the pages of the
Lzbour Monthly to Trotsky's * Where is
Britain Going ?". This book, Trotsky says,
was aimed essentially at * the officlal con-
ception ” of the Comintern leadership with
its hopes of **an evolution to the left by
the British General Councll and the pain-
less penetration of Communism into the
Bricish Labour Party ™. It is quite under-
standable that the British Party leaders
should not comprehend this but it is incred
ible that Dutt, who a few months before
had himself been attacking the * official
conception ”, should not see clearly the
purpose of the book. He not only saw Ic:
he openly welcomed it and expressed the
hope that Trotsky would nct **stay his
hand at this short sketch but will carry
forward his work of interpretation, polem
ic and elucidation™.

It is of interest too that one of the few
well informed and sympathetic accounts of
the Opposition's fight in the Russian Party
against bureaucracy appeared, unsigned, in
the Labour Monthly. It may alto be noted
that Dute himself reviewed Max Eastman's
*Since Lenin Died " (an account of this
struggle ) and did no more than attack the
non-Marxist approach: of the writer and
disassociate Trotsky from the beok, an
attitude taken 2t the time by Trotsky him
self and by most oppositionists.

DUTT AND THE -LEFTS'

Between 1923 and 1928 Dutt did good
work by his revolutionary criticism of the
reformists and the centrists, and by his
insistence on the special character of the
Communist Party's work as distinguished
from the wider *left wing'. Those rot
associated with the movement at this time
and who know only the C.P.G.B.'s fervid
present day polemics will find It hard to
appreciate the value of this work and to
realise how much It was directed agsinst
the whole current of contemporary com
munist policy. These were the days of the
Anglo-Russian Committee, the days when
the C.P.G.B. was deeply entrenched in
the Labour movement. when its members
were also members of the Labour Parcy
and controlled scores of local branches,
when Communists stood 2s Labour cardid
ates and the C.l. paid the election and

ublicity expenses of :Left' trade union
caders and when practically all the leading
Socialist journals and leaders hid their
reformist ideas behind a militant vocabulary
Dutt saw through this more clearly than
most and based practically all his writings
on the inadequacy of Left wing Labourism
to the revolutionary needs of the time.

Dutt’s swift reaction to events, his quick
mind, his brilliant pen were an indubitable
asset throughout the years in which the
Communist Party was closely linked with
the mass organisations of the workers.
During this time Dutt was compelled to
relate revolutionary analysis and theory to
the life of the mass movement and to its
immediate needs. The change in Com-
munist policy in 1928 free him from the
hampering realities of the slow steady
development of the political thought of the
masses. Isolated from the heavy battalions

of labour, Dutt's assets become mirrors
through which are reflected the chief tact-

cal errors of present day Communist party
policy. The more pronounced the leitism
of the C.l., the more the leaders of the C.
P.G.B. floundered in the bog of misurder-
standing, the more urgent Dutt felt the
nced for the strongest possible emphasis,
the more fercciously he denounced alike
the fainthearted, the doubting the cauticus,
and the mere rapidly he outpzced the
masscs.

Dutt is credited with having once de-
clared - during :hc carly days of the Russizn
Revolution - that with two hundred intzl-
ligent trained communists the British Rev-
olution could be effected. Whether or
not this be true, Durt's present day at-
titude is more 2kin to that than to his rev-
olutionary position during the pre-192E-
days 2nd more ciosely resembles the impa-
tient intellectual brushing aside the wider
probiems of the mass crganisations than
the brilliant interpreter of Lenin's famous
acvice to British Communists. Today Dutt
secs as clesrly as ever the sharp outlines,
detecis the crisis-bringing factors at work
beneath every apparent improvement in
capitaiisms position,and exposes relentless
ly every tie thzet binds reformism to capital-
ism. Bi.t the more inimedizate and changing
factors: the moods, the point reachcd, the
resporses, the ebbs as well as the flow of
the masses in movementare either ignored
or viewed as the invention of dcfeatists.

Duit relies solely upon the objective
maturity of the present social corndicions
and vgen the automatic response of the
masses to thosc conditions. He Ignores,
that is, the subjective factor which in our
time is all important. Every sharp turn In
the poiitizal situation pues tremendous res-
ponsibility upon the Farty. This too does
not exizt for Dutt who assumes that the
general corrsctrces of Communist theory
justifies the uitrzleft deduction from itand
cven wien the rcsulis reveal otherwise
Dute is , it seems, chained teo securly ever
Lo say 5.

HYSTERIA NCT FPOLICY

The resule is the opposite to thatsouglit
after. The o) note zounded every month
bacomes wearyzome: the too frequent cry
of alarey brings, not alertness or response
but scapticisit:, or else a fatalism equally
dangerous. It satisiies only the petty bour
gecis member of the Communist Parcy for
such takes the place of influence and posit
lon In the mass movement. It enables the
petty bourgeeis to substicute for serious
patient work In the refarmist organisations
an uninterupted demencztration, a dashing
backwards and forwards warning the hecd
less workers, setting up hosts of unrepres
entative committees which come and go
with bewildering rapidity lcaving not a rack
behind. All the symptoms of the present
day Communist Party, its political stunts,
exaggerated forecast and equally exaggerat
ed account, its lies, its unscrupulous
distortion and misrepresentation, these
find their highest expression, if one can
use the term in this connection, in the
writings of R. P. Dutt,

The rapid divorce of Dutt from the real
ities of the actual sitvation in Britain can
best be seen in his writings. In these writ
ings, spread over 13 years, there are many
incorrect statements and unfulfilled pre-
dictions: it would be remarkable if there
were not. Full credit must be given to




-The Rise and Decline of R.P. Dutt

Dute for placing before the workers a
perspective which in outline has been more
than justified by subsequent events. We
shall not deal here with mistakes in tempo
or in detail. Rather shall we take the out-
standing miscalculation to be found in the
writings of Dutt, one that affects consider
ably the book under -eview.

Throughout the period of C.P.G.B. sup-
port for the Labour Party there was a
marked danger of the growth of referm-
Ism within tic Communist Party, a danger
of the blurring of the difference between
reformism and communism. Dutt realised
this and subjected each stage, cach event,
to analysis; corrected the optimism of the
leftwing workers concerning the left leaders
and kept before his readers the real
needs and tasks of the time. Towards the
end of this period the accumulated errors
of the Party leadership and the collapse of
the left wing necessitated a re.statement
of the position. The expulsion of Com-
munists from the Labour Party emphasised
this need, The younger members of the
Party were in revolt against the complacent
bureaucracy of the C.P.G.B., against the
marked varience between Communist the-
ory and Communist practice and against
the losses accruing to the Party from the
General Strike. This revolt coincided
with the ultra-left turn in the C.l.: a de
velopment fully analysed by L. D. Trotsky
in his “'Strategy of the World Reveolution.

POLLITT-DUTT THESIS

R.P.Dutt’s long record as a critic of
centrism added prestige to the thesis
which he and Pollit set forward in oppos-
ition to the majority of the C.P.G.B.Central
Committee who were in favour of a cont-
inuance, under very unsatisfactory condit-
lons, of the old policy. Dutt's attitude
and the turn of the C.I. diverted what
might have been an Important change in-
side the C.P.G.B. into ultra-leftist channels.

The Dutt-Pollit statement declared that
in view of the changes in the situation re-
sulting from the Labour Government of
1924 and the General Strike of 1926,
the ** repeated exposure of the reformist
leadership in every field ', the “leftward
advance “of the workers, and the increasing
mass Influence of the Communist Party",
Lenin's advice of 1920 need no longer be
the basis of policy.

Lenin, in 1920, urged that Labour be
placed In crower. This, Dutt and Pollict
argued, had been done, and the consequent
*‘exposure’ of the Labour Party presented
the Communist Party with a great opport-
unity for growth. Their statement spoke
of the ‘process of revolutionisation”
amongst the working class, of “Increasing
division between the mass of the workers
and the reformist leadership”, of the
Communlst Party's position of *'very con-
siderable mass influence and contact”, of 2
worker’s press with *‘a steadr working class
circulation of over 50,000 and of access,
through the Minority Movement, to over
a million sympathetic in the trade unions”
They pointed to the Municipal Elections of
1927 as showing *the beginning of a decline
In the Labour vote in the industrial areas.
“The Industrial working class are losing
faith In the Labour Party” and argued that
a change of policy would “bring new str-
enﬁth to the party, awaken new Interest
and new enthusiasm’ among the workers,
“bring an ever-increasing accession of sup-
port and membership to the Party". How
little have these claims been justified!

What wouldn't Dutt and Pollitt give to-day
for access to a million sympathisers in the
trade unions and for 2 50,000 circulation
for their press?

In the Labour Monthly for February
1928 Dutt again declared that the L2bour
Party vote was beginning to decline: “The
Labour Party Is losing its hold on the in-
dustrial working class ... for the leadership
which can realise this advance...a great
accession of strength Is waiting”. In Octo-
ber 1928 Dutt wrote : A process is set
going by which the Labour Party builds
increasingly on the petty bourgeoisie while
the Communist Party becomes established
as the mass party of the industial workers".

But in the following year, 1929, the
workers returned a Labour Government
with anincreased vote of nearly 3 millions.
Dutt commented: “The mass of the wark-
ers voted Labour in the GREAT INDUST-
RIAL CENTRES AND MINING AREAS "
with ... overwhelming solidarity”. But
In another article he observed that the
Communist Party was in a * politically
strong position to press forward the fight
against the Labour Government and gain
strength from the exposure .

How far did this happen? Let Dutt
himself answer. In December 1930 he
wrote : ** Revolutionary Marxism has stili
NO CONTACT with the main body ef the
workers, is still only on the fringes of the
working class, has no hold IN THE FACT-
ORIES AND CENTRES OF INDUSTRY, a-
partfrom a few mining centres where dev
elopment has gone further”. What, it may
well be asked, has become of the * million
sympathisers in the unions ", of the incneas
ing support from the industrial areas; of
the results of the exposure of the Labour
Govenment carried on with such passionate
fervour during this period ? It needs also
to be remembered that from January 1930
the C.P.G.B. had the advantage of a daily
newspaper.

STILL DECLINING

Still, however, no realisation that the
drastic policy change might account forthe
weaknesses and the decline. On the
contrary the fashon was to press the new
policy still more serongly. Butt hailedithe
1931 election as a great vindication of his
attitude. This election saw a big drop In
the Labour vote, although due accounthad
to be taken for the decrease in the constit
uencies fought and for-the circumstances of
the election. Actually the Labour vore,
allowing for these things, stood astonishing
ly solid: the Communist increase was very
small. A revolutionary more responsive
to the changes in the situation would Kave
reflected on this. Not so Dutt. Brushing a
side the unexplained features,the qualifying
factors he proclaimed once more: “ The
begining of the decline of the Labour Party
-.» Dislllusionment with the Labour Party
has reached a proportion affecting millions
of workers ... The Labour Party begins, for
the first time since its post war expansion,
to go downwards . The significant feat-
ure of the election results, declared Dutt,
was “the decline of the Labour Party...The
disillusionment of the workers has deen
swift. . the rising curve (of the Labour vote)
has ended . . . “asmashing blow had Been
dealt at ** the whole system of parliament-
arianism and the Labour Party...the In-
dependent worker's movement is rising ™.
By this time Lenin 's advice was not only
out of date : to have brought it forward
would have been the vilest heresy.

Yet one more quotation .comgleting the
six years cf Dutton the Lzbour Farty. In
the “Notes of Month ' " for June 1934 Dutt
writes : ** Unseeing, unthinking, the mass
of the workers are pouring to the return
of a Labour Government to get rid of the
hated National Government. Hammer
smith showed it. The Communist Party
DOES NOT YET WIN THE SUPPORT OF
MORE THAN A FRACTION GF THE
WORKERS ™.

The above survey shows clearly enough
how Dutts political weaknesses have in-
creasingly dominated his writing. It reveals
also that Durtt’s estimate of Labour, the
swing of the workers atvay from Labour to
the Communist Farty, based as it vas upon
automatic processes, has teen proved false
The ** independent revolutionary policy
which wzs to bring masses to communitm
has actually driven masses away and resuls
ed in a temporary strengthening of the
Labour Party.

In spite of these contirued failures Dutt
secems too far steeped in the Comintern
policies of the last few years to be able to
cut his way through to a real appreciation
of the presenc sitvation. * Fascism 2nd
Social Revolution™ gives convincing proof
of tkis.

The earlier chapters of this book show
that Fascism arises out of the whole econ
omic and cultural decay of modern capital
Ismis, in facz, the most complete political
expression of this decay. Dutt sketches
the outstanding points in the whole preced
Ing period, showing especially hew czpiizl
Ism stabilised itself through the treachery
of Soclal Democracy. This section of the
book Is of especial interest and value to
those newly entered intc working ciass
policies.

THE BOOK

The book must be judged by the value
of Its contribution to the understanding
of Fascism, the relation of Social Democracy
to Fascism and to Communism in the fight
against Fascism. Before dealing with this
section of the book we must first point to
two significant omissions.

There is no reference to the part
played by the German Communist Party in
the stabllisation of capitalism in Germany.
Dutt makes great play of the fact that the
policy of the gac[al emecrats in the 1918
revolution and after made inevitable the
losses sufiered by the workers : he char
acteristically ignores the fact that in the
crisis of 1923 the German Communist
Party could have taken power, for at that
time the workers were flocking to Its ban
ner and deserting the Social Bemocra:s.
whilst the Fascist movement as a serious
factor did not exist. The German Com
munist Party drew back at the decisive
time, thus strengthening in the cnsueing
perlod Soclal Democracy and creating
widespread lack of confidence in the Com
munisc leadership. Dutt does not mention
this. Neither, naturally, does he show the
part played by Stalln in this retrezt. Stalin's
notorious 1923 letter, urging the German
Communists to retreat deserves as import
ant a place in an indlctment of policies as
any Soclal Democrat's documents or writ-
ings. Once one admits such things much of
Dutt’s pounding full throated denunciation
begins to sound a trifle insincere. The sec-
ond omission Is that nowhere In the whole
book is there a single reference to the
writings of Leon Trotsky on Fascism. This




is remarkzble since the whole controversy
around C.I policy on Fascism in Germany
ane Austria’ 2nd indeed in every country,
has centred round the criticisms made by
Trotsky. From 1929 onwards Trotsky sub
mitted the situation in Austria and in
Germany and the policies of Communism
and Social Democracy to searching analysis
What can explain this silence 2 Not agree-
ment, as we shall show. Rather is it to be
explained by the blows given to the C.I's
theories by the events of the last eighteen
months and the vindication of Comrade
Trotsiy's analysis and opinions.

“SOCIAL FASCISM"

Dutt defends the theory of * Social

Fascism *, a theory which sums up in itself
the whole errors of the ultraleft policy of
the Communist International.
This theory began with the profound obser-
vation of Stlin that, “Social Democracy
and Fascism are twins™. After loyally
quoting ths master Dutt endeavours to
amplify and support this. His argument is
thatat certain stages and under certain con
dicions the capitalist class rule through
Social Democracy : under other cenditions
they rule through Fascism.

The objaction to the term ** Social Fasc-
ism™ iz not that it offends the Socialist
workers: this is Important but not decisive.
The main objection must be to the falseness
of the theory underlying it and to the whole
system of ractical errors which will arise
from its application to any given situation.
Social Democracy and Fascism both repres
ent methods by which capitalism maintains
its rule ; when this is said however, import
ant difierences arise which, in matters of
tactics, are decisive.

Fascism derives its support from the mid
dle classes and from the lumpen-proletariat.
Social Democracy is based upon the work-
crs. Parliament is the main arena of Social
Democracy : Fascism destroys parliament-
ary democracy. Fascism cannot rule with-
our the complete destruction of the Social
Democracy and the workers’ organisations
upon which it rests. Dutt brushes this
aside as unimportant. But MarxIst policy
in relation to Fascism must be based not
enly upon Social Democracy's responsibili-
ty for Fascism’s victory but equally upon
the irreconcilability of Fascism with the
workers organisation upon which the Soc
ial Democracy rests,

Dutt recognises, ina curiously distarted
way some distincrion when discussing forms
of dictatorships thatare not ‘complete Fase-
ism'. He speaks of ‘Near Fascism' or of 'pre
Fascist ' regimes. Searching for the dif-
ference between Fascism in Germany and
Italy, and the dictatorships in such countries
as Bulgaria and Poland, Dutt finds it in the
METHOD by which Fascism gets and retains
power. He does not see, or will not see,
that this destroys his whole case for “Soclial
Fascism and demolishes at one blow the
whole theory by which nearly every Gov-
ernment. that uses repression can be called
*Fascist ”. The difference is in the relac-
ionship of classes under the two regimes,
in-the fact that Fasclsm means shifting the
mass basis of bourgeois rule from the work
ing class and their organisations to the
middle class and the wiping out of the
working class organisations . This differ-
ence Is vital and is in no way contradicted
by the fact that betwzen the system of class
relationships called * parliamentary demo-
cracy " and that called * Fascist " there can,
and often does, exist a regime which con-
tains the features-of both,during which time

the capitalists maintain power by leaning
on Social-democracy and Faccism, playing
the one against the other and ruling by
the police and military forces of the state.
The important point, to the workers and
to the revolutionaries, is that the workers'
mass organisations exist : on these depend
not only Social Democracy but in the last
analysis also the revolutionary movement.

The vital nature of this is obvious, esp-
ecialy for the tactic of the United Front.
You cannot fight Fascism by uniting with
Fascism or Social-Fascism ; as the German
Communists maintained for years as an
argument against the united front of work
ing class organisations. Butthe Comintern
has since recognised differences of a decis
ive character by its offer of a united front
to the Socialist Parties, awery great differ
ence from 1931 when it united with the
Nazis against the Social Democrats. Ap
peals for unity against the common enemy
are apt to wear an unconvincing appearance
when those appealed to are described as
**Social Fascists™ and their organisations
said to have become * fascisised ',

“ONLY FROM BELOW"

It was because of the supposed identity
of Sacial Democracy with Fascism that the
slogan of the German Communist Part
was the united front * only from below *.
For this reason they called for the ** mzin
blow against the Social Democrats ', not
against che Fascists. Dutt avoids discussion
of this by pasing the question thus: There
remains the question whether Communism
in Germany, as is sometimes urged by cer-
tain critics, over emphasised the policy of
the *‘unitzd front from below”. = Notice
that we have all the anpearance of meeting
the charges of *'certain critics” and reply-
ing with all reasonablness, that such critic-
ism is based upon their not understanding
the conditions. It is a piece of trickery
hard to equal, cven in the pages of Comin-
tern journalism.

What has become of the “united front
only from below”? Or the scorn, the de-
nunciation, the threats which fill the pages
of the Comintern press from 1929 to
1934 against those who suggest or at-
tempt the united front with Social Demo-
oratic orzanisations!  We have not space
to deal fully with this: we refer our read-
ers to the reports of the |lch, | 2th,and
13th Comintern Plenums, and to the
speeches and writings of Thaelmann Manu-
ilsky. and Molotov over this period.

To give one example of the atmosphere
that existed : towards the end of 1931
Thaelman wrote. “The Social Democrats
are threatening to form a united front
with the Communist Party" (threatening!).
He called upon the Communist Party to
“‘counteract chis TREACHERY",

Throughout the section dealing with
Germany and with Austria we are given
to believe that the Communist Party saw
and warned against the danger whilst the
Socialists remained blind, Is this contrast
of the clear-sighted communists and the
blind Social Democrats a true one? In
193 1 Thaelmann,on behalf of the Executive
Committee of the Comintern spoke on the
situation in Germany. After informing
the workers that the Bruning Government
was Fascist, and that THEREFORE HITLER
NEED NOT COME TO POWER, he said:
**We however concluded seriously and
soberly that the |4th of September 1930
had been Hicler's best day, so to speak,
and would not be followed by better ones
but by worse ...our pre-estimate of the

development of this party has already been
confirmed by facts".

The questian of the *Red Trade Unions"
is also evaded. Dutt argues that they
were formed because of expulsions of Com-
munists from the Social Democratic Trade
Unions. It needs to
be stressed that the Comintern, far from
reluctantly organising the expelled work-
€rs into separate unions, actually exhalted
the expulsions into an emblem of glorious
revolutionary advance and carried forward
continual and constant propaganda for the
building of the **Red" unions as against the
Social Democratic unions.

On page 126 Dutt makes the important
admission that the German Social Demo-
crats had the support of nine tenths of the
industrial workers. Why then were these
facts hidden until it became necessary to
find reasons for the debacle of German
Communism ' We were told, with weary
ing repetition, prior to Hitlers victory, of
the great advances of the German Com
munist Party, of the great successes of the
** united front from below ** and of losses
suffered by the Social Democrats through
the treachery being exposed to the workers
In times of political crises and change revo
lutionary parties should advance by leaps
and bounds. ON DUTT'S OWN ADMIS
SION THE ULTRA LEFT POLICY OF THE
COMINTERN RESULTED IN THE GER
MAN COMMUNIST PARTY BEING WITH
OUT REAL FOLLOWING AMONG THE
ORGANISED WORKERS.

BANKRUPTCY

The bankruptey of the C.P.G.8. is most

laringly revealed in the conclusions drawn
rom the lengthy annalysis of Fascism.
Dute asks: ““Is fg—ascism the end ofall things"
for the workers’ movement? Toa revo
lutionary the question is superfluous. But
Dutt goes to astounding lengths. Falling
back upon imaginative literature he quotes
from Morris’s *“News From Nowhere" in
which we are shown that a massacre of un
armed workers, far from ending, began the
civil war. “ It destroyed the myths and
itlusions of legality and passive slavery and
laid bare the civil war, which, once
begun, could only finally end with the vict
ory of the masses” exclaims Dute. *AND
THAT ABOVEALL IS THE SIGNIFICANCE
OF FASCISM". It is the weapon of history
for “the purging and burning out of pacific
illusions among the workers”.

FASCISM IS TO DO WHAT THE COM
MUNIST PARTY HAS FAILED TO DO.
Here again we find the reliance upon auto
matic processes. But when we look around
at the actual results of Fascism we finb not
the slightest justification for this. Fascism
arises out of the economic and political
crisis of capitalism. To this extent the very
growth of Fascism is a reflection of the
weakened power of the ruling class. This
much is incontestable. But the victory of
Fascism does not necessarily mean the pas
sing over of the workers to revolutionary
scruggle, to the overthrow of capicalism.
The victory of Fascism destroys the mass
organisations upon which the successful
building of the revolutionary party depends
Fascism takes away from the workers every
foothold they have gained In capitalist soc
iety. The destruction of the workers' or
ganisations, the tempory dispersal of the
existing political partles of the workers (s
not advance but defeat,

( continued on page | col. 3.)
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