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INTRODUCTiON
THE publication of the correspondence between the Political Secretary of the Executive Corrunittee of the Communist International
and the National Administrative Council of the Independent
Labour Party, together with selections from Lenin's writings on
just those questions which are dealt with in the correspondence,
puts into the hands of the British workers a valuable and practicable
contribution to the solution of their problems.
The two most important documents from Lenin's writings are
the article on Ramsay MacDonald and the theses for an answer to
the German "Independents," who at that time stood in a simila~
relation to the Communist International as the I.L.P. stands to-day.
The German Independent Socialist Party, it should be remembered,
arose out of a split in the Social-Democratk Party during the war.
But the leaders, although officially standing for the dictatorship of
the proletariat, were, as ~enin pointed out, nothing but opportunists. At the Halle Congress of the party in 1920, the majority
of the delegates decided in favour of affiliation with the Comintern,
and'subsequently united with the Communist Party of Germany.
The minority returned to the ranks of the Social-Democr~tic Party.
Lenin wrote his 'articles soon after the war, at a time when masses
of revolutionary workers were turning their faces towards the Communist International and when many of the "Socialist" leaders
were flirting with the most revolutionary phrases. Even Ramsay
MacDonald, who acted then as a sorry apologist for the Second International, was prepared to take up a benevolent attitude towards the
question of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
But Lenin warned the workers that a " disparity between words
and deeds characterises the whole policy of the leaders," and
showed that revolutionary words are being used in order to cover
up reformist practices. In his famous article on Ramsay Macdonald,
at that time an advocate of unity between the Second and Third
Internationals, Lenin strongly condemned the mere" verbal recognition of the dietatorship of the proletariat," contrasted with great
sharpness and exactitude the difference between revolutionary and
reformist policy, and showed how to test the words of the leaders.
His five points on how to defeat opportunism and" render effective
aid to the revolution" should be burne,d into the consciousness of
every active worker.
Le~in strips MacDonald bare and shows him in all his nakedness
as a "parlour socialist," as a leader who serves " the bourgeoisie
and not the proletariat," and whose article contains .. more
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untruths than words." But Lenin's' analysis was directed not only
against MacDonald; but ·also against the entire Sec,ond I~terna~io?al
as "an organization of the agents of internattonal ImperIalISm
operating within the labour movement."
.
History has endorsed every line written by Lenin, and revealed
the reality behind the phrases. To-day MacDonald is. the Prime
Minister of a "National" Government, and. the enUre Second
International has become an accomplice of fascism. Out of their
own experience the members of the I.L.P. are learning the correctness of Lenin's words, they have disaffiliated from the Second
International and the Labour Party, they are carrying out united
frorit action with the members of the Communist Party, and they
have decided in favour of assisting in the work of the Communis~
International.
The correspondence between the I.L.P. and the Communist
International tells the story of the developments during 1933·
Learning from the past, the Derby Conference of the I.L.P. decided
in favour of assisting in the work of. the Comintern, despite the
opposition of the leaders who had resurrected the old 1920 policy
of establishing an " all-embracing International." The Communist
Internationalimmediately sent a telegram welcoming this decision,
and later a letter explaining in a practical way how the I.L.P. could
co-operate.
.
But the N.A.C. of the I.L.P. replied with a whole series of absolutely unfounded charges against the Comintern. All these are
answered in the Comintern's second letter, which, however, is
much more than a refutation of the accusations made by the I.L.P.
leadership, it is a brilliant vindication of the revolutionary line of
the Comintern in Germany and a powerful exposure of the policy
.
of social-democracy and its "left" variations.
The reader who studies these documents will have no difficulty
in grasping the fundamental similarity between the German Independents, Longuetists and Ramsay MacDonalds of 1920 and the
I.L.P. leadership of to-day, he will readily un~erstand why the
Communist International, basing ,itself on irrefutable facts, again
warns the members of the I.L.P. on the difference between words
and deeds, and declares that in the I.L.P. there are "two distinct
tendencies, two political lines . . . many members of your party
are revolutionaries, but many leaders are reformists. To be more
exact, they are ' left' reformists."
The deception practised on the leftward moving workers in 1920
by Ramsay MacDonald and other I.L.P. leaders delivered them into
the hands of the Lab,our Party and prepared the way for the two
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shameful "Labour" Governments. The new phrases, the verbal.
recognition of revolution, turned out to be only a cover for the old
reformist policies. The Communist International wants to help·
the members of the I.L.P. to avoid a repetition ,of this terrible
'experience, it wants to help them to find the real road to Socialism.
through revolutionary class struggle.
The members of the I.L.P. have broken with the Second International, but many of their leaders behave like the " Independents ".
of 1920, they try to prevent the workers from finally breaking with.
. reformist practices and firmly treading the revolutionary road. In
words, these leaders are for revolution, but, in deeds, they try to
block up the revolutionary road and to cover up the real meaning,
of reformism. Unable to deny that the policy of reformism has led
to the rise of fascism in Germany, they try to divert attention from
the treachery of the Second International by declaring that the
Comintern has also" failed "-that the policy of the Soviet Union
assists the. capitalists I They announce. a new policy, but are silent
about their reformist history. As Lenin wrote:
"The Independents and Longuetists do not deepen and
develop in the masses the consciousness of the rottenness and perniciousness of that reformism which actually predominated in the
Second International (18139-1914) and caused its ruin; they dim
this consciousness, hush up the illness, do not lay it bare, do not
reveal it."
But the Communist International not only points out to the
I.L.P. members the road their leaders are following, it also shows
practically what must be done to strengthen the united front and,
in its second letter, raises for discussion the question if it is
"desirable for the Independent Labour Party to join the Communist International as a party sympathising with Communism,
with the right to a consultative vote, according to paragraph 18
of the Statutes of the Communist Intemational."
The Communist International has extended the hand of comradeship to the members of the I.L.P. and it is for them to decide
what they will do. The decision is urgent, as tl1e enemies of the
united front and revolutionary struggle are becoming increasingly
active in their efforts to sabotage tne egorts of the revolutionary
workers to unite their forces and build a united revolutionary Party
in Great Britain.
W ILLJAM RUST.
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TELEGRAM OF E.C.C.I.' TO" THE I. L. P.
May

I.

To the Independent Labour Party of Great Britain.
The Secretariat of the Communist International wdcomes the
decision of the Forty-first Annual Conference of the Independent
Labour Party to leave the Second International and to approach the
Communist international "with a view to ascertaining in what way'
the I.L.P. may assist in the work of the-International."
During the last few weeks the LL.P. has taken part in united front
activity with the Communist Party against fascism in Germany
and the ,menace of a new imperialist war, and now the Conference
has decided to follow the example of the Lancashire and London
Districts, where the I.L.P. members also agreed with the Communists to extend the fighting united front of the workers, to the
vital question of the struggle confronting the unemployed, the railway work~fs, the textile operatives, etc.
This common struggle with the Communists has taken place at a-.
.-time when German Social-Democracy has passed over to the camp~.-- ../ of fascism, and when the march of events has demonstrated thebankruptcy of the policy of class collabor~ion pursued by the
Second International and its sections, including the Labour Party of
Great Britain.
..
Under the~e conditions thousands of I.L.J>.ers have realised from,
their own experience the necessity for the unity of all revolutionary'
proletarian forces which base themselves on the policy of irreconcilable class struggle.
'
The unity of all the revolutionary proletarian forces in Great:
Britain on the basis of irreconcilable class struggle, upon which the'
programme and tactic of the Communist International is founded,.
would be a turning point in the history of the British Labour move-·
ment and would open up an international perspective for the revolutionary workers of the I.L.P.
. The' Secretariat of the Communist International is firmly convinced that the decision of the Conference majority in' favour of
approaching the Communist International will meet with the warm
sympathy of the members of the I.L.P. and of all advanced workers:
in Britain.
The Secretariat of the Communist International, for its part,
C)!:presses its readiness to commence negotiations with the National
Administrative
Council of the I.L.P.
,
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LETTER OF. THE BRITISH I. L. P.
COMIN.1'ERN

I. L. P.

TO THE

INDEPENDENT LABOUR PARTY
NATIONAL ADMINISTRATIVE COUNCIL

. Lanark House, Seven Sisters Road, London, N.4
18th May, ~933.

The Secretariat
The Communist International
Moscow
U.S.S.R.
• COMRADES,
,

.

I am instructed by 'my ~ational Council to communicate to you
a re~olution carried by the recent Annual Conference of the Independent Labour Party; Your- public statement of April 30 last,
which was sent to me by the Rundschau Press Agency, Zurich,
shows that you are already aware of it.
The terms of the resolution were as follows:"':"
" This Conference, recognizing the need for the co-operation of'
militant workers throughout the world in the o~erthrow of capitalism and the estab.Hshment of Socialist repub,lics, instructs the
. N.A.~. to approach the Secretariat of the, Communist International with a view to ascertaining in what way the I.L.P. may
.assist in th~ work of the International. The N.A.C. shall,. at its
,disCretion, call a Special Conference of the party if, as the result of
this approach or 'for any other reason, it becomes desirable to take
any decision on the international associations or affiliations of the
party."
.
In communicating the decision of the' Conference ,to you, my
National. Councilinstrllcts me to say that it will be pleased have
the views of the Executive Committee of the Communist Inte~
national'as'to how the resolution may be given practical effect. I
shall be glad, therefore, to have from you the ,suggestions and
proposals of the E.C.C.I. for consideration by my National Councll.

to

.

.

_ . '

Yours fraternally,'
JOHN PATON,

Secretary.
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·REPLY OF THE COMINTERN TO THE I.L.P.
June 21, 1933.
To the National Administrative Council
of the Independent Labour Party
COMRADES,

We confirm the receipt of your letter of May 18 regarding the
resolution adopted at the Derby Conference of the Independent
Labour Party, a resolution which undoubtedly expresses the
strongly increasing will to unity and struggle against capitalism
among the British working class. In conformity with your wishes,
we will set out our opinion of how the Independent ,Labour Party
,could assist the work of the Communist International.
An important step, in this direction is the start whieh is being
made in the practical carrying out of the united front between the
Independent Labour Party and the Communist Party of Great
Britain in the struggle against the capitalist offensive; the fascist
terror in Germany and the danger of new imperialist wars. This in
itself is the beginning of practical collaboration with the Communist
International.
In our opinion, the further steps in this direction should be as
follows:
First, the extension and strengthening of the actions of solidarity
which have already taken place between the Independent Labour
Party and the Communist Party of Great Britain, to all the important and urgent questions of the struggle of the British and the
international proletariat against their bourgeoisie and world
imperialism and winning of the broad strata of workers, members ~f
the Labour Party and the trade unions, for the united front in this
struggle.
'
Secondly, the giving of real support to the struggle of the Communist Party of Great Britain against the bourgeois-nationalist and
reactionary policy of "National Labour," against the reformist
policy of the Labour Party leaders, the leaders of trade unions and
the Second International.
'
'
Convinced by the experiences of many years, the members of the
Independent Labour Party decided at the Derby Conference to
follow up disaffiliation from the Labour Party by leaving the
Second International. These two ,decisions were necessary and
important steps in the struggle against reformism: But the
Independent Labour Party cannot stop merely at the point of an
orga'nizational break with the Second International. If the Indepen~
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dent Labour Party has seriously decided to participate in the revolutionary class struggle of the' proletariat, it cannot carry this out
exc<:pt by a co~stant active struggle ~gainst "National Labour,"
agalllst reformIsm and the' reformIst leaders who propagate
reformist ideas, hold back arid disrupt the working-class movement.
'In practice, the slogan of struggle against the capitalist offensive
remains an empty phrase if the party which advances it does not
take any steps t() mobilize the workers for mass resistance to wage
cuts, dismissals, the reduction of unemployment insurance, etc.
BQt the Social-Democratic parties and the reactionary leaders of the
trade unions who state in words that they are opposed to the capitalist offensive are in reality directing their efforts towards permitting the capitalists to carry through their merciless pressure on the
workers without meeting with any resistance. The members of the
Independent Labour Party know this from the experience of
Mondism, and also from the actions of the " Labour" government,
which reduced unemployment relief, carried through wage cuts,
.
introduced "economies," etc.
In exactly the same way, the struggle against fascism remains~Cl'
hypocritical phrase if it is not accompanied by the organization of
the united front of the working class' with the aim of barring the
path of the fascist attack from the very beginning. BQt in every
country, the parties of the Second International, including the
British Labour Party, are doing everything in their power to hold
back the majority of the workers from participating in the united
front with the Communists for the struggle against the bourgeoisie
and fascism. By their policy of collaborating with the bourgeoisie
and by their pdlicy of splitting the united front of the working
class, the parties of the Second International are building a road for
fascism.
Before the' eyes of the workers of all countries stands the example
of German Social-Democracy. Under the slogan" against fascism
and against Communism," it consistently supported every reactionary government in Germany on the plea that it was the "lesser
evil" as compared with an open fascist dictatorship, and in this..way
it restrained the masses from the struggle against the fascist danger.
At the same time, it attempted to show the exploiters by means
of all kinds of concessions to the bourgeoisie at the expense of the
workers, that they had no need to replace the "democratic" constitution by a fascist dictatorship in order to carry out their policy of
attacking the standard of living of the toilers. All the repeated and
insistent attempts of. the Communist Party of Germany to call on
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the workers for solid anti-fascist activity, to 'form a united proletarian front of struggle, were disrupted and betrayed by SocialDemocracy and the leaders of the reformist trade unions. In this
way they succeeded in paralysing the efforts of the Communists to
mobilize the majority of the working class for mass resistance to
fascism (demonstrations~ political strikes).
The other parties of the Second International, and the trade union
leaders of the Amsterdam International who are connected with
them, folIow the same path as German Social-Democracy.
Similarly the struggle against imperialism and the wars which it
is preparing remains an empty phrase in the mouths of those who
do not honestly and insistently strive to mobilize the working class
for an irreconcilable struggle against the imperialism of its " own"
country. But the parties of the Second International are themselves infected through and through with the ideology of bourgeois
chauvinism and are interested in the success of the robber policy of
their own imperialism. Just as the Social-Democratic parties in
every country supported their governments during the World War,
so are they now. supporting the bloody suppression of the colonial
~/-Pe'oples ~nd other independent nations, and the policy of preparing
(~
new wars.
In those cases when a Social-Democratic party forms part of the
government, it directly carries out this violent imperialist policy of
the bourgeoisie (bloody repression in India and. tJ1e bombing of
unarmed p9pulations under the Labour government). Also, in tpe
struggle between the capitalist countries and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, the parties of the Second In~ernational have
really joined in the anti-Soviet front of the capitalist world.'
Therefore, there cannot be any question of really serious support
for the struggle of the Communist International against the capitalist offensive, against fascism, imperialism and the menacing war
danger, if at the same time the harmful role of the reformists and
their hostile policy towards the working class are not exposed and
if a struggle is not carried on against them at every step.
If the Independent Labour Party wishes .to help the struggle <:>f
the Communists agai~st. the bourgeoisie and. their chief social support' in the ranks of the working class-the Second International, it
will give real assistance to the development of the working-class
movement. But if any representative of the Independent Labour
Party supposes that the de~p divergence of principle between the
Second. International and the Communist International could be
covered up 'by an unprincipled rapprochement and conciliation, we
openly announce that this would be a most harmful delusion and an
LENI.N
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impermissible mistake from the point of view of the interests of
the class struggle and the proletarian revolution. The Second
International is not acting for but against the Class struggle of the
proletariat, not for but against the proletarian revolution. The
members of the Independent Labour Party must clearly understand
that the chief d~nger of the Second International consists precisely
in t~e fact that, while representing the interests of the bourgeoisie,
it. does not do this openly, but under the cloak of defending the
interests of the workers. If a party like the Independent Labour
Party, instead of exposing the real nature ·of the Second International, were to depict it as a genuine representative of ~e, workers
to which the revoh}.tionary workers' organizations could and should
reconcile themselves, it would by this merely make the deceptive
manreuvres of the Second International easier to carry out.
H the Independent Labour Party were to renew the harmful
attempts which it made after the war together .with several other
parties to act 'as an " unbiased " intermed~ary between the Second
and Third Internationals, and if individual leaders of the Independent Labour Party were to write articles hostile to the revolutionary
working-class movement (su<Zh as the last' article written by Fentl'er "-_
Brockway), this would not be support for the Communist International, but· for the Second International. In pr.actice, such
attempts would be an obstacle on the path towards the establishment of the proletarian united front and the unity of the working
class on the basis of the class struggle. That was the role of the
Two-and-a-Half International, which held back the revolutionary
development of the radicalized workers, so as to return them once
more to the fold of the· Second International.
What relations can be established now between your party and
the Communist International?
.
Our opinion is as follows: although the Independent Labour
Party does not at present accept ·the standpoint of the program of
the Communist International" nev.ertheless, it can establish really
revolutionary collaboration both with the CommunIst Party of .
, Great Britain and with the Communist International. We on our
side declare our complete readiness for such collaboxation, but, of
course, retaining the right of comradely criticism when necessary. .
In Great Britain there is a very great necessity for the uniting of
the revolutionary forces. We see at present that many members of
your party are studying the program of the Communist ,International" and advocating a united revolutionary party. Thi.s is of
• Modern Books, Ltd.
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serious importance. If the members of the Independent Labour
Party are really developing in the direction of adopting our program, then possibilities open up in Great Britain for the formation
of a single, strong, mass Communist Party corresponding to the
conditions of the country.
Weare facing the greatest fights in the history of the world. A
historic transition is taking pla<;e to a new cycle of revolutions and
wars. The class struggle is rapidly growing in all capitalist
countries. The antagonisms in the camp of the imperialists themselves ar:e intensifying.
The picture of the capitalist world discloses the complete bankruptcy of the capitalist system. At the same time, the construction
of socialism in the U.S.S.R., with its mighty economic, technical
and cultural upsurge, shows that as soon as the working class
organizes its forces, overthrows the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie
and shakes the capitalist parasites and exploiters from its shoulders,
then before it opens up the path for a great creative work in all
branches. of life.
.
_ In many capitalist countries, the revolutionary outlook opens up
-- this possibility of proletarian victories. The forces of the proletarian
world revolution are growing. In all capitalist countries, it is the
Commun~st 'parties which are carrying on a determined struggle for
the interests o~ the proletariat and for the cause of the socialist revolution. In Germany, in spite of the raging fascist terror, the Communist Party with great self-sacrifice is successfully carrying on the
struggle, and without doubt will show to the whole world that it
has rallied around the banner of the proletarian revolution not only
the five million workers who voted for it at the last elections, but
the majority of the working class of Germany.
If the Independent Labour Party energetically assists the struggle
of the Communist International, this will be of great international
significance.
We request you to inform us ,whether your party agrees to give
precisely such support and assistance to the Communist International.
Yours fraternally,
(Signed) O. W.

KUUSINEN,

For the Secretariat of the

Executiv~ Committee of the Communist Inter~ational.
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RePLY OF THE BRITISH I.L.P. TO THE COMINTERN
The Secretariat
I
The Com~unist International
Moscow .
;
U.S..S.R.
July 7, 1933·
DEAR COMRADES,

7

.Wereceived on June 24 your reply to our communication of
May 18 and our further jetter .of June 19, which indicated t4e desire
of the Independent Labour Party to find a b~sis of co-operation with
.the Communist. International in our comnion task of revolutiopary
. ,
socialist aC,tivity..
We welcome the view expressed in your reply that co-operation
is desirable.
You do not refrain from criticism.of the policy of the Independent
Labour Patty, and you indicate that the right to make comr:adely
criticism must be maintained. We agree that such criticism is
essentiaL ort both sides.
We have serious differences with you regarding the policy of the "'-,.
Communist International and believe that it is imperative, ·if correct tactics are to be pursued, that there' should be constant· and'
frank examination of Socialist policy.
'.
In our view, (he present disastrous position of the international
working~class movement is due to the failure <?f the policies of b<?th
the Labour and Socialist I.nternation;11 and'the Communist
International.
The Social-Democratic' and Labour Parties attached to. the
former have pursued policies of reformism: and compromise which
'have proved disastrous in a situation which demanded a hold
revolutionary lead and action.
On the other hand, the Communist International has pursued
policies which have divided and weakened the industrial organizations of the workers and which, by treating sections of the working
class outside its ranks as enemies indistinguishable from the fascists
and the most reactionary capitalists, have prevented that united
action by the working class which alone could have defeated the
forces of fascism and capitalism. •
.
At the same time, we recognize that ~he independent ~ocia1ist
parties have so far failed to rally mass support behind them. We
realize that all sections of the working class have to learn the lessons
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of the present situation and to re-examine their policies with these
lessons in view.
.
We make the following concrete proposals for co-operation :

(I) In its desire to secure united action by the British working
class the I.L.P. is already co-operating nationally with the Gommunist Party of Great Britain in opposition to fascism and war
and in the organization of the unemployed and resistance to capitalist attacks on the. standards of life of the workers. We
are prepared to continue this cG-'Operation on the understanding that its object is to bring about united action by the
whole of the working class and that the right of inter-party
criticism is retained outside the sphere of co-operation.
(2) The Independent Labour. Party is prepared to extend this
national co-operation to the international field, by participating
in international efforts to mobilize the forces of the workers
against fascism, war and capitalist reaction. When international
~Egresses are called for these purposes, however, there must be
.
responsible collaboration by the parties invited 'to participafe.
8) The Independent Labour Party, in association with other
independent socialis.t parties, is striving. to secure international
united action by all revolutionary sections of the working cla~s.
For this purpose we propose to call a world. congress of all
organizations which are prepared to co-operate on a revolutionalOY
socialist basis.
We shall be· inviting the Communist Parties, together with
other sections of the' working class, to send representatives to this
cE)ngress.
I
We hope tha,t the Communist International will be ready to
participate, with t~e object of developing. united ~cticiri by the
international workmg-class movement agamst faSCIsm, war and
imperialism, and the attacks of capitalism, and to go ~orward to
the achievement of power for the workers, the establIshment of
socialism and the 'creation of an international workers' society.
. We ask your early consideration of these concrete proposals and
hope that from. them a basis of united act~on may develop.
Yours fraternally, .
(Signed) JOliN. PATON,
Secretary~
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SECOND REPLY OF THE COMINTERN TO THE I.L.P.
September 17, 1933·
To the Independent Labour Party.
COMRADES,

. After we had given a clear answer to the question put by your
Party Conference as to how the LL.P. may assist in the work of the
Communist International, we received a letter from the National
Administratlve Council which made a series of absolutely unfounded charges against the Communist International, and brought
forward a proposal to "call a world congress of all organizations
which are prepared to co-operate on :I. revolutionary Socialist
basis. . . ."
We consider that nothing useful can come out of such a proposal.
If the National Administrative Council of the LL.P., together with
the independent fragments of social-democratic parties, calls a
world congress, as stated in its letter, nothing will come of this
except an attempt, foredoomed to failure, to resurrect the inglor-ious
Two-and-a-Hal.f International, as was proved by the recent Paris
Conference of these organisations. We doubt if this idea will be
received with any enthusiasm even by the members of the Independent Labour Party itself. At -the Derby Conference, the representative of the National Administrative Council advocated the idea of
an "all-einbracing international" as· against the resolution to
approach the Communist International. But the majority decided
for the latter. We believe that the members of the LL.P. wish to
adhere to the decision of their Party Conferenc~ and do not wish to
be dragged into new internationals with old bankrupt policies.
The idea of a " left socialist" world congress, which is advanced
by .the National Administrative Council, is basically the old idea'of
the I.L.P. which dates back to 1920.. At that time also, in the conditions of the extreme radicalization of the British working class,
the I.L.P. broke off its connections with the Second International,
and the N.A.C. of the party sent us a letter signed by R. C"
Wallhead and Clifford Allen in wnich, on the one hand, it inquired
about the conditions of joining the Communist International, and,
on the other himd, informed us that the I.L.P. had" invited the
Swiss Socialist Party to call a meeting of representatives of the left
wing of the Socialist parties" on the question of " the possibility of
restoring a united all-embracing International."·
.
• See

'~The

Communist International's Reply to the LL.P."

~
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Experience soon showed where this "left ,; idea would lead. In
1921 the I.L.P. participated in ,the formation of the, Vienna
organization of "left" Socialist parties, and two years later, in
1923, this Two-and-a-Half International brought back to the fold of
the Second International those radicalized 'workers who, had left
this treacherous' international. '
At that time, by means of this manreuvre with the Two-and~a
Half Inter.nalibnal, the " left" workers in a number of European
countries were kept back for a long time from the common fightlng
front with the Communist International against the bourgeoisie. In
Great Britain, this manreuvre" guaranteed support for' the bourgeois imperialist policy of the Labour governments fromth<?se
workers who were under the influence of the I.L.P., and made it
easier for the leaders of the' reformist trade unions to betray the
Ge?eral Strike in 1926. Further, this manreuvre prepared the way
for a whole series of capitulations, without a fight, to the systematic
capitalist offensive.
'
All this cost the British working class a great deal. While the
'co left" reformists were talking very' much about the "Living
Wage" and even "Socialism in our time," tl?:ey did nothing to
organize the ma~s resistance of the workers to the everyday attacks
of the capitalists aqd the government. Millions of workers were
thrown out 'of the fattories on to the streets; the situation of the
unemployed worsbned; unemployment relief was 'reduced; the
Means, Test was introduced,; the wages of the workers were' cut
mercilessly, etc. Poverty and political re~ction we're ~hat the
. Biitish working class obtained from the policy of the Labour Party,
instead of a "Living Wage" and Socialism.
This offensive cannot now go on so smoothly. The working
masses cannot tolerate it any longer.' They have become embittered, indignant, 'and they want to struggle' for bread, for their
cause. They no longer helieve that" Ford has triumphed over
Marx," as, the'press of the I.L.P. often assured them.
At the present time, the radicalization of the working masses in
Britain is. a fact from which practical political condusion~ should
be drawn. We Communists put forward 'the task of organizing ~e
mass struggles.for·the defence of the vital everyday interests of the
workers, for fhe liberation of the majority of the working class from
tJ5e, influence of the reformists, for rallying together the fighting
front of the proletariat, and organizing international united, front
actions against fascism, the war danger, and the bourgeois offensive
against the living standards of the working class. But what could
L

N 1 N

'0 N T H E

I . L·. P.

20

LENIN

ON

THE

I.L.P.

a joint congress of s9cial-Democratic and Communist Partiesi--such
as proposed by the leadership of the I.L.P., give to the povertystricken working masses at the present time? Nothing but illusions. Th€ leaders of the Social-Democratic parties do not want.
to struggle against the "capitalist offensive. They want to con~ue
their class-collaboration with the bourgeoisie, and a joint congress
with them could only distract the attention of the workers from the
necessity of a mass struggle in defence of their interests. .
Could such a congress enlarge and strengthen the proletarian
united front? It could not. The social-democratic leaders are afraid
of the united front of the working masses. In all countries they
prohibit their supporters from participating in any militant united
front activity with the Communists. Time after time, they rejected
the proposals of the Communst Parties for a united front. They
expelled Communists and other revolutionary workers who supported, the united front from the trade unions, and, in addition,
when our comrades organizationally rallied together the expelled
members, they shouted th.at it was the Communists who were the
splitters. The last conference of the Second International in. Paris
once more demonstrated the hostile attitude of this International to~
the proletarian united front.
All this proves that the united front of the proletariat cannot be
established by conferences from above, with the lackeys of capitalism. It will have to be forged in every separate country by the
every-day co-operation of the revolutionary and reformist w-Orkers
in the localities, in the factories, in the trade unions, and by developing their joint energetic struggle against political reaction and the
capitalist offensive. There is no doubt that this task can and must
be carried out.
For the carrying through of· these most important tasks of the /
revolutionary working-class movement, the assistance of the I.L.P.
in the work of the Communist lnternational could be of exceptional value. .But some parts of the letter of the N.A.C. to \JS,
and statements of prominent members of the N.A.C. (Brockway,
Sandham, Jowett, etc.) during recent months, the breaking off of
the united front with the Communists by' some leading functionaries of the I.L.P., give grounds for fearing that 'the intention
of the Derby Conference to assist in the. work of the, Communist
International may be frustrated.
.
In view of this danger, we are compelled to put the following
questions:
Firstly, at a moment when the example of German social-
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democracy is plainly showing to all the workers ot the world how
the parties of the Second International betray the caUie of the wor~
ing class for' the benefit of fascism, what does it signify that the
N.A.C.,of the I.L.P., instead of calling on the workers to carryon
a determined struggle against the Second International, throws out
the accusa,tion against the Communist International that it "prevented that united action by the working class which alone cpuld
have defeated the forces of Fascism and capitalism"?
This charge breaks down in ~ace of the indispu~able fa~ts.
When the Hitler regime was in embryo, who was it that insisted
on the necessity for the united action of the working cla" in order
to break. the power of fascism? Did not the Communist Inter~
national make this proposal to the social-democratic parties? Who
was it that carried on a real struggle in Germany against the seizure
,of power by the national-socialists? A~ong all the parties, it was
the Communist Party of Germany alone. In vain it approached the
Social-Democratic Party of Germany and the General Federat.ion
of Trade Unions (A.D.G.B.) to c~rry on anti-fascist actions on the
b~sis .of the united front. This was done on July 20, 1932, against
the' coup d'etat in Prussifl, and on January 30 and February 28, 1933,
against the dictatorship of Hitler. More than this, the Communist
Party of Germany organized a whole series of militant actions with
the participation of the social-democratic workers, such as, mass
strikes against the emergency decree of the Papen government to
reduce wages, the general strike in Lubeck for the liberation of the
arrested social-de~ocrats; it fought jointly with the members of
the Reichsbanner against the closing of trade union halls by the
fascists (Frankfort, Dusseldorf, Hanover, Koenigsburg, etc.). But
the leaders of the Social-Democratic Party and the reformist trade
unions constantly restrained the workers from this, common struggle
by their, warnings and threats. In addition, the social-democratic
ministers and police presidents suppressed hundreds of anti~fasdst
actions. of the workers by police force. These are the facts.
But, writes the N.A.C., the Communist International is .. treating sections of the working class outside, its. own ranks as enemies."
No; we only look upon the Socral~Democratic Parties and the
leaders of the rdormist trade unions as enemies, and not the trade,
union ofganizations and the social-democratic workers. But the
Comm~ist International, says the N.A.C., is treating the,parties of
:he Second International'as enemies, "indi~tinguishable &om the
lascists and the most reac~ionary capitalists." No, we h:lVe always
distinguished between them. The parties of the Second Inter-
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national do not openly defend the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, .
like the fascists,. but under a democ;:ratic cloak. By their policy of
support for the capitalist ofknsive, they clear .the path for·fascism,
and then the fascists do their work. In Germany, the socialdem~cratic leaders supported, as a " lesser evil," the- gover~menls of
Bruening and Papen, whose emergency decrees. so impoverished
the masses of the people that millions of them in despair blindly
swallowed the demagogic promises of Hitler. During the presidential elections" as we know, the Social-Democratic Party did 1l:0t
agitate 'for Hitler, but for Hindenburg. But Hindenburg handed
over the reins of power to Hitler. In the Hitlerite Reichstag, it "was
not the social-democrats who put forward the fascist program of
foreign policy. It was put forward by Hitler, and the social-demo',.
cratic fr~ction "only" voted for it.
Thus there is a distinction between the fascists and the social~
fascists. But it is a distinction bf such a,kind that when the socialdemocr~tic workers see it, they do the same as the members of the
I.L.P. did-they turn their backs on the Second International and
their f:J.cestowards the CoJrlmunist International'. But the N.A:C.,
noticing ihis, calls to the members of the I.L.P.: No, not only. the
Second Internatio~al is to blame, but the Communist International
as. well.
What does this mean if: it is not a concealed defence of the
treachery of the Second International which cannot any longer be
defended openly?
.
.
Secondly, at the very time 'when the N.A.C. is writing us a letter
on the necessity for "united action by the international working
class movement against fascism, war and iniperialism," what does
it mean that the chairman o~ the I.L.P. writes articles containing
the worst kind of slander against the U.S.S.R., Communist Party
of the Soviet Union and the Communist
International?
\
,

The Sovi~t Union IS the bulwark of the world proletariat and the
oppressed nations against imperialism and international fascism.
Therefore, the hostile. policy of imperialism is constantly directed
above all ~gainst it. All the world knows this. Everybody who
wants at the present time to fight honestly against war and· imperialism will fight nrst of all ~gainst the imperialist preparations
for an anti-Soviet war, particularly on the' part of British and
Japanese imperialism. But what does Mr. Brockway do in his
notorious articles on the seizure of power by the fascists in. Germany? (New Leader, June 16, July 7). They do not contain a word

-

\

23
,against British or Japanese imperialism, but, instead of this, a senseless libel that the Communist Party of the Soviet Union bribed the
other parties 'of the Communist International so that they came out
in the alleged interests of the U.S.S.R. for" acquiescence, in Japanese
imperialism" in the Far East and also" contributed to the victory
of. Hitler" II ' These slanderous statements are quite as bad as the
anti-Soviet attacks made by Citrine at the Trades Union Congress.
In using such dishonest means, Mr. Brockway merely displays his
own desperate alarm with the fact that, especially recently, the
British workers are learning more about the enormous political and
economic gains of the Soviet Union, and the more they learn, the
more they become filled with revolutionary enthusiasm and go over
to genuine socialism, an example of which is given by the victorious
Soviet proletariat.
,
Thirdly, at a time when the I.L.P. adopts decisi<;ms for a united
front and co-operation on a national scale with the Communist
Party of Great Britain" what does it mean when some district committees .of the Independent Labour ,Party either 'prohibit their
organizations from carrying out any urtited front actions with the
Communists (Lancashire), or refuse in 'general to' discuss these
questions with the representatives of the COmmunist Party (South
Wales}?" At the same time as the National Council is writing to
us: "We are prepared to continue this co-operation," a member of
the N:A.C., Mr. Sandham, writes in a circular on behalf of his.
<Jistrict committee against this co-operation. At the, same time as
the N.A.C. is informing us on the readiness of .the I.L.P. to assist
iIi, the 'work of the Communist International, the .represe!1tatives of
the ·N.A.G. at the Paris Conference are zealously assisting the fight
of the Independent Socialist Patties against the Communist International for a social-democratic policy which only by its "left"
phrases differs from the policy of the Second International. What
dol';s this mean?
.
, Allow us to state our opinion quite openly as to what it all means.
It se~ms fo r us 1:hat in your party there'are two disti'!ct tendencies,
two p~litica! lines. Many members of the party are for the new
Jine oudin.ed by ¢e perby' Conf~rence, but many leaders are for the
old .reformist line. Many. members ,of the party are fot an uncompromising fight against the bourgeoisie and the'Labour Party, but
many leaders are sabofaging the fight against both one,' and the
other. Many members of the party ate firm supporters' of the
U.S.S.R., but many leaders are against the U.S.S.R. Many members of the party- want to get nearer to the Communis,t International
LEN I N.
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and to co-operate with it, but many leaders want to get further
away from it.
,
In short, many members of your party are revolutionaries, but
many leaders are reformists. To be more exact, they are" left"
reformists.. The latter are not quite the same as right reformistS;
the leaders of the Labour Party or " National Labour." What do
the " left" reformists stand for? They are in favour of a'revolu- •
tionary policy in words, but in practice they are against it. They
can accept a much more radical programme than the right
reformists, but they do not cease their resistance to the revolutionising of die practice of the party. They talk loudly about the
united. front of the proletariat; but act along the lines of conciliation
with the labour leaders and continue their co-operation with the
saboteurs of the united front, such as Mr. Sandham, and in this way
also ~elping the National Labourists' and the National Government. Formally, they are for co-operation with the Communist
International, but actually. they are assis~ing its bitter enemies in
the setting up of a new international body for the purpose of holding back the masses from the,revolutionary class struggle by means
of deceptive phrases and "left" manre~vres which are essen~~~lly
directed against the Communist movement.
For a long time the I.L.P. carried on an openly reformist policy,
supported the MacDonald government, etc. Was this reformist
policy correct or not? The" left" reformists do not say. All they
say is that now they want to carryon a " new policy," a "revolutionary policy," as there is now an economic crisis. But day and
night, year in and year out, they are waiting for the end of the crisis _
so that it will be 'possible for them to restore their old policy. Thus,
for them a "revolutionary policy" is on1y temporary, dictated by
the bad state of trade, a crisis policy, with the- aim of putting the
masses to sleep.
.
" We also want Socialism," say the " left" reformists, "but by a
pacifist technique of reyolution." In other words, this means we do
not actually want revolution, which brings all ,kinds of dangers.
But if Socialism could be brought in without dangers and fights,
either by a democratic vote in Parliament for a uitable. bill, or by
means of the peaceful organizati<:lO of. legal Workers' Councils,
then we would have no objection to Socialism.
But the British bou;geoisie are emphatically against the fate of
capitalism being decided by peaceful means. It is stro~gly armed
and is in favour of using the most merciless violence against the
prolet~riat,. Its policy is a bloody one and its "democracy" .is
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shown up as a class aictatorship.
apparatus of class violence.

Its State is shown up as the

Bourgeois class violence.' ~annot be broken by "pacifist technique," but only by the class violence of the proletariat. The British
working Class will be strong enough to do this if its vanguard, its
.revolutionary movement and the unite,d front will be strengthened.
For this purpose it is necessary to take advantage of all actual possibilities and practical means, including the election campaigns and
the Par!iamentary tribune, to activise, to educate and organize the
working class and to win its decisive strata over to the side of the
revolution.

-

Such is the line of a genuine revolutionary policy.
The reformists complain that the present political situation is
. ," disastrous." Some of them resign (Mr. Paton, secretary of the
I.L.P.), .or seek a place in the camp of open reformism. Others
twist and manretivre desperately so as to hang on somehow until
the old times of stable capi;alism return. But their calculations are
mistaken. The capitalist system is bankrupt. .
We say that the political situation is favourable for revolutionary
work. A period of great class battles for power is approaching with
the inev~tabi1ity of historic law. This signifies the possibility of
great victories for the proletariat. But everything depends on how
the conscious revolutionaries carry on their work at the present time
to prepare the working class for these"struggles for power.
.
For this purpose it is necessary, above all, to have a clear political
line.
•
'.
.The path of the I.L.P. lies forward
wards means to bankrupt reformism.
munism, which is already leading the
of the globe from victory to victory
conquer in all countries.

and not backwards I BackForwards means to Comworking class on one-sixth
and which will grow and

We propose that the following questions be raised for discussion
in all the organizations of the Independent Labour Party :

(I) What concrete mass actions on the basis of the united front
of the c.P.G.B. and the I.L.p. can and must be carried out in the
near future, with the aim of 'fl successful struggle for a 10 per cent.
wage increase, against the Means Test, and other similar partial
demands advanced by the C.P.G.B. and the l.L.P.?
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(2) Is it desirable for the Independent Labour Party to join the
Communist International as a party sympathi~ing with Communism, with the right to a consultative vote, according to para-' .
graph 18 of the Statutes of the Comf!lunist International?
We are aware that the latter question has been advanced by sorp.e'
members of the Independent Labour Party. We consider it t~ely
for the Party to discuss this question fundamentally.,
With Communist greetings,

O.

KUUSINEN.

On behalf of the Secretariat of the
Executive Committee of the ~mmunist International.
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THESES FOR AN ANSWER TO THE GERMAN
" INDEPENDENTS" REGARDING THEIR
PROPOSALS FOR NEGOTIATIONS
By N. LENIN

Now that we have at last received from the Independents
'(German) -an official proposal for negotiations, we, as a Party,
should give them a very' frank reply, without the :" diplomacy"
which, to a certain extent, is obligatory for the Communist International.
•
And it is necessary to reply in such a way as to make the matter'
clear to the masses of workers who sympathize with the dictatorship
of the proletariat and the Soviet system-workers who not only in
Germany, but also in France; England, and a number of other
countries are being deceived (consciously and unconsciously, i.e.,
by reason of self~deception) by leaders who only in words subscribe
to these slogans which are so popular among the workers (dictatorship of the proletariat and Soviet government), while in practice
they carryon their work, propaganda, agitation, etc., in the old
~ -- manner, not in spirit of these slogans, but in a spirit contradictory
to these lilogans.
. The following is a rough draft of theses for such an answer (from
the Russian Communist Party to the Independent Social-Demo-eratic Party of Germany):
(The order of the points should also be rearranged.)
(I) The dictatorship of the proletariat means capability, readiness, and determination to win over all the toiling and exploited
masses (to the side of the revolutionary vanguard of the proleciu:iat)
by revolutionary measures, by the expropriation of the exploiters.
This is lacking in the daily agitation of the German Independents
(in the Freihei~, for example). The Longuetists likewise fail in this
respect.
(2) In particular, such agitation is especially necessary among the
rural proletarians and semi-proletarians,. and likewise among the
small peasants '(peasants who do not employ hired labour even
during such rush seasons as harvest-time, etc.; peasants who sell
little or no, grain).
We must explain to these strata of the population day in and day
out, in a very simple, popular, and most concrete manner that the
proletariat, after having captured state power, will bring about an
immediate improvement' of their position at the expense ,of the
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expropriated landlords, will free them from the oppres'sion «)f the
big landowners, will turn over to them, as a whole, the large estates,
will cancel their debts, etc., etc: The same holds good for the town
non-proletarian, or not quite proletarian, toiling masses.
No such agitation is being conducted either by the Gentian
Independents or by the Longuetists.
<.3) The Soviet system explodes the bourgeois lie which designates freedom to bribe the press, freedom for the rich, for the .capitalists,. to purchase newspapers, freedom for the capitalists to buy up
hundreds oj newspapers and thereby to falsify so-called "pu~lic
opinion," as " freedom of the press."
This truth is not appreciated by the German Independents (when- .
ever we mention them, we always have in mind also the Lenguetists, the British Independents, etc., etc.), is not applied by them.
They do not agitate day in and day out for the abolition in a revolutionary manner of the enslavement of the press by capital, an
enslavement whiCh by pseudo, i.e., bourgeois democracy, is falsely
designated as freedom of the press.
Since the Independents do not carryon such agitation they only
pay lip service (Lippenbekenntnis) to the Soviet system; in fact they
remain entirely crushed by the prejudi~es of bourgeois democracy.
They cannot explain the main thing', tliz.-the expropriation C?f
print shops, warehouses, stocks of paper-for they themselves do not
understand it.
(4) The same holds true as regards freedom of assembly (this is a
lie, as long as the rich own the best buildings or can purchase public
buildings), " arming of the people," libert}i of conscience (=liberty
for capital to purchase and bribe entire. church organizations in order
to stupefy the masses with religious opium), and all other bourgeoisdemocratic freedoms.
.
(5) The dictatorship of the proletariat means the' overthrow' of
_the bourgeoisie by one class, the proletariat, to be precise, by its
revolutionary vanguard. To demand that this vanguard should
first win over to its side the majority of the people by means of elections to the bourgeois parliaments, to the bourgeois constituent
assemblies, and so on, i.e., by means of elections while wage slavery
still exists, while the exploiters exist, under their yo~e, while priyate
ownership of the means of production still exists-to demand this,
or to expect it, means in reality the renunciation of the standpoint
of the dictatorship of the proletariat and actually the adoption of the
standpoint of bourgeois democracy.
0
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This is· exactly what the German Independents and French
Longuetists do. Repeating the phrases of the petty-bourgeois democrats about the majority of the "people " (deceived by the bourgeoisie and crushed by capital), these parties, objectively, still stand
on the side of the bourgeoisie against the proletariat.
.. . (6)· The dictatorship of the proletariat presupposes and signifies
a clear appreciation of the truth that the proletariat, by re~son of its
objective economic situation in any· capitalist society, correctly
expresses the interests of all 'the toiling and exploited masses, of all
the semi-proletarians (i.e., of those who obtain their livelihood partly
by the sale of their labour-power), of all the small peasants, and
·so on.
These strata of the population ~ollow the bourgeois and pettybourgeois parties (including the "socialist" parties of the Second
International) not from their own free will (as the petty-bourgeois
democrats believe), but beca~se they are deliberately deceived by
the bourgeoisie, because of their oppression by capital, because of the
.self-deception of the petty-bourgeois leaders,
The proletariat will win over, will be able to win over to its side
these strata of the population (semi-proletarians and small peasants)
only after its victory, only after the conquest of state power, i.e.,
after it has overthrown the bourgeoisie, and thereby freed all the
toilers from the bondage of capital, and shown them by deeds what
benefits (the benefits of freedom from the exploiters) the proletarian
state power bestows.
The German Independents and French Longuetists do not understand this idea, which is the basis and essence of the idea of the
dictatorship of the proletariat; they do not inculcate it into the minds
of the masses, do not propagate it day in and day out.
(7) The dictatorship of the proletariat implies the appredation of
the necessity of forcibly crushing the resistance of the exploiters; it
implies readiness, capability, and determination to do this. Since
the bourgeoisie, even the most republican and democratic (for
. example, in Germany, Switzerland, America), systematically resort
to pogroms, to lynching, to murder, to military force, to terror
against the Communists and, in fact, against all the revolutionary
steps of the proletariat-then, under such conditions, to renounce
violence and .terror means to conv<:rt oneself into a whimpering
petty bourgeOls, means to sow reaotlOnary petty-bourgeois illusions
about social peace, means-to speak concretely-to cower before
swashbuckling officers. .
For the most criminal and most reactionary imperialist war of
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1914-18 trained and thrust into the foreground of politi!:s in all
countries, even in the most democratic republics, many tens of
thousands of reactionary officers, who prepare and exercise terror in
the interests ot the bourgeQisie, in the interests of capital against
the proletariat.
'
Therefore, the attitude towards 'terror which the German Independents and French Longuetists actually adopt in their padi<=!mentary speeches, in their newspaper articles, in all their agitatien
and propaganda, is actually a complete repudiation of the essence
of the dictatorship of the proletariat. is, in fact, the apoption of the
position of petty-bourgeois democracy, is the corruption of the revo-·
tionary consciousness of the workers.
'
•
(8) The same holds good as regards civil war. After the imperialist war, in face of the terror that is employed against the proletariat by the reactionary generals and officers, in face of the fact
that by the present policy of all the bourgeois states new imperialist
wars are already being prepared-and not only are being consciously
prepared, but follow with objective inevitability from their whole
policy-under such conditions, in .such a situation, to bemoan the
civil war against the exploiters, to condemn it, to fear it means, in
reality, to become a reactionary.
.
It means to dread the victory of the workers which may cost some
ten thousand lives, and to ~ake certain a new imperialist slaughter.
which cost yesterday, and will cost to-morrow, mill-ions of lives.
It means, actually, encouraging the reactionary inclinations
towards violence, the designs and preparations of the bourgeois
generals~nd bourgeois o f f i c e r s . ,
'
The sweet, petty-bourgeois, sentimental position of the German
Independents and French Longuetists on the question of the civil
war is in fact of precisely such a reactionary nature. They close their .
eyes to the intrigues of the white-guards, to their training and
organization by the bourgeoige, and hypocritically, pharisaically (or
cowardly) turn aside from the work of creating a Red Guard, a •
Red Army of proletarians capable of crushing the resistance 'Of the,
exploiters.
.
(9) The dictatorship of the proletariat and Soviet government
imply the clear appreciation of the necessity of smashing, of breaking to bits the bourgeois (even though it be republican-democratic)
state apparatus, the courts, the civil and military bureaucrac.y, and
sO on.
The German Independents and the French Longuetists do not
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show any appreciation of this truth nor do they, day in and dayout,
carryon agitation in favour of it. Worse than that: they conduct
all the,ir agitation in the opposite spirit.
(10) Revolution (as opposed to reform) i~ in itself a crisis, ~nd a
. very severe crisis, both political and economic-:-quite independent
.
of the crisis caused by the war.
It is the task of the .revolutionary party of the proletariat to
explain to the workers and peasants that it is necessary to have the
courage to me.et this crisis boldly and to find in revolutionary
measures the source of power for the overcoming of this crisis.
Only by overcoming the most severe crises with revolutionary
enthusiasm, with revolutionary energy, with re,,:,olutionary readiness to go to the most extreme. sacrifices, can the proletariat. be victorious over the exploiters and permanendy liberate mankind from
war, from the bon?age o~ capital, from wage slavery.
There is no other way out, for a reformist attitude toward capitalism generated yesterday (and will inevitably generate to-morrow)
an imperialist slaughter of millions of people and crises without end.
. The Independents and Longuetists do not understand this basic
idea, without which the dictatorship of the proletariat is an empty
phrase; they do not bring it out in their propaganda and agitation,
and do not explain it to the masses.
(II) The Independents and Longuetists do not deepen and·
develop in the masses ·theconsciousness of the rottenness and perniciousness of that reformism whieh actually predominated in the
Second International (1889-1914) and caused its ruin; they dim this
consciousness, hush up the illness, do not lay it bare, do not reveal it.
{12) Although the Independents have left the Second Internationalandconderrtn it in words (e.g., in Crispien's pamphlet), in
reality they extend a hand to Friedrich Adler, member of the
Austrian party of Messieurs the Noskes and Scheidemanns.
The Independents suffer in their ranks writers .who CQ1ll.pletely
reject all the basic concepts of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
This disparity between word and dted characte.l'i-zes the whole
policy of the leaders of the party ot Independents in Germany, of
the Longuetists in France. It is precisely these l~apers who share
the prejudices of petty-bourgeois democracy and of the upper
stratum of the proletariat which is corrupted by reformism, in contrast to the revolutionary sympathies, gf !q~ wo~king masses, who
lean towards the Sovi~t SrSt~Ill'
.
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(13) The Independents and Longuetists do not understand and
do not explain to the masses that the imperialist super-profits of the
advanced countries enabled (and now enable) them to bribe the
upper stratum of the proletariat, to throw it crumbs from the .superprofits (obtained from colonie,s and from the financial exploitation
of weak countries), to cre~te a privileged,straturp of skilled workers,
etc.
Without an exposure of this evil, without a struggle not only
against the trade union bureaucracy but also against all manifestations of craft-union philistinism, of labour aristocracy, of privileges for the upper stratum of workers, without a merciless expulsion of the representatives of such tendencies from the revolutionary
party, without appealing to the lower strata, to broader an~ broader
masus~ to the real majority of the exploited-there ca"n be no talk
oia dictatorship of the proletariat.
(:£4) That the Indepen,dents and Longuetists do not desire, or
are not capable of breaking ~ith the upper stratum of the workers
which h'as been corrupted by imperialism, is shown also by the fact
that they are not carrying on any agitation for direct and unconditional support of all uprisings and revolutionary movements of _
the colonial peoples.
.
Under such conditions a condemnation of the colonial policy and
of imperialism becomes hypocrisy or the empty sighing of a stupid
petty bourgeois.
(15) The Independents and Longuetists do not conduct any
propaganqa in the army (any propaganda for joining the army in
order to prepare for its passing over to the side of the workers
against the ,bourgeoisie). They do not create any organizations for
this purpose.
.
They do not retaliate to the violence of the bourgeoisie, their
ceaseless violation of the " law" (both during the imperialist war
and after), by carrying on systematic propaganda for illegal
organizations and by creating such organizations.
Without linking up legal' work with illegal work, .legal organization with illegal; there can be no talk of a really revolutionary 'party
of the proletariat either in Germany, or ~n Switzerland, or in Italy,
or in France, or in Am!=rica.
(16) By and l~rge, all the propaganda, ,all the agi.tation, all the
work of organization of the Independents and Longuetists is pettybourgeois-democratic rather than revolutionary-proletarian;· it is
padfist,' not social-revolutionary.
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Hence, this " recognition " of the dictatorship of the proletariat
and Soviet government is merely lip service~
ConClusion: such being the state of affairs the Russian Communist Party considers the o~ly correct course to be, not to unite
witll the Independents and Longuetists in one International, but to
wait until the revolutionary masses of the French and German
workers correct the weakness, the .mistakes, the prejudices, the inconsistencies of parties like that of the Independents and of the
Longuetists:
The Russian Communist Party is of the opinion that there is no
place for sych parties in the Communist International.
The Russian· Communist Party does not, however, reject confermces 'with any parties desiring tq confer with it, to learn its
opinion.
Written at the i:>egirining of July, 1920.
Published in February, 1925, in the journal Novy Mir, No.2.
Collected Works, Russian ed., Vol. XXV"pp, 306-n.
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THE TASKS OF THE THIRD INTERNATIONAL
Ramsay MacD(Jnald on the Third International
By N. LENIN
The French soc~al-chauvinist· newspaper L'Humanite, in its
issue of April 14, 1919, No. 5,475, published a leading article by
Ramsay-MacDonald, the leader of the so-:ealled Independent Labour
Party-which, in fact, is an opportunist party that has always been
dependent on the bourgeoisie. This article is so typical of the position of -the trend that it is custo~ary to -call" the centre," and which
the First Congress of the Communist International in Moscpw so
designated, th::\t we quote it here -in full., together with
L'Humanite's editorial introductory lines._
THE- THIRD INTE~NATIONAL
Before the war our friend Ramsay MacDonald was the popl).lar
leader of the Labour Party in the House of Commons. As a
convinced socialist and a man of conviction he considered it his
duty to condemn this war as an imperialist war, unlike those who
greeted this war as a war for right. As a consequence, after
August 4, he resigned from the .position of leader of the Labour
Party, and, together with Keir Hardie, whom we all admired,
did not fear to declare war on war.
This called for not a little heroism repeated day in and day out.
By his own example MacDonald showed that courage, in the
words of Jaures,. " means not to submit to the law of triumphant
falsehood and not to serve as an echo of the applaudisements of
fools and the hisses of fanatics."
During the khaki election at the end of NQvember, MacDonald
was defeated by Lloyd George. We can remain calm. MacDonald will take his revenge, and in the very near future.
The rise of seraratist tendencies in the national and international policy 0 socialism was a misfortune for the whole of
the socialist movement.
There is no harm, of course, if there are various shades of
opinion and differences in methods in the socialist movement.
Our socialism is still in the experimental stage.
• At that timl;:; now l.eading Communist daily.-Ep.
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.Its fundamental principles have been established, but the
method of applying them in the best way, combinations that will
bring about the triumph of the revolution, the organization of
the socialist state, all these are subjects for discussion and concex:ning which the last word has not yet been said. Only the
profound study of all these questions can bring us to the higher
truth.
Extremes may come into 'conflict with each other, and such a
struggle may serve to strengthen socialist opinions; but the evil
commences when each regards his ~opponent as a traitor, as a
believer who has fallen from grace and in whose face the ,gates of
party paradise must beslal{1med.
'
When. socialists. a~e o~ercom: bi' the spiri.t of dogmatism l!k.e
that whIch atone time In Chnstendom Igmted the fires of. CIvil
war for the glory of God' and for the discomfiture of the devil,
the bourgeoisie can sleep in pe~ce, because the period of its rule
has not yet come to an end, nO"matter how great the local and
international suc,cesses of socialism may be.
, ,Unfortunately, at the present time oUJ ,movement is meeting
with a new obstacle in its path. In Moscow a new International
has been founded.
Personally, I am very t:nl,lch distressed by, this fact-the Socialist
International at the present time is sufficiently wide for all types
of socialist thought, a,nd in spite or all the thepretical and. practical differences crea~ed by bolshevism, I see no reason why the
Left Wing should break ~way from the Centre and form an
independent group.
First of all it is necessary to realize that we are still passing
through·.the period of birth of revolution. Forms of administration which have grown up out of the political and social desolation caused by the war have not yet stood the test and cannot be
regarded as being final.
•
A new broom at first sweeps remarkably cleaD; but no one can
say for certain beforehand how it will sweep in the end.
Russia is not Hqngary. Hungary is not France and France is
not England, and therefore, whoever causes schism~in the International, guided by the experience of a single nation, betrays
criminal narrowness of mind. '
.
What indeed is the experience of Russia worth? Who can
answer this question? The Allied governments are afraid to
, allow us to obtain full information. But there are two things
that we know.
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'- First of all we know that the revolution was not broughtaoout .
by the present Russian government according to a preconceived
plan. It developed in conhection with the course of events.
When starti.ng the fight against Kerensky, Lenin demanded the
convocation of the Constituent Assembly. Events caused him to
disperse this Assembly. When the socialist revolution flared up
in Russia no one suspected that the Soviets would take the place
in the government they have taken.
Then, Lenin quite justly urged the Hungarians not to ·copy
Russia slavishly, but to allow the Hungarian re,:,ohition to
develop freely in accordance with its own spirit.
.
The development and fluctuation of the experiments we are
now witnessing should not under any circumstances have brought
about a split in the International.
All the socialist governments need the aid and counsel of the
International. The International should watch their experiments
with an attentive and critical eye.
I have just heard from a friend who saw Lenin recently, that
no one subjects the Soviet goverument to freer criticism than does
'- "
Lenin himself.

..

.

. If the post-war disorders and revolutions do not justify 'a split,
does not the latter find justification ·in the position which certain
socialist factions took up during the war? I frankly confess that
here it would be possible to find a more rational cause.
But if indeed a pretext for a split in the International does exist,
at all events at the Moscow Conference' t~e question was,
.presented in the clumsiest manner.
, ,
•
I am one of those who believe that the debate at the B~rne Conference on the question as to the responsibility for th~ war was
merely a concession to the public opinion of non-socialist circles.
At~the Berne Conference, not only was th~re no opportunity to
pass a resolution on this question that would have had any historical value (although it might have had some political value),
but the very question was not presented in the proper manner.
The condemnation of the German majority (a condemnation
which the German majority has fully,deserved; and,with which I
associated myself with pleasure) 'could not serve as the explanation
of the causes of the war.
The debates at Berne were 'not accompanied by a frank discussion of the position taken up by other socialists towards t~e
war.
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They provided no formula of conduct' th~t would~ be obligatory
for socialists Iduring war. All that the International had said up
to that time was that when war bears the character of national
.defence the socialists should unite with other ·parties.
,. Under these circumstances, whom shall we conde~?
Some of us were aware that these decisions of the International
were of nosignificahce and were u.Adess for the cause as a practical guide.
,We know that this war had to end with the victory of imperialism, and being neither pacifists nor anti-pacifists in the
accepted sense of the word, we adhered to the policy which in our
opinion was the only one compatible with internationalism. But
the International never prescribed such a line of conduct for us.
That is why, when the war broke out, the International collapsed. It lost its authority and did not issue a single decision
that would give us the right to-day to. condemn those who' have
honesdycarried out the resolutions of international congresses.
In view of this, we mu~t at the present time advocate the following point of view: instead of breaking up over differences concerning events of the past, let us set up an .Internationalthat will
be really active, and that will assist the socialist movement in the
. period of revolution and cqnstruction into which we have entered
It is -necessary to restore our socialist principles. It is necessary
to lay a firm foundation for international socialist conduct.
If, however, it turns out that we differ materially on these principles, if we can come to no agreement on the question of freedom
and democracy, if our views regarding the conditions under
,which the proletariat can fake power utterly diverge, and if,
finally', it turns out that the war has poisoned certai~ sections of
the Internationa1 with the poison of imperialism-:-then a split is
possible.
"
But I do not think that such a misfortune can happen.
That is why I. was grieved by the Moscow Manifesto as at 'least
premature and certainly futile; and I hope that my French comrades, who have had to endure so much slander and attack during
the past unhappy four years, will not give way to an outburst of
impatience, and will not do anything to facilitate the break-up of
international solidarity.
.
If they do their children will have to restore this solidarity
anew if the proletariat is destined some day to govern the world.

J: RAMSAY MACDONALD.
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As the reader will see, the author of this article tries to show that a
split is unnecessary; but it is precisely the inevitability of a split that
logically follows from' the' manner in which Ramsay MacDonald,
this typical representative of the Secon'd International, and worthy
comrade-in-arms of Scheidemann, Kautsky, Vandervelde and
Branting, etc., etc:, argues.
_
Ramsay MacDonald's article is a very fine example o(the smooth,
fine-sounding, stereotyped, seemingly socialistic phrases which;-in
all advanced capitalist countries, have long served to conceal bourgeois politics in the labour movement. .

I
We will commence from what is least important, but particularly characteristic. The author, like Kautsky (in his pamphlet
The Dictatorship of the Proletariat) repeats the bourgeois lie that no
one in Russia foresaw the tble of the Soviets, and that I, and the
Bolsheviks, commenced our fight against Kerensky only in th6
name of the Constituent Assembly.
. This is a bourgeois lie. As a matter of fact, as far back as April 4,
'1917, *. on the very first day of my arrival in Petrograd, I advanced
" theses" containing'the demand for a Sot/iet -republic and not for a
bourgeois parliamentary republic. ' I repeated this many times under
Kerensky 'in the press and at meetings. The Bolshevik Party
solemnly and officially declared this in the decisions of its conference
o~ April 29, 1917. Not to know this means not wanting to know the
truth about the socialist revolution in Russia. -To refuse to understand
that a bourgeois parliamentary republic with a constituent assembly
is a step forward compared \yith such a repl,lblic ,without a constituent assembly, and that a SOt/iet republic repre.sents two steps
forward compare,d with tpis,' means to close one's eyes to the.difference between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat.
.
To call oneself a socialist and to fail to see this difference two
years after the question was raised
Russia, and one and a half.
years after the victory of the Soviet revolution in Russia, means to'
persist in remaining completely captive to "the public opinion of
non-socialist circles," i.e., to the ideas and politics of the bo~rgeoisie.
A split from such people is necessary. and inevitable, because it is
impossible to bring about the socialist revolution hand in hand with
. those who are pulling on the side of the bqurgeoisie.

in

• Published in "Revolutionary Lessoris," Little . Lenin Library.
(I
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,And if people like Ramsay MacDonald, or Kautsky, etc., did not
want to overcome even what for these " leaders" would have been
the verI small "difficulty" of studying the documents on the attitude '0 th~ Bolsheviks. towards a Soviet government, and on the
manner in which this question was p~esented before and after
October 25 (November 7), 19.I7; then would it not be ridiculous to
expect such people to be prepared and able to overcome ·the incomparably greater difficulties connected with a real struggle for the
socialist revolution?
There are none so deaf as those who will not hear.
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, We will now deal with the second untruth (of the innumerable
untruths with which· the whole of Ramsay MacDonald's article is
rife, because there are, perhaps, more untruths than words in that
article). This untruth, perhaps, is the most important one.
J. R. MacDonald asserts that before the war of 1914-18 all that
the International said was: "When war bears the character of
_ national defence socialists should unite with other parties."
-----This is a monstrous, glaring departure from'the truth.
Everyone knows that the Basle Manifesto ~f. 1912 was unanimously adopted by all socialists, and this is the only document, ot
all the documents of the International, which refers precisely to the
very war between the British and German groups of imperialist
pirates,":hich was obviou,sly being, prepared for in 1912, and which
broke out in 1914. It was precisely concerning this war that the
Basle Manifes,to s,a;id three things, ,and by ig~oring these now;'
MacDon,ald commits ~ great crimeagait:J.st socialism, and prov~s
thai a split from people like MacDonald is necessary because,' in
deeds, they serve the bourgeoisie and hot the pro.letariat.
. These three things are the following:
The war that is threatening cannot be justihed even by a shadow
of interest of national liberty;
,
It would be a crime for the workers to shoot at each other in this
war;
War will lead to proletarian r~volution.
These are the three fundamental, radical truths which
MacDonald "'forgets" (although he put his signature to them
before the war) and by doing so he, in fa,it, turns against the prole-,
tariat and deserts to the side of the bourgeoisie, and thus proves
that a split is necessary.
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The Communist International will not agree to unity with
parties which do not wish to admit this truth, and which are
incapable of proving by their deeds their determination, re.adiness
and ability to imbue the minds of the masses with these truths. '.
The Versailles peace has proved even to th~ stupid and the blind, .
even to the mass' of near-sighted people, that the Entente was and
remains just such a blood-thirsty, filthy and imperialist pirate as
Germany. Only hypocrites and liars who are deliberately pursuing'
a bourgeois policy in the labour movement, the direct agents and
serv;ants of the bourgeoisie· (the labour-lieutenants of the capitalist
class, as the American.socialists say), or else those who have utterly
subjected themselves to bourgeois ideas and bourgeois influence,
who are S9cialist only in words but in deeds are petty-bourgeois,
philistines, second voices of .the capitalists, could fail to see this.
The difference between the first and the second category is important from the point of view of personality, i.e., for the appraisal \
of John or Peter among the social-chauvinists of all countries. For
a iatesman, i.e., from the point of view of the relations between
millions of persons, between classes, the difference' is immaterial...
Those socialists who during the war· of 191.4-18 did nUt understand that the war . was' a criminal, reactionary, 'predatory,
imperialist war on both sides, are social-chauvinists, i.e., socialists
in words, but chauvinists in deeds; friends of the working class in
words, but in deeds lackeys of "their own" national bourgeoisie
who help to deceive the people by describing the war between the
British and the German groups of imperialist pirates who are
equally filthy, covetous, blood-thirsty,;criminal and reactionax:y as a
" national," " liberating," " defensive;" " just," etc., war.
Unity with social-chauvin.ists is treachery to the revolution,
treachery to the proletariat, treachery to socialism, desertion to the
side of the bourgeoisie, because it is "unity" with the national
bourgeoisie of "one's own" country against the unity of the international revolutionary proletariat. It is unity with the bourgeoisie
against the proletariat.
. ,
The war of 1914-18 definitely proved this. Let those who have
failed to understand this remain in the yellow Berne International
of social-traitors.

III
With the amusing naivete of a .. parlour" socialist, Ramsay
MacDonald throws words to the wind without understanding their
serious significance, without giving a thought to the fact that
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words commit one to deeds and declares: In Berne" a concession
was m:rde to the public opinion of non-socialist circles."
Precisely!' We regard the whole of the Berne International as
yellow, treacherous and perfidious because the whole of its policy is
a concession to the bourgeoisie.
Ramsay MacDonald knows perfectly well that we built the Third
International and unreservedly broke with the Second International
because we were convinced that it was hopeless and incorrigible in
its role of servant to imperialism, of channel of bourgeois influence,
of bourgeois lies and bourgeois corruption in the labour movement.
If in ,desiring to discuss the Third International Ramsay MacDonald
evades the essence of the question, beats about the bush, utters
empty phrases and does not say what should be said, it is his fault
and his crime. Because the proletariat needs the truth, and there
is nothing more harmful to its cause than plausible, respectable,
petty-bourgeois lies.
.
The question of imperialism and of its connection with opportunism in the labour movement, witl:Lthe betrayal of the caUSe of
_______.. . . .l about by the labour leaders, was raiseq'long ago, very long ago.
For a period of forty years, from 1852 to 1892, Marx and Engels
constantly pointed to the fact that the upper stratum of the working
class of England was becoming bourgeois as a consequence of the
peculiar economic conditions of England (colonies, the monopoly
of the world market, etc.). In the 'seventie.s of the last century
Marx earned for himself the honourable hatred of the despiCable
heroes of the then " Be!ne " International trend, of the opportunists
and reformists, because he branded many of the leaders of the
English trade unions as men who had sold themselves to the bourgeoisie, or were in. the pay of the latter for services they were
rendering to'its class within the labour movement.
During the Anglo-Boer War, the Anglo-Saxon press quite clearly
raised the question of imperialism as the lates! (and last) stage of
capitalism. Unless my memory betrays me, it was none other than
Ramsay MacDonald who then resigned from the Fabian Society,
that prototype of the .. Berne" International, that nursery and
model of opportunism which Engels with the power, clarity and
truth of a genius. describes in his correspondence with Sorge.
" Fabi~n imperialism"-such was the winged expression employ.ed
in English socialist literature at that time.
.
If Ramsay MacDonald has forgotten this, all the worse for him.
.. Fabian imperialism" and "soci~l imperialism" are one and
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•the same thing: socialism in words, imperialism in deeds, the
growth of opportunism into imperialism. Now, during the war of
1914-18 and after, this phenomenon has become a u'liversal fact.
The failure to understand it is evidence of the intense blindness
of the "Berne," yellow international, and of its greatest crime.
Opportunism or reformism inevitably had to grow into socialist
imperialism or social chauvinism which has world-historical significance, because imperialism singled out a handful of very rich,
advanced nations, which plundered the whole world and by that
enabled the bourgeoisie of these countries, out of the~r monopolist
super-profits (imperialism ~s monopolist capitalism), to bribe the
upper stratum of the working class of these countries.
Only utter ignoramuses, hypocrites, who deceive the workers by
repeating commonplaces about capitalism and in this way obscure
the bitter truth that a whole trend in socialism deserted to the side
of the imperialist bourgeoisie, can fail to see the economic
inevitability of this fact under imperialism.
And from this fact two indisputable conclusions emerge.
First conclusion: the "Berne"* International is in fact, by Jts,
real historical and political role, irrespective of the goodwill and
innocent desires of this or .that member cif it, an organization of
the agents of international imperialism operating within the labour
movement, pervading it with b;ourgeois influences, bourgeois ideas,
bourgeois lies and bourgeois corruption.
In those countries where democratic parliamentary culture is of
long standing, the bourgeoisie has excellently learned to operate not
only by means of violence, but also by means of deception, bribery,
flattery, right up to the most subtle forms of these methods. It is
not for nothing that "luncheons" given to English "labour
leaders" (i.e., the servants of the bourgeoisie in fooling the workers)
have acquired notoriety, and even Engels spoke about them. To
the same order of facts belong the "charming" receptions given
by M. Clemenceau to the social traitor, Mehrheim, the friendly
reception given by the ministers of the Entente to the leaders of the
" Berne" International, and so on and so forth. " You will train
them and we will buy them," said a very clever capitalist lady to
Mr. Social-Imperialist Hyndman, who related in his memoirs how
this lady, who was more shrewd than all the leaders of the
". Bern~" International put together, appraised the "labours" of
• The Second Iilternationa1.-Le~in calls it the" Berne" International
because it was in Berne, Switzerland, that the first congress of this
. international to be held on the world war was convened.-En.
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the socialist intellectuals in training workers to become socialist
leaders.
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. During the war, when the. Vanderveldes, Brantings and the
whole garig of traitors organized " international" conferences, the
French bourgeois newspapers were bitingly and rightly scornful:
" These Vanderveldes seem to be suffering from a sort of tic.'" Just
as those who suffer from tic cannot utter two phrases without
strangely twitching the muscles of the face, so the Vanderveldes
cannot make a political speech without repeating in a parrot-like
way the words: internationalism, .socialism, international solidarity
of the workers, proletarian revolution, etc. Let them repeat any
sacramental formula they like as long as they help to lead the
workers by the nose and serve us, the capitalists, in pursuing the
i!llperialist war and in .enslaving the workers."
Sometimes the British and French bourgeoisie are very clever and
excellently appreciate the servile role played by the" Berne" Inter.:
national.
Martov wrote somewhere: "You Bolsheviks hurl abuse at: the
. J~~rne International, but·' your' own friend Loriot is a member
~- of it."
.
That is the argument of a rogue. Because everybody knows
that Loriot is openly, honestly and heroically fighting for the Third
International. When in 1902, Zubatov organized workers' meetings in Moscow for the purpose of fooling the workers with " police
socialism," the worker Babushkin, '*' whom I have known sinc.e
1894; when he attended the workers' circle I conducted in St.
Petersburg, .and who was one of the most loyal an1 devoted worker
Iskra-ists, a leader' of the revolutionary proletariat who was shot
in 1906 by Rennenkampf in Siberia, went to the Zubatov meetings
in order to fight against Ztibatovism and to snatch the workers out
of its clutches, Babushkin was no more a " Zubatovist " than Loriot
is a " Berne-ite."
.
IV
~

Second conclusion: The Third, Communist, International was
formed precisely for the purpose of preventing "socialists" from~
getting away with the verbal recognitibp of revolution, an example
of which is provided by Ramsay MacDonald in his article. The
verbal recognition of revolution, which in fac.!? concealed a
thoroughly opportunist, reformist, nationalist and- petty-bourgeois
• See ., Ivan Babushkin," Friend of Lenin. Modern Books, Ltd.
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'policy, was the fundamental sin of the' Second International, and
against this evil we are waging a war of life and death.
When it is said: The Second Internation;U died after suffering
shameful bankruptcy-one must be able to understand' what this
means. It means that opportunism, reformism, petty-bourgeois
socialism, became bankrupt and died. For the Second International
has rendered historical service, it has won achievements (for ever),
which the class-conscious worker will never renounce, namely: the
creation of mass labour organizations-co-operative societies, trade
unions and political organizations, the utilization of bourgeois
parliamentarism ,as well as all the institutions of bourgeois
democracy generally, etc.
'
.
In oider to utterly defeat opportunism which caused the shameful death of the Second' International, in order to render effective
aid to the revolution, the approach of which even Ramsay
MacDonald is obliged to admit, it is necessary:

"

First, to carryon all propaganda and agitation from the point of
view of revolution as opposed to reforms, systematically to explain
this difference to the masses theoretically and practically at ttvery
step of parliamentary, trade union, co-operative, etc., work. Under ..,.
no circumstances'to refrain (except in .special cases as an exception)
from utilizing parliamentarism and all the" liberties" of bourgeois
democracy; not, to reject reforms, but regard them only as a byproduct of the revolutionary class struggle of the proletariat. Not
a single party affiliated to the " Berne" International meets these
requ.irements. Not a single one of them betrays even an inkling of
how all propaganda and agitation should ·be conducted while
exp~aining the differ~nce between reform and revolution, how.both
the, party and the masses must be undeviatingly trained for
revqlution.
.
, Secondly, legal work must be combiried with illegal work. The
Bolsheviks always taught this, and did so with particular insistence
during the war of 1914-18. The heroes of despicable opportunism
ridiculed this and smugly extolled the "law," "democracy,"
'.' liberty;' of the western European countries, republics,etc: Now,
however, only out-and-out swindlers who deceive the workers with
phrases can deny that the Bolsheviks have been proved to be right. •
There is not a single country in the world, even the most advanced
and" freest" of the bourgeois republics, in which bourgeois terror
does.not reign, where freedom to carryon agitation for the socialist
revolution, to carryon propaganda and .organizational work precisely in this direction, are 'not prohibited. The party which,under
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the rule of the bourgeoisie, has not admitted to this day this, and
which does not ClIry on systematic, all-sided, illegal work in spite
of the laws of the bourgeoisie and of the bourgeois parliaments, is
a party of traitors and scoundrels, whic;h deceives the people by the
verbal recognition of revolution. The place for such parties is in
the yellow" Berne" International. They will find no place in th~
Communist International.'
Thirdly, unswerving and ruthless war must be waged for the
purpose~of completely expelling from the labour movement those
opportunist leaders who earned their reputations both before the
war and particularly during the war, in the sphere of politics as
well as, and particularly, in the trade unions and the co-operative
societies. The theory of "neutrality"* is a false and despicable
evasion which helped the bourgeoisie to capture the masses in
1914-18.
The parties which stand for revolution in words, but
which in deeds fail to carryon undeviating work to spread the
influence of precisely the revolutionary, and only of the revolutionary party in every sort of mass labour organization, are parties
of traitors.
. .
,- Fourthly, there can be no toleration for the condemnation of
imperialism in words while in deeds no revolutionary struggle is
waged for the liberation of the colonies (and dependent nations)
from one's own imperialist bourgeoisie. This is hypocrisy. This
is the policy of the agents of th<e bourgeoisie in the labour movement (the labour lieutenants of the capitalist class). Those English,
French, Dutch, Belgian, etc., parties which are hostile to imperialism in words, and in deeds fail to ,wage a revolutionary
struggle within " th~ir own" colonies for the overthrow of " their
own" bourgeoisie, who do not systematically assist the revolutionary work which has already commenced everywhere in the
colonies, who do not send arms and literature to the revolutionary
parties in the colonies, are parties of scoundrels and traitors.
Fifthly, the following phenomenon, which is typical of the
parties of the "Berne" International, is the height of hypocrisy,
viz., the verbal recognition of revolution and the flaunting of highflown phrases before the workers about recognizing revolution, but
in deeds, the adoption of a purely reformist attitude towards those
beginnings, shoots, manifestations of the growth of revolution such
as mass actions that break bourgeois laws, which extend beyond the
bounds' of all legality, as for example, mass strikes, street demon• i.e., the theory that the trade unions and co-operative societies must
be neutral in politics.-Eo.'

46
LEN 1 N O N
THE· I. L. P.
strations, protests by soldiers, meetings among the troops, the
distribution of leaflets in barracks, camps, etc.
H any hero of the "Berne" International were asked whether
his party is carrying on such systematic work he, to conceal the
absence of such work, would answer, either in evasive _phrases
about: the lack of organizations and an apparatus for carrying on
such work, the incapability of the party to carryon such work; or
by declamations against (( putsch-ism," " anarchism," etc. And it
is precisely this that comprises the treachery of the " Berne" International to the working class, its actual desertion to the camp of
the bourgeoisie.
All the sco·undrelly leaders of the "Berne" International fervendy vow their" sympathy" for revolution in general, and for
the Russian revolution in particular. But only hypocrites and
simpletons can fail to understand that the particularly rapid suc:'
cesses of the revolution in Russia are due to the many years of
work conducted by the revolutionary party in the direction indicated, when for years a systematic illegal apparatus was built up
for the purpose of leading demonstrations and strikes, for work
among the troops, when methods were studied in detail, illegalliterature was issued which summed up experience and trained the
whole party to the idea of the necessity. of revolution, when mass
leaders were trained for such events, etc., etc.

v
The most profound and radical differences, which sum up all
that which has been said above, and explain the inevitability of an
irreconcilable theoretical and practical-political struggle of the revolutionary proletariat against the "Berne" International, are the
-questions of the transformation of the imperialist war· into civil
war, and the question of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
The fact that the "Berne" International is captive to Oourgeois
ideology is. most of all revealed by the fact that having failed to
understand (or: not desiring to understand, or: pretending not to
understand) the imperialist character of the war of 1914-18, it failed
to understand the inevitability of its transformation into a civil war
between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie in all, the advanced
<countries.
.
When the BOlsheviks, as far back .as November 1914, pointed to
this inevitability, the philistines of all countries retorted with stupid
sneers, and among these philistines were all th~ leaders of the
.. Berne ,. International. Now, the transformation of itp.perialist
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war into civil war has become a fact in a number of countries, not
only in Russia, but also in Finland, in Hungary, in Germany,
and even in neutral Switzerland, and the growth of civil war is
observed, is felt, is palpable in all advanced countries without
exception.

To ignore this question now (as Ramsay MacDonald does) or to
try to evade the question of the inevitability of civil war by sentimental conciliatory phrases (as Messrs. Kautsky and Co. do) is
tantamount to direct treachery to the proletariat, tantamount to
actual desertion to the side of the bourgeoisie. For the real political
leaders of the bourgeoisie have long understood the inevitability of
civil war and are excellently, thoughtfully and systematcially
making pr~parations for it and strengthening their positions for it.
The bourgeoisie of the whole world, with all its might, with
enormous energy, brain and aetermination, sticking at no crime,
condemning whole countries to famine and complete extinction, is
preparing to suppress the proletariat in the impending civil war.
And the heroes of the " Berne" International, like simpletons, or
hrP9-c~itical persons, or pedantic professors, are still chanting their
L-.----'61d, worn-out, threadbare, reformist song! A more repulsive and
disgusting spect;lcle cannot be imagined I
<

The Kautskys and MacDonalds continue to frighten the capitalists with the menace of revolution, to scare the bourgeoisie with
the menace of civil war in order to obtain concessions &om them,
their consent to pursue the reformist path. This is what all the
writings, the whole philosophy, the whole. policy of the whole of
the " Berne" International amounts to.
We saw this miserable lackeys' trick played in Russia in 1905 by
the Liberals (Cadets), in 1917-19 by the Mensheviks and" SocialistRevolutionaries.". The lackeys' souls of the " Berne" Interna·tional
never think of imbuing the masses with the consciousness of the
inevitability and necessity of defeating the bourgeoisie in civil ~aI:,
of pursuing the whole policy from the angle of this aim, of explaining, presel1ting and solving all problems from this, and only &om
this point of view. That is why our only aim should be once and
for all to push the incorrigible reformists, i.e., nine-tenths of the
leaders of the "Berne" International, into the cesspool of the
1ac~~ys. of the bourgeoisie.
. Th~, bourgeoisie' needs lackeys whom a section of the working
class could trust, and who would paint in fine colours, embellish,
the bourgeoisie with talk about the possibility of the reformist path,
who would throw dust in the eyes of the people by this talk, who

48

L EN I N O N

THE

I. L. Ii.

wo~ld divert the people from revolution by depicting in glowing
colours the charm'S and the possibilities of the .reformist path.
All the writings of the Kautskys, like those of our Menshevik~
and Socialist-Revolutionaries, reduce themselves to such painting
and to the whining of cowardly philistines who fear revolution.

Weare unable here to reiterate in detail the main economic
,causes which made precisely the revolutionary path, and only ~e
revolutionary path, inevitable,. which made any other solution of
the problems which history has placed on the order of the day,
except that of civil war, impossible. About this, volumes must be
and will be written. If Messieurs ;the Kautskys and other leaders of
the " Berne" International have not understood this, then the only
thing that remains to be said· is: ignorance is less remote from
truth than prejudice.
.

For ignorant but sincere men of toil, and supporters of the'
toilers, now, after the war, far more easily understand the inevita. bility of revolution, of civil war and of the dictatorship of the proletariat than Messieurs the Kautskys, MacDonalds, Vanderveldes,
Brantings, Turatti, and tutti quanti, who are filled with the m~
learned reformist prejudices.
------------As one of the. things that most strikingly confirm the mass
. phenomenon observed everywhere, of the growth of revolutionary
~onsciousness among the masses, we may take the novels of Henri
Barbusse: Le feu (Fire)* and Clarte (Clarity). The first h<ts already
been translated into all languages, and in France 230,000 copies
were sold. The transformation of an absolutely ignorant philistine
and rank-and-filer, entirely crushed by ideas and prejudices, into a
revolutionary, precisely by the influence of the war, is depicted
with extraordinary power, talent and truthfulness.
The -mass of proletarians and semi-proletarians are on our side
and are coming' over to us, not only daily,. but hourly. The
.. Berne" International is a general staff without an army, which
will collapse like a house of cards if it is utterly exposed in the
eyes of the masses. .
The name of Karl Liebknecht was used in the whole of the
Entente bourgeois press during the war in order to deceive. the
masses: in order to depict the pirates and plunderers of French and
British imperialism as sympathizing with this hero, with this" the
only honest German," as they said.
"" The English translations are known as " Under Fire" and" Light."
-ED.
.
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Now, the heroes of the "Berne" International belong to the
same organization as the Scheidemanns who organized the murder
of Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg; as the Scheidemanns
who fulfilled the role of executioners of the working class, who
rendered executioner's service to the bourgeoisie. In words-hypocritical attempts to "condemn" the Scheidemanns (as if "condemning" makes any diffetence!), in deeds-belonging to the same
organization that murderers belong to.
In 1907, the late Harry Quelch was deported from Stuttgart by
the German government because he described a gathering of
European diplomats as a "thieves' kitchen." The leaders of the
" Berne" International not only represent a gathering of thieves,
they represent a gathering of despicable murderers.
They will not escape the justice of the revolutionary workers.
LEN I N O N

VI
Ramsay MacDonald, in a couple of words, settles the question of
the dictatorship of the proletariat as if it were a subject for dis~sion on freedom and democracy.
No. It is time to act. Discussions are belated.
The most dangerous thing that comes from the" Berne" International is the verbal recognition of the dictatorship of the proletariat. These people are capable of recognizing everything, of
signing everything only to keep at the head of the labour movement. Kautsky now says that he is not opposed to the dictatorship
of the proletariat' The French social-chauvinists and" Centrists"
put their names to resolutions in favour of the dictatorship of the
proletariat I
But not a hair's' breadth of confidence do they deserve.
It is not verbal recognition that is needed, but a complete rupture
in deeds with the policy of reformism, with prejudices about bourgeois freedom and bourgeois democrac~, the genuine pursuit of the
policy of revolutionary class struggle.
Attempts are made to recognize the dictatorship of the proletariat in words in order secretly to drag in alongside of it the " will
of the majority," "universal suffrage" (this is exactly what
Kautsky does), bourgeois parliamentarism, rejection of the comflete
destruction, blowing up, complete breaking up of the whole 0 the
bourgeois state apparatus.' These new evasions, new loopholes of
reformism must be feared more than anything else.
The dictatorship of the proletariat would have been impossible
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had not the majority of the population consisted of proletarians and
semi-proletarians. Kautsky and Co. tried to falsify this ,truth by
arguing that "the vote of the majority" is required in order that
the dictatorship of the proletariat may be recognized as " correct."
Comical pedants. They have failed to understand that voting in
the limits, in the institutions, in the customs of bourgeois parliamentarism is 'part of the bourgeois state apparatus which must be
broken and smashed from top to bottom in order to realize the
dictatorship of the proletariat, in order to pass from bourgeois
democracy to proletarian democracy.
They fail to understand that, generally speaking, it is not voting,
but civil war that decides all serious questions of politics when
history has placed the dictatorship of the proletariat on the order of
the day.
They fail to understand that the dictatorship of the proletariat is
the rule of a single class which takes into its hands the whole
apparatus of ·the new state, -which vanquishes the bourgeoisie and
neutralizes the whole of the petty bourgeoisie, the peasantry, the
lower middle class and the intelligentsia.
The Kautskys and MacDonalds recognize the class struggle in
words in order, in deeds, to forget about it in the most decisive
moment in the history of the struggle for the emancipation of the
proletariat: at the mOl?ent when, having seized state power, and
supported by the semi-proletariat, the proletariat, with the aid of
this power, continues the class struggle until classes are abolished.
Like real philistines, the leaders of the "Berne" International
repeat bourgeois-democratic catchwords about liberty and equality
and democracy, while failing -to see that they are repeating the
fragments of ideas of the free and equal commodity owner, failing
to understand that the proletariat needs a state not for " freedom,"
but .tor the purpose of suppressing its enemy, the exploiter, the
capitalist.
_
The liberty and equality of the commodity owner are as dead as
capitalism. And the Kautskys and MacDonalds will never revive it.
The proletariat needs the abolition of classes-such is the real
content of proletar~an democracy, of proletarian freedom (freedom
from .the capitalist, from commodity exchange), proletarian equality
(not equality of classes-that is the banality that the Kautskys, the.
Vanderveldes and the MacDonalds slip into-but the equality of
toilers who overthrow capital and.capitalism).
As long as classes exist the liberty and. equality of classes is a
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bourgeois deception. The proletariat takes power, becomes the
ruling class, breaks up bourgeois parliamentarism and bourgeois
democracy, suppresses the bourgeoisie, suppresses all the attempts
of all other classes to return to capitalism, gives real liberty and
equality to the toilers (which is made possible only by the abolition
of the private ownership of the means of production), gives them
not only the ".right to " but the real use of that which has been
taken from the bourgeoisie.
He who has failed to understand that this is th<;: content of the
dictatorship of the proletariat (or what is the same thing, Soviet
government, or proletarian democracy) takes the name of the
dictatorship of the proletariat in vain.
I cannot here develop this idea in greater detail; I have done so
in my State and Revolution and in my pamphlet The Proletariatt
Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky. I can conclude by dedicating these remarks to the delegates to the Lucerne Congress of
the Berne International, August 10, 1919.
\
1
July 14, 19 9.
Collected Works, Russian ed:, Vol. XXIV, pp. 382-99,
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RAMSAY MACDONALD
By N. LENIN
As an example of the degree to which opportunism still prevails
among the parties which wish to affiliate to the Third International,
and to what degree the work of some parties is still removed from
the work of training the revolutionary_class for utilizing the revolutionary crisis, I will quote the leader of the British Independent
La!Jour Party, Ramsay MacDonald. In his book, Parliament and
Revolution, which deals with the very fundamental questions that
are now engaging our attention,. MacDonald depicts the state of
affairs approximately in the spirit of bourgeois pacifists. He admits
that there is a revolutionary crisis and that revolutionary temper is
rising, that the masses are sympathetic towards the Soviet government and the dictatorship of the proletariat (note that we are speaking of England), that the dictatorship of the proletariat is better
than the present dictatorship of the British bourgeoisie.
.
. But MacDonald remains a thorough bourgeois pacifist and opportunist, a petty bourgeois who dreams of a non-class government.
··MacDonald r,ecognizes the class struggle merely as a {"descriptive
fact," like all the liars, sophists and pedants of the bourgeoisie.
MacDonald ignores the experience of Kerensky, ,the Mensheviks
and the Socialist-Revolutionaries in Russia and the analogous
experience of Hungary, Germany, etc., in regard to creating a
" democratic" and alleged non-class government. MacDonald
lulls his party and all the workers who have the misfortune to
regard this bourgeois as a socialist, and this philistine as a leader,
with the words: "We know that this (i,.e., the revolutionary crisis,
the revolutionary ferment) will pass away, will die down." The
war, he says, inevitably caused the crisis, but after the war it will
' .
" die down," although not all at once.
And this is written by a man who' is the leader of a party that
desires to affiliate to the Third International. This represents a
rardy frank and therefore the more valuable exposure of what is
observed no less frequently among the leaders of the French
Socialist Party and German. Independent Social-Democratic Party,
namely, not only lack of ability, but also a lack of desire to take
advantage in a revolutionary sense of the revolutionary crisis, or in
other words, an inability and lack of desire to really prepare the
party and .the class in a revolutionary manner for the dictatorship
of ·the proletariat.
This is the main evil in very many parties which are now leaving
the Second International.
Collected Works, Russian edition, Vol. XXV, p. 341.
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THE SPIRIT OF THE THIRD INTERNATIONAL
By N. LENIN
THE Communists in Britain must contiimously, assiduously and determinedly utilise both the parliamentary elections and every opening
offered by the Irish, colonial and world-imperiali-st policy of the
British Government, and all other aspects, domains and spheres of
public life, working everywhere in the new Communist spirit, the
spirit not of the Second, but of the Third International. Neither
time nor space permits me to describe here the manner of the Russian
Bolshevik participation in the parliamentary elections and struggle;
but I can assure the Communists abroad that it was not at all like the
usual West European parliamentary campaign. From this the conclusion is often drawn " Oh, well, our parliamentarism is different
from yours in Russia." This is the wrong conclusion. Communists,
adherents to the Third International, exist in all countries precisely
for the purpose of adapting, along the whole line, in every domain
of life, the old Socialist, Trade Unionist, Syndicalist and parliamentarian activities to the new Communist idea. We, too, had plenty of
opportunism, pure bourgeois traffickings, rascally capitalist· dealings
in our erections. The Communists of Western Europe and America
must learn to create a new parliamentarism, entirely distinct from the
usual opportunist, office-seeking form. This new parliamentarism
must be used by the Communist Party to set forth its programme; it
must be used by the real proletarian, who, in co-operation with the
unorganised and very much ignored poor, should go from house to
house of the workers, from hut to hut of the agricultural proletariat
and isolated peasantry, ~arrying arid distributing leaflets. (Fortunately, in Europe there are fewer isolated peasants than in Russia, and
fewer still in England.) The Communist should penetrate into the
humblest taverns, should find his way into the unions, societies, and
chance gatherings of the common people and talk with them, not
learnedly, nor too much after the parliamentary fashion. He should
not for a moment think of a " place" in parliament; his only object
should be everywhere to awaken the minds of the people, to attract
the masses, to trip the bourgeoisie up on their own words, utilising
the apparatus created by them, 'the election contests arranged by
them, the appeals to the whole people issued by them, to preach
Bolshevism to the masses. Under the rule of the bourgeoisie this is
possible only during an election campaign-not counting, of course,
the occasion of great strikes, when a similar apparatus of general
agitation may be utilised, as we utilised it, still more intensely. It is
exceedingly difficult to do this in Western Europe and America, but
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it can and must be done, for without labour the problems of Communism can in no way be solved. It is necessary to work for the
solution of all practical problems which are becoming more and more
varied, more and more involved with all branches of public life, as
the Communists tend to conquer one field after another from the
bourgeoisie.
Likewise in Britain it is necessary to put the work of propaganda,
of agitation and organisation in the army, and among the nationalities oppressed and deprived of equal rights in " their" Empire (e.g.,
Ireland, Egypt, etc.), on a new basis. This work·must be carried on
not on Socialist but on Communist lines, not in the reformist but in
the revolutionary manner. For all these spheres of publiC life are
especially filled with inflammable material and create many causes
for conflicts, crises, enhancements of the class struggle. This is
especially true in the epoch of imperialism generally, and particularly
now when war has exhausted the peoples and has opened their eyes
to the truth-namely, that tens of millions have been killed and
maimed solely to decide whether English or Germa~ plunderers
should rob more countries. We do not know, and we cannot know,
which of the inflammable sparks which now fly in all countries,
fanned by the economic and political world crisis, will be the one to
start the conflagration (in the sense of a particular awakening of the
masses); we are, therefore, bound to utilise our new Communist
priilciples in: the cultivation of all and every field of endeavour, no
matter how old, rotten and seemingly hopeless. Otherwise we shall
not be equal to the occasion, shall not be comprehensive, shall not be
prepared to master all the types of weapons in the struggle, shall not
be ready for victory over the bourgeoisie-which is responsible for
the creation of all the aspects of public life, but which has now dis-·
rupted" them, and disrupted them in a purely bourgeois manner.
Not without careful preparation shall we be ready for the impending
Communist reorganisation of ,society after our vic~ory.
After the proletarian revolution in Russia and the victories (so
u!1expected for the bourgeoisie and all philistines) on an international scale of this revolution, the whole world has become different. The bourgeoisie, too, has changed. The bourgeoisie is scared
and enraged by " Bolshevism," and has been driven almost to the
point of madness. On the one hand it hastens -the development of
events, and on the o_ther it concentrates its attention on the forcible
suppression of Bolshevism, thus weakening its position in a great
many other fields.. The Communists of all advanced countries must·
reckon with both these circumstances in their tactics.-u LeftWing" Communism, English ed., pp. 76-78.
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THE parting of the ways of " leaders" and " masses" showed itself
with peculiar clarity and sharpness in all countries at the end of and
after the imperialist war. The principal cause of this phenom~non
was many times explained by Marx and Engels in 1852-92 by the
example of E!1gland. The dominant position of England created in
the" masses" a labour aristocracy, petty bourgeois and opportunist.
The leaders of this labour aristocracy constantly deserted to the
bourgeoisie, and were directly or indirectly in its pay. Marx, to his
honour, roused the hatred of these wretches by openly branding
them as traitors. The newest (20th century) imperialism has
created a monopolist, privileged position fora few advanced countries, and this brought to the surface everywhere in the Second International a certain type of leader-traitors, opportunists, social-chauvinists, who look after the interests of their particular group in the
labour aristocracy. This caused the opportunist parties to break
away from the "masses," that is, from the greatest mass of the
toilers, from the majority of the working~class, from the lowest paid
workers: The victory of the working-class is impossible unless this·
evil is fought, unless the opportunist, social-traitor leaders are exposed, disgraced and expelled. The Third International pursues
this policy.-u Left-Wing" Communism, English ed., pp. 27-28.
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