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Introduction

HE crushing of the Kronstadt “rebellion” in

the early part of 1921 is, as Ciliga remarks, of

declsive importance. It marks the triumph of
the counter revolution in Ruasia. The aspirations of
the revolutionary workers and peasants found ex-
presgion Iin the demands of the Kronatadt sallors
which are quoted in the following pages; and thp .
annihilation of the men of Kronstadt marked the
final stabilization of the power of the REolshevik
government, the final hardening of that regima n»f
totalitarian absolutism which Lenin set up, and
which has been carried on by Stalin.

By 1921 the eivil war and the wars of intervention
were over, and the Hussian workers and peasants
were expecting to be released (rom the rigoure to
which the: had submitted for the sake of internal
unity in the face of the enemy without. Meanwhils,
a8 a result of "War Communism,” l.e. State control
of Industry and land, Russian economy -was Ccom-
pletely disorganised. When therefore Lenin showed
no Inclination at all towards restoring workers
liberties and control over industry unrent became
very widespread.

" On the political field, this unrest and disaatisfac-
tlon showed itself in the programme of the Workera'
Opposition. In Petrograd, the workers' protest meet-
ings were dispersed by the Government so that they
werea forced to resort to sfrike action In order to
get their demands heard. Like Kronstadt like the
Makhnoviat movement in the Ukralne, the actlons of
these workers have been wmisrepresented and sub-
Jected to the grossest of calumnies' by Leninists of
all shades. The strikers’ demands are, however, well
expressed in the following proclamation which ap-
peared on the walls of buildin;: in Patrngra.d ot
February Zith:—

a , .

s compléte Fﬁnr:' Eu‘ug:nrr in t::lpﬂleh hnt::

freodom. 'I'hnr dJon't want to Hwe by the decrem 'of . L
Bolsheviki: they want o control their ewn destinies,

Comrades, pressrve revelublonary unhr! Determinadly
and In an organised manner desvands

Liveration of all srrested socialisis snd  mon-partisew
working-noss: - Thao h
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Abolition of martial law; freedom of speech, press and
Assembly for all those who [ARbour;

Free electton of shop and factory commlittees (ZabvRomd),
of labouwr uonlons and soviet representatives,

Cell meeilags, pass resslutions send your delegntes to the
anthorities and work for the realization of yoar demands!

{Quoted by Alexander Berkman: * The Hroostadt
Rebellion,” 1522)

Arrestsa and suppression were Lenin'as only anawers
to these demands. The Government Committes of
Defence of Petrograd lssued an order: “In case
crowds congregate in the streets, the troops are
ordered to fire; those that resist are to be shot on
the apot.” .

The Kronstadt sailors were disturbed by the events
in Petrograd. Sympathy with the atrikers was firat
expressed by the crews of the warships Petro-
paviovsk and Bevesforol, which in 18617 had been in
the forefront of the revolutionary struggle., The
movement spread throughout the fleet and then to
the Red Army in Kronstadt. The Kronstadt satlors
and workers had sent delegates to Petrograd to
report on the events there, and it was on hearing the
very unfavourable report of this delegation that they
presented the Petropavlovsk resolution to a mass
meeting of 186,000 sallors, Red Army men and
workers. The resolution was accepted unanimously
except for three votes.*

Lenin's reply to the Kronstadt resolution was to
send Trotaky who gave the famous order to the Red
Army to *shoot them.like partridges.” It was only
- then that the men of Kronstadt prepared to resist by

force of arms; only then that the peaceful reaolution
became & “rebellion against the Soviet Power."
Throughout, however, they abstained from taking
the offensive, as they could easily have done.

But in addition to the brutal suppression by the
Red. Army, and subsequently by the Cheka, during
which 18,000 workers were killed, L.enin also insti-
tuted a campaign of calumny against the Kronstadt
workers. The delegates to the Tenth Party Congreas
which was going on at the same time were assured
that “the White generals played a big role,” that "it
was ‘the work of the Soclal Revolutionarists and the

* Those of Kuamin, the Commissar of the Baltio
Fleet; Vassiliev, the chairman of the EKronstadt
Zoviet, and Kalinin, now President of the USSR.
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YWhite Guardista from abroad,” The Kronstadt
workers had asked that delegates of the workers and
soldiere be sent to inquire into these charges. The
Petrograd Soviet, under the chairmanship of the Bol~
shevik leader Zinoviefl, refused.

Doing their utmost to deceive the mass of the
workers and peasants as to the events at Kronstadt,
the Bolahevik leaders knew very well what was golng
on. In the *“Krasny Archiv® (Red Archive), a
monthly magezine published by the Editorial Board
of the Supreme Military Council, and intended for
circulation only among the upper reaches of the
Communigt Party—it was marked * Not for Publica-~
tion "—there appeared in Dccemﬁen 1821, an article
on “The Rehellion of the Kronstadt Sailors,” which
makes this guite clear, While carrying on the moat
virulent campaign of vilification, the Bolsheviks were
quite cynically aware of the true state of affairs,
and were only the more determined to maintain their
atranglehold over the Russian workers at any cost,
and regardless of the bloodshed involved.

“The Political Depariment of the Baliic Fleei found Haelf
isolated mot only frofn the massss bat also from Local party
workers, Baving become m bureaocratic orpan lacking
prestige and standing . . . The Baltic Flieet destroyed
local Imitintive and brought the work dowi to ihe level
clerical routine . . . From Jualy to Novamber, 1020, 20
cent. of the members teft the Party . . . The Chisf
the Organisation Departieent of the Baltie Fleei poluted
in the mbldle of February, 19Z1, that * if the work
a8 it has been going on wntil wow, & muotiny is
break ouwt' two or three months from mow . . f The laslk
Farty work told heéaviy mpon the organization. At & Do
meeting, numbering 15,000 people, which, of coarse, was
alse attended by Communisis, Do one, saye Ooemraded
Halinin, Ewzmin and Vassilley, voled agalngt the resolotbom.
And this aiso had its effect n the grievous incldents fakdng
place ig the Kronstadi organization; the resignation of X1
members who did nof grasp the trus meaning of the rebellion
and its consequénces. Nor did the responsible workers hesd- -
Ing the work in Kromstadi mnderstand what was going en,
anid that I8 why they fnlled to ixike the right maasures noces-
sary at the very begilnnimng.” ("“"The Rad Archive* No. 8,
December, 1821, p. 44).

{Quoted . by G. P, Maximov, * The Guilllotine at
Work,” p. 183),

This passage makes it clear that the resolution was
a protest against conditions in the fleet for which
even the writer lays the blame partly at the door of
the Party. There is no mention here of “ White
Guardist generals,” “Bocial Rewvolutionists” and so
on. It is the clearest denial of the calumnies and
Hea circulated by the Bolsheviks themselves. The
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subsequent history of Lenin's regime shows that the
Krons.adt workers saw clearly the future—or rather,
the death—of the revolution. Their * rebellion” was
A spirited and heroic fight against the totalitarian
dictatorship of the Party. In the perspective of the
Moscow trinls and the Stalinist Terror, Kronatadt is
clearly seen, as Ciliga points out, as & turning point
* in, the history of the Russian revolution. A turning
point, moreover, which was to be almost exactly
paralleled, and with the same dire resuits, in the
crushing of the Spanish workers during the May
Days in Barcelona in 1937, On beth these occasions
power passed definitely from the hands of the
workers into those of the government,rand the
revalution was ended.

The revolutionary workers must not only destroy
the bourgeois state: they must also guard againat
the growth of a new apparatus which may wrest
vower from them. Any political party seeking to
<entralize contrel in its own hands, has to set up
ingtruments to> ensure that its plans are carried out;
to eontrol not only the defeated bourgeoisie, but also
the revolutionary workers themselves, Inevitably, con-
flicts will' arise between it and the economic and
social organizations set up by the workers. They
ean only end in the suppression of one power by the

Buch a conflict may however be masked by certain
aims which both the workera and the * revolutionary
government” may have in common., Both aim to
overthrow the Bourgeocisle at home and abroad. In
withstanding the counter-revolutionary attacks of
the Bourgeoisie, the conflict between the workers
and the new gstate l= concealed in their common
astruggle; under cover of which the new state power

seelts continuously to entrench itself at the expense

of the workera' organizations, until it finally over-
throwa them altogether.

This consolidation of the power of the governing
minority inevitably involves ruthless suppression, and
the workers, their liberty lost and deprived of reas-

lity in the ordering of their lives and .economy,

sink back .into thelr pre-revolutionary apathy. The
revolutionary opportunity has once more been missed,
Meanwhile the new state is forced to go further and
. further dowh the road to a bleak totalitarianism. To
nt the initial setting up of such & new govern-
‘power is the lesson which mupt be learnt from the
EKronstadt tragedy. o X EDITORS
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HE correspondence between Trotsky and

Wendelin Thomas (one of the leadera of the

revolt in the German navy in 1918 and a mem-
ber of the American Committee of Enquiry into the’
Moscow Trials) regarding the historical significante
of the events in Kronstadt in 1921, has given rise
to widespread International discuszasion.* That in
itself indicates the importance of the problem, On
the other hand, it 18 no accident that special interest
should be shown in the Kronstadt revolt to-day;
that there is an analogy, a direct link even between
- what happened at Kronstadt 17 yeara ago, and the
recent trials at Moscow, {s only too apparent. To-day
we witness the murdear of the leaders of the Russian
revolution; in 1921 it was the massea who formed
the basis of the revolution who were massacred.
Would it be possible today to disgrace and suppress
the leaders of QOctober without the slighitest proteat
from the people, if these leaders had not already
by armed force silenced the Kronstadt sallors and
the workers all over Russian?

Trotsky's reply to Wendelin Thomas shows that
unfortunately Trotsky—who is, together with Stalin,
the only one of the leaders of the Octobér revolution
concerned in the suppresaion of Kronstadt who re-
mains alive—still refudes to look &t the past
objectivzly. Futhermore, in his article, “Too much
nolse about Kronstadt,” he increases the gulf which
he created at that time between the working masses
and himself; he does not hesitate, afier having
ordered their bombardment in 1921 to describe these
men today as "“completely demoralised elements,
men who wore elegant wide trousers and did theip
hair like pimps.”

No! It is not with accusations of this kind, which
reck of hureaucratic arrogance, that a useful contri-
bution can be made to the lessons of the great
Russian revolution. .o

In order to assess the influence thai Kronstadt han
had on the outcome of the revolution, it is necessary

*T'hs article was written in 1935, af the time of a
new outbreak of purge itrials in Moscow.—Ed.
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to avold all personal issues, and direct attention to
three fundamental queations: (1) In what general
circumstances the Kronstadt revolt arose? (2)
What were the aims of the movement? (3) By what
means did the Insurgents attempt to achieve these
aims?

| The masses and the bureaucracy in 1920-1

TIAVERYONE™ now agreeg that during the winter of
1920 to 1821 the Russian Revolution was passing
through an extremely ecritical phase. The

offeneive against Poland had ended in defeat at War.
saw, the social revolution had not broken out in the
West, the Russian Revolution had become lsolated,
famine and disorganization had selzed the entire
country. The peril of bourgeois restoration knocked
at the door of the revolution. At this moment of
crisis the different classes and parties which existed
within the revolutionary camp each presented thelr
solution for its resolution.

The Soviet Government and the higher cireles in
the Communist Party applied their own solution of
increasing the power of the bureaucracy. The attri-
bution of powers to the “Executive Committees"
which had hitherto been vested in the soviets, the
replacement of the dictatorship of the class by the
dictatorship of the party, the shift of authority even
within the party from it members to ite cadres,
the replacement of the double power of the bureau-
cracy and the workers in the factory by the sole
power of the former,—to do all thia waa to “save
the Revolution!” It was at this moment that
Bukharin put forward his plea for a “proletarian
Bonapartism.” “By placing restrictions on itself”
the proletariat would, according to him, facilitats
the struggle againat the bourgeols counter-revolution.
Here was manifested already the enormous quasi-
messianic self-importance of the . Communist Bureau-
cracy. '

Th:’; Ninth and Tenth Congresses of the Communiat
Party, asa well ag the intervening vear passed beneath
the auspices of this new policy. Lénin rigidly carried
it through, Troteky sang its praises. The Bureau-
cracy prevented the bourgeols restoration ... by
eliminating the proletarian character of tha revo-
Tution.

The formation of the Workers' Opposition within
the party, which. was supported not only by the
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proletarian faction in the party itself but also by
the great mass of unorganised workers, the general
strike of the Petrpgrad workers a short time before
the Kronstadt revolt and finally the Insurrection
itself, all expressed the aspirations of the masses who
felt, more or less clearly, that a “third party"” was
about to destroy their conguests. The movement
of poor peasants led by Makhno in the Ukraine
waa the outcome of similar resistance in similar
circumstances, If the struggles of 1920-1921 are
examined in the light of the historical material now
available, one Is struck by the way that these
scattered masses, starved and enieebled by economie
disorganisation, nevertheless had the strength o
formulate for themselves with such precision their
#ocial and political position, and at the same time
to defend themselves against the buresucracy and
againet the bourgeoisie.

The Kronstadt Programme

K shall not content ourselves, like Trotaky, with

simple declarations, 80 we submit to readers

the resolution which served as a programme
for the Kronstadt movement. We reproduce it in
full, because of its immense historical importance,
it was adopted on February 28th by the sailora of
the battleship “Petropavlovsk,” and was subsequently
accepted by all the sailors, soldiers and workera of
Kronstadt. _

“After having heard the representatives delegated
by the general meeting of ships’ crew to report on
the situation in Petrograd this assembly takes the
Tollowing declslons:

1. Seeing that the present soviets do not express
the wishes of the workers and peasants, to
organise immediately re-elections to the soviets
with secret vote, and with care to organize free
electoral propaganda for all workers and peasants.

2. To grant liberty of speech and of presa to the

workers and peasanis, to the anarchists and the

left socialist parties. '

8. To secure freadom of assembly for Iabour

unions and peasant organications.

4. To call a non-partisan Conferemce of the

workers, Red Arn::dmldhn'and sallers of Petiro-

grad, HEronstadt, of Pelrograd province, no
later than March 10th, 1821. pre )
5. To liberate all political prisoners of Socialist
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parties as well as all workers, peasants, soldlers
and sallors Imprisoned In connection with the
labour and peasant movements.

6. To elect a Commission to review the cases of
those held in prisons and concentration camps.
7. To abolish all “politodell”* because no party
should be given special privileges in the propa-
gation of its Ildeas or recelve financlal sapport
from the government for such purposes. Instead
there should be established educational and cul-
tural commissions, locally elected am:l financed by
the government,

8. To abolish Immedlately all ¥ zagryaditelnlyas
otryadl.t

§. To equalize the rations of all who work with
the exception of those employed In tradea
detrimental to health.

10. Teo abeolish the communist fighfing detach-
ments In all branches of the army, as well as the
communist guards kept on duty in mills and
factories. Bhould such guards or military
detachmenta be found necessary they are to be
appointed in the army from the ramds, and in the
factories according to the judgment of the
workers.

11. To glve the peasants full freedom of action in
regard to thelr land and alse the right to keep
cattle on ocondition that the peasants manage
with their own means; that is, without employing
hired labour,

12. To requesat all branches of the Army, as well
as our comrades the military kursanti] to conour
in our resclutions.

13. To demand that the press give the fullest
publicity to our resolutions.

14. To appoint a travelling commission of control.
15. To permit free artisan production which does
not employ hired labour,

These are primitive formulations, Insufficlent no

»

t

Political sections of the Communist party existing
in the majority of State institutions’

Police detachments officially created to struggle
against speculation, but which actually used to
confiscate everything that the starving population,
the workers included, brought from the country
for thelr own personal consumption.

‘Cadet officers,

10
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doubt, but all of them impregnated with the spirit
of October; and no calumny in the world can cast
a doubt on the intimate connection existing between
this resolution and the sentiments whlnh guided the
expropriations of 1817.

The depth of principle which animates this resolu-
tton is shown by the fact that it is still to a great
extent applicable. One can, in fact, oppose it as well
to the Stalin regime of 1838 as to that of Lenin in
1821. More even than that: the nnuua:ntiunu of Trut!ltr
himself against Stalin’s regime are
tions, timid ones, 1tlltrunnfthu}imn tcluima.
Besides, what other programme which is at alk
mﬂalint could be set up apalnst the bureaucratic
oligarchy except-that of Kronstadt and the Workers"
Opposition?

The appearance of thia resolution demonstrates the
close connections which existed between the move-
ments of Petrograd and Kronstadt. Trotaky'a
attempt to set the workers of Petrograd against
those of Kronstadt in order to conflrm the legend
of the counter-revolutionary nature of the Kronstadt
movement, comes back on Trotsky himself: in 1921,
Trotsky pleaded the necessity under which Lenin waa
sltuated in justification of the suppression of demo-
eracy in the Soviets and in the party, and accused
the masses inside and outside the party of sympathiz-
ing with Kromsiadt. He admltted therefore that
at that time the Petrograd workers and the oppo-
sition although they had not resisted by force of
arms, none the less- e:tendad their sympathy to
Kronstadt,

Trotsky's subsequent assertion thet “the Iinsur-
rection was inspired by the desire to obtain a privi-
leged ration” is still more wild. Thus, it is one of
these privileged people of the Kremlin, the rationa
for whom were very ch
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new “"purges” which were destined to deprive the
Revolution of all its left-wing elements. He deserves
still more to be defended against Stalin’s calumny
and assassins. But all this does not give Trotsky
the right to insult the working masses of 1821, On
the contrary! More than anyone else, Troisky
should furnish a new appreciation of the initiative
taken at Kronstadt. An initiative of great historic
value, an initiative taken by rank-and-file militants
in the struggle against the first bloodstained “purge”
undertaken by the bureauecracy.

The attitude of the Russian workers during the
tragic winter of 1820-1921 shows & profound social
instinct; and & noble heroism Jnspired the working
classes of Russia not only at the height of the
Revolution but also at the crisis which placed it in
mortal danger.

Neither the Kronstadt fighters, nor the Petrograd
workers, nor the ranks of the Communists could
summon, it 18 true, In that winter the same revolu-
tionary energy as in 1917 to 1819, but what there was
of socinlism and revolutionary feeling in the Russia
of 1921 was possessed by the rank-and-file. In their
opposition to this, Lenin and Trotsky, in line with
8talin, with Elnwiev. Kaganovitch, and others
responded to the wishes and served the interests of
the bureaucratic cadres. The workers struggled for
the socialism which the bureaucracy were already
In process of liquidating. That is the fundamental
point of the whole problem. .

Kronstadt and the N.E.P.

EOQOPLE often belleve Kronstadt forced the

introduction .of the N . *—a profound error.

The Xronstadt resolution pronounced im
favour of the defence of the workers, not only
against the bureaucratic capitalisin of the State, but
also against the restoration of private capitalism.
This restoration was demanded—in opposition te
Kronatadt—by the soclal democrats, who combined it
‘with nreﬂimﬁu‘!pﬁltﬂﬂﬂdmm And it was Lenin
and Trotsky who to great extent realised it (but
without political democracy) in the form of the
N.EP. The Kronstadt resolution declared for the
opposite since ltdull.radltlﬂfmlutﬂumﬂnr-
* New Economic Policy.

o
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ment of wage labour In agriculture and small indus-
try. This resolution, and the movement{ underlying
it, sought for a revoluticnary alliance of the prole-
tarian and peasant workers with the poorest sections
of the country labourers, in order that the revolution
might develop towards socialism. The N.EP., on the
other hand, was a union of bureauvecrats with the
upper layers of the village against the proletariat;
it was the alliance of State capitalism and private
capitalism againat socliallsm. The N.E.P. is as much
opposed to the Kronstadt demands as, for example,
the revolutionary sccialist programme of the van-
guard of the European workera for the abolition of
the Verpgallles system, iz opposed to the abrogation
of the Treaty of Versailles achieved by Hitler.

Let ua consider, Anally, one last accusation which
ia commonly ecirculated: that action such as that at
Kronstadt could have indirectly let loose the forces
of the counter-revolution. It iz possible Indeed that
even by placing itself on a footing of workers' democ-
racy the revolution might have been overthrown;
but what is ceriain is that it has perished, and that:
it has perished on account of the policy of ita leaders.
The repression of Kronstadt, the suppression of the
democracy of workers and soviets by the Rusaiam
Communist party, the eliminabion of the proletariat
from the meanagement of industry, and the intro-
duction of the N.E.P.,, already signified the death of
the Revolution. '

It was precisely the end of the clvil war which
produced the spilitting of the post-revolutionary
soclety Into two fundamental groupings: the working
masses and the bureaucracy. As far as its soclalist
and internationalist aspirations were concerned, the -
Russian Revolution was stified: -in its nationalist,
bureaucratic, and state capitalist tendencies, it de-
veloped and consolidated itself.

It was from this poiat onwards, and on this basis,
each year more and more clearly, that the Bolshevilk
repudiation of morality, so frequently evoked, took
on a development which had to lsad to the Moacow
Triala,. The implacable logic of things has mani-
fested itmelf. While the revolutionaries, ‘rempining
such only in words, accomplished in fact the task
of the reaction and countsr-revolution, they were
esxmpelled, inevitably to have recourse to Hes, to
calumny and falsHication. This system of gene-
ralized lying ls the result not the cause, of the sepa~

13
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ration of the Bolshevik party from socialism and
from the proletariat.

In order to corroborate this statement, I shall
quote the teatimony regarding Kronstadt of men I
have met in Soviet Russia.

“The men of Kronstadi! They were perfacily
right; they intervened in order to defend the
Petrograd workers: it was a tragic misunderstanding
on the part of Lenin and Troisky, that énstead of
agreeing with them, they gave them battle,” said
Pech, to me in 1932, He was & non-party worker in
Petrograd in 1821, whom I knew in the political iso-
Tator et Verkhne-Uralsk ss a Trotskyist.

“It is a myth that, from the social point of view,
HKronstadt of 1921 had a wholly different population
Ffrom that of 1017," another man from Petrograd, Dv.,
said to me in prison. In 1821 he was a member of
the Communist youth, and was imprisoned in 1932
a8 a “decist” (a member of Sapronov's group of
“ Democratic Centralists ™ )

I also had the opportunity of knowling one of the
most effective participants in the Kronstadt rebellion.
He was an old marine engineer, a communist since
1817, who had, during the civil war, taken an active
part, directing at one time a Tcheka in a province
somewhere on the Volga, and found himeelf in 1821
at Kronstadt as a political commissar on the warship
" Marat" (ex “ Petropaviovsk " ). When I saw him,
in 1830, in the Leningrad pnison, he had just passed
elght years In the Solovietski islands.

The methods of struggle

dE Kronatadt workers pursued revolutionary
alms in struggling against the reactionary ten-
dencles of the bureaucracy, and they used clean
and honeet methods. In contrast, the bureaucracy
slandered their movement odiously, pretending that
it was led by General Kozlovski Actuallly, the men
of Kronstadt honestly desired, as comradeg, ts -dis-
cusa the questione at ipsue with the representatives
of the government. Their action, had at first, a
defensive character—that is the reason why they did
not occupy Oranienbaum in time, pituated on the
coast opposite Kronstadt, ' '
Right from the start, the Petrograd bureauctrats -
made use of the system of hostages by arresting the
families of the sallors, Red Army soldiers and
workers of Kronstadt who were lving at Petrograd,
because several commissars at Kronstadt—not one of

14
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whom was shot—had been arrested. The news of
the seizing of hostages waa brought to the know-
ledge of Kronstadt by means of leaflets dropped from
aeroplanes, In their reply by radio, Kronstadt de-
clared on March Tth “ that they did not wish to imé-
tate Petrograd as they considered that such an act,
even when carried out in an access of desperation and
hate, iz mosf shameful and most cowardly from every
roint of view. History has not yet known a similar
procedure” (Izvestia of the Kronstadt Revolutionary
Committee Tth March 1821). The new governing
cligue underatood much better than the Kronstadg
“rebels " the significance of the social struggle which
was beginning, the depth of -the class-antagonisma
which separated it from the workera. It is in this
that lies the tragedy of revolutions in tha period of
their decline.

But while military conflict was forced upon Kron-
stadt, they still found the strength to formulate
the programme for the *third revolution,” which re~
maina since then the programme of the Russian
soclaliem of the futuret

Balance Sheet

HERE are reasons for thinking that granted
the relation between the forces of the prole-
tariat and the bourgeoisie, of socialism and
capitalism, which existed in Russia and Europe at
the beginning of 1921, the struggle for the sociglist
development of the Russian Revolution was doomed
to defeat. In those conditions the sociallst pro-.
gramme of the masses could not conquer: it had to
depend on the triumph of the counter-revolution
whether openly declared or camouflaged under am
aspect of degeneracy {(as has besn produced in fact).
But such a conception of the progress of the
Russian Revolution does not diminish in the slightest,
in the realms of principle, the historic impor-
tance of the programme and the efforts of the work-
ing masses. On +4he contrary, this programme con-
stitutes the point of departure from which a new

t A comprehensive work on Kronstadt, containing
the essential documents on these historic days,

_ has been compiled by Ida Mett. Har
publication should supply, in my opinion, a timely
contribution to the international discussion which
is now developing. (8ince published in America
by the International Review—Ed.)
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eycle in the revolutionary soclaMast development will
begin. In fact, each new revelution beging not on
the basis from which the preceding one started, but
from the point at which the revolution before it had
undergone £ mortal set-back.

The experience of the degeneration of the Rusaian
~ Revolution places anew before the conscience of inter-

national =socialism an extremely important soclo-
logical problem. In the Russien revolution, as in
two other great earlier revolutions, those of England
and of France, why is it that it is from the inside
that the counter-revolution has triumphed, at the
moment when the revolutionary forces were exhaus-
ted, and by means of the revolutionary party itself
(" purged,” it is true of its left-wing elements)?

Marxiam belleves that the socialist revolution, once
begun, would elther be assured of A gradual and
continued development towards integral socialism, or
would be  defeated through the agency u: bourgeois
restoration.

Altogether,. the Russian Revolution poses In an
mtirely new way the problem of the mechanism of
the socialist revolution. This gquestion must become
paramount m international dlscussion. In such dis-
aussion the problem of Kronstadt can cad must have

a position worthy of it.

BOOKS AND PﬁMPHLETS ON RUSSIA

- The Russian Myth, ;H. {Pn-ugcld-}

Bolshevism — Promises and Reality, P. G
Maximoff, 2d. (Postage 1d.). o .

T Protests Too Much,

rntlrfrr ld.}w by Emma Goldman, 2d.

Thﬁit;umﬂnmbyﬁntuu%gn!fﬁipm

The Guillotine at Work: Twenty Years of Terror
in Russia, by P, G. Maximof (628 15/-
{an 1/, ( PP, /

Stalin, A - Critical Survey of Bolshevism, by Boris
Souvarine (690pp.), 16/-. (Postage 9&_}

All the above publications are obtainable through the

FREBEDOM PRESS, 27, BELSIZE ROAD
LONDON, N.W.6.
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