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AUTHOR’S PREFACE

his book, the result of nearly four years’ work, arose

out of the discovery that no detailed study had ever been”
made of the great events that convulsed China in 1g925-2%.
The lessons of the social catastrophe that occurred at that
time have been made especially timely by the events that
began to occur after the bulk of this work had been completed
and which are dealt with in the concluding chapters.

The author is indebted to many friends for the loan of
precious materials, notes, newspapers, documents, pamphlets,
and books used in the preparation of this volume. These
have had a history of their own, for the Kuomintang regime,
after 1927, burned them wherever found, and the archives of
the Communist International, if they contain them at all, are
closed to those who come seeking facts and rejecting falsified
fancy.

Because so much of this material is here used for the first time
and because of the decade-old campaign of historical falsifica-
tion carried on by the Communist International in connection
with these events, the author has set down precise and perhaps
even over-numerous citations from contemporaneous sources
for purposes of verification and for the guidance of future
students. The spelling of Chinese names, varying so widely
in different languages, has been made uniform throughout,
including those in quotatlons, in accordance with the English
usage most common in China. Acknowledgment is made here
to J. C. L. for aid in translations from the Chinese.

Heaviest of all is the author’s debt to his collaborator, Viola
Robinson, who pulled out all the weeds.

H.R. L
NEw YoRrk,

Fune 15, 1938.

SN



INTRODUCTION

First of all, the mere fact that the author of this book belongs
to the school of historical materialism would be entirely
insufficient in our eyes to win approval for his work. In present-
day conditions the Marxist label would predispose us to mistrust
rather than to acceptance. In close connection with the
degeneration of the Soviet State, Marxism has in the past
fifteen years passed through an unprecedented period of
decline and debasement. From an instrument of analysis and
criticism, it has been turned into an instrument of cheap
apologetics. Instead of analysing facts, it occupies itself with
selecting sophisms in the interests of exalted clients.

In the Chinese Revolution of 1925-1927 the Communist
International played a very great role, depicted in this book
quite comprehensively. We would, however, seek in vain in the
library of the Communist International for a single book which
attempts in any way to give a rounded picture of the Chinese
revolution. Instead, we find scores of * conjunctural ”* works
which docilely reflect each zigzag in the politics of the Com-
munist International, or, more correctly, of Soviet diplomacy
in China, and subordinating to each zigzag facts as well as
general treatment. In contrast to this literature, which cannot
arouse anything but mental revulsion, Isaacs’ book represents
a scientific work from beginning to end. It is based on a con-
sc1cntlous study of a vast number of original sources and
supplementary material. Isaacs spent more than three years
on this work. It should be added that he had previously passed
about five years in China as a journalist and observer of
Chinese life.

The author of this book approaches the revolution as a
revolutionist, and he sees no reason for concealing it. In the
eyes of a philistine a revolutionary point of view is virtually
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INTRODUCTION

equivalent to an absence of scientific: objectivity. We think
just the opposite : only a revolutionist—provided, of course,
that he is equipped with the scientific method—is-capable of
laying bare the objective dynamics of the revolution. Appre-
hending thought in general is not contemplative, but active.
The element of will is indispensable for penetrating the secrets
of nature and society. Just as a surgeon, on whose scalpel a
human life depends, distinguishes with extreme care between
the various tissues of an organism, so a revolutionist, if he has

a serious attitude toward his task, is obliged with strict con-

scientiousness to analyse the structure of society, its functions
and reflexes. ;

To understand the present war between Japan and China
one must take the Second Chinese Revolution as a point of
departure. In both cases we meet not only identical social
forces, but frequently the same personalities. Suffice it to say
that the person of Chiang Kai-shek occupies the central place
in this book. As these lines are being written it is still difficult
to forecast when and in what manner the Sino-Japanese war
will end. But the outcome of the present conflict in the Far
East will in any case have a provisional character. The
world war which is approaching with irresistible force "will
review the Chinese problem together with all other problems
of colonial domination. For it is in this that the real task of
the second world war will consist : to divide the planet anew
in accord with the new relationship of imperialist forces.
The principal arena of struggle will, of course, not be that
Lilliputian bath-tub, the Mediterranean, nor cven the Atlantic
Ocean, but the basin of the Pacific. The most important object
of struggle will be China, embracing about one-fourth of the
human race. The fate of the Soviet Union—the other big stake
in the coming war—will also to a certain degree be decided in-
the Far East. Preparing for this clash of Titans, Tokyo is
attempting to-day to assure itself of the broadest possible drill-
ground on the continent of Asia. Great Britain and the United
States are likewise losing no time. It can, however, be predicted
with certainty—and this is in essence acknowledged by the
present makers of destiny—that the world war will noteproduce
the final decision : it will be .followed by a new series of
revolutions which will review net ‘only the decisions of
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INTRODUCTION

the war but all those property conditions which give rise
to war.

This prospect, it must be confessed, is very far from being
an idyll, but Cleo, the muse of history, was never a member of
a Ladies’ Peace Society. The older generation which passed
through the war of 1914-1918 did not dmchargc’a single one
of its tasks. It leaves to the new generation as heritage the
burden of wars and revolutions. These most important+and
tragic events in human history have often marched side by
side. They will definitely form the background of the coming
decades. It remains only to hope that the new generation,
which cannot arbitrarily cut loose from the conditions it has
inherited, has learned at least to understand better the laws
ofitsepoch. Foracquainting itself with the Chinese Revolution
of 19251927 it will not find to-day a better guide than this book.

Despite the unquessionable greatness of the Anglo-Saxon
genius, it is impossible not to see that the laws of revolutions
are least understood precisely. in the Anglo-Saxon.countrics.
The explanation for this lies, on the one hand, in the fact that
the very appearance of revolution in these countnm relata
to a long-distant past, and evokes in official * somologxsts
condescending smile, as would childish pranks. On the other’
hand, pragmatism, so characteristic of Anglo-Saxon thinking,
is least of all useful for understanding revolutionary crises.

The English Revolution of the seventeenth century, like
the French Revolution of the eighteenth, had the task of
“ rationalizing ” the structure of society, i.e., cleansing it of
feudal stalactites and stalagmites, and subjecting it to the laws
of free competition, which in that epoch seemed to be the laws
of “ common sense.”” In doing this, the Puritan revelution
draped itself in Biblical dress, thereby revealing a purely
infantile incapacity to understand its own significance. The
French Revolution, which had considerable influence on pro-
gressive thought in the United States, was guldcd by formulas
of pure rationalism. Common sense, which is still afraid of itself
and resorts to the mask of Biblical prophets, or- secularized
. common sense, which looks upon society as the product of a
rational * contract,” remain to this day the fundamental
forms of Anglo-Saxon thinking in the domains of philosophy
and sociology.
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IN TRODUCTIOJV

Yet the real society of }ustory has not been constructed,
following Rousseau, upon a rational *contract,” mnor, as
according to Bentham, upon the principle of the “ greatest
good,” but has unfolded “ irrationally,” on the basis of contra-
* dictions and antagonisms. For revolution to become inevitable
class contradictions have to be strained to the breaking point.
It is precisely this historically inescapable necessity for conflict,
which depends neither on good nor ill will but on the objective
interrelationship of classes, that makes revolution, together
with war, the most dramatic expression of the “ ‘irrational ”
foundation of the historic process.

*“ Irrational  does not, however, mean arbxtrary On the
contrary, in the molecular preparation of revolution, in its
explosion, in its ascent and decline, there is lodged a profound
inner lawfulness which can be apprehended and, in the main,
foreseen. Revolutions, as has been said more than once, have a
logic of their own. But this is not the logic of Aristotle, and even
less the pragmatic demi-logic of  common sense.” It is the
higher function of thought : the logic of dcvelopment and its
contradictions, i.e., the dialectic.

The obstinacy _of Anglo-Saxon pragmatism and its hostility
to dialectical thinking thus have their material causes. Justasa
poet cannot attain to the dialectic through books without his
own personal experiences, so a well-to-do society, unused to
convulsions and habituated to umnte.rrupted “ progress,” is
incapable of undmtandmg the dialectic of its own develop-
ment. However, it is only too obvious that this privilege of the
Anglo-Saxon world has receded into the past. History is
preparing to give Great Britain as well as the United States
serious lessons in the dialectic.

‘The author of this book tries to deduce the character of the
Chinese Revolution not from a prieri definitions and not from
historical analogies, but from the hvmg structure of Chinese

society and from the dynamics of its inner forces. -In this lies the
chief methodological value of the book. The reader will carry
away not only a better-knit picture of the march of events put—
what is more important—will learn to understand their social
mamspnngs Only on this basis is.it*possible correctly to
appraise political programmes and the slogans of strugglmg
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INTRODUCTION

parties—which, even if neither independent nor in the final
analysis the decisive factors in the process, are nevertheless 1ts.
most manifest signs.

In its immediate aims the incompleted Chinese Revolution
is “‘ bourgeois.” This term, however, which is used as a mere
echo of the bourgeois revolutions of the past, actually helps
us very little, Lest the historical analogy turn into a trap for
the mind, it is necessary to check it in the light of a concrete-
socxologmal analysis. What are the classes which are struggling
in China? What are the interrelationships of -these classes?
How, and in what direction, are these relations being trans-
formed ? What are the objective tasks of the Chinese Revolu-
tion, i.e., those tasks dictated by the course of development ?
On the shoulders of which classes rests the solution of these
tasks? With what methods can they be solved ? Isaacs’ book
gives the answers to precisely these questions. '

‘Colonial and .semi-colonial—and therefore backward-—
* 'countries, which embrace by far the greater part of mankind,:
diﬂ’er‘extraordinarily from one another in their degree of back-
wardness, representing an _historical ‘ladder reaching from
nomadry, and even cannibalism, up to the most modern
industrial cultare. The combination of extfemes in one degree
or another characterizes all of the backward countries. How-
ever, the hierarchy of backwardness, if one may employ such
an expression, is determined by the specific weight of the
elements of barbarism and culture in the life of each colonial
country. -Equatorial Africa lags far behind Algeria, Paraguay
behind Mexico, Abyss1ma behind India or China. W1t11 their .
. common economic - dependence upon: the imperialist metropoli,

their political dependence bears in some instances the character
. of. open colonial slavery (India, Equatorial Africa), while in
others it is concealed by the fiction of State mdependence
(China, Latin Amenca)

In agrarian relations backwardness finds its most organic
and cruel expression. Not one of these countries has carried
its democratic revolution-through to any real extent. Half-
way agrarian reforms are absorbed by semi-serf relations, and
these are inescapably reproduced in the soil of poverty and
oppression. Agrarian barbarism always goes hand in hand with
the absence of roads, with the isolation of provinces, with
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INTRODUCTION

“ medieval ” particularism, and absence of national con-
sciousness. The purging of social relations of the remnants of
ancient and the encrustations of modern feudalism is the most
important task in all these countries.

" The achievement of the agrarian revolution is unthinkable,
however, with the preservation of dependence upon foreign
imperialism, which with one hand implants capitalist relations
while supporting and re-creating with the other all the forms of
slavery and serfdom. The struggle for the democratization of
social relations and the creation of a national State thus un-
interruptedly passes into an open uprising against foreign
domination.

Historical backwardness does not impiy a simple reproduc-
tion of the development of advanced countries, England or
France, with a delay of one, two, or three centuries. It
engenders an entirely new “ combined *’ social formation in
which the latest conquests of capitalist technique and structure
root themselves into relations of feudal or pre-fcudal barbarism,
transforming and subjecting them ard creating a peculiar
relations of classes. _

Not a single one of the tasks of the “ bourgcms revolution
can be solved in these backward countries under the leadership
of the “ national”” bourgeoisie, because the latter emerges at
once with forclgn support as a class alien or hostile to the people.
Every stage in its development: binds it only the more closely
to the foreign finance capital of which it is essentially the agency.
The petty bourgeoisie of the colonies, that of handicrafts and

-trade, is the first to fall victim in the unequal struggle with
forelgn capital, declining into economic insignificance, becom-
ing declassed and pauperized. It cannot even conceive of
playing an independent political role. The peasantry, the
largest numerically and the most atomized, backward, and*
oppressed class, is capable of local uprisings and partisan
warfare, but requires the leadership of a more advanced and
centralized class in order for this struggle to be elevated to an
all-national level. The task of such leadership falls in the
nature of things upon the colonial proletariat, which, from its
very first steps, stands opposed not only to the foreignsbut also
to its own national bourgeoisie.

Out of the conglomeration of px’ovmces and tribes, bound
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INTRODUCTION

together by geographical proximity and the bureautratic
apparatus, capitalist development has transformed China
into the semblance of an economic entity. The revolutionary
movement of the masses translated this growing unity for the
first time into the language of national consciousness. In the
strikes, agrarian uprisings, and military expeditions of 1925~
1927 a new China was born. While the generals, tied ‘to their
own and the foreign bourgeoisie, could only tear the country
to pieces, the Chinese workers became the standard-bearers’ of
an.irresistible urge to national unity. This movement provides
‘an incontestable analogy with the struggle of the French
Third Estate against particularism, or with the later struggle
of the Germans and Italians for national unification. But in
contrast to the first-born countries of capitalism, where the
problem of achieving national unity fell to the petty bourgeoisie,
in part under the leadership of the bourgeoisie and even of the
landlords (Prussia!), in China it was the proletariat that
emerged as the primary motive force and potential leader of
this movement. But precisely thereby, the proletariat con-
fronted'the bourgeoisie with the danger that the leadership of
the unified fatherland would not remain in the latter’s hands.
Patriotism has been throughout all history inseparably bound
up with power and property. In the face of danger the ruling
classes have never stopped short of dismiembering their own
country so long as they were able in this way to preserve power
over one part of it. It is not at all surprising, therefore, if the
Chinese bourgeoisie, represented by Chiang Kai-shek, turned
its weapons in 1927 against the prolctanat, _the standard—
bearer of national umty The exposition and explanation of
this turn, which occupies the central place in Isaacs’ book,
provides the key to the understanding of ‘the.fundamental
problems. of the Chinese revolution as well as of the present
Sino-Japanese war.

The so-called “* national > bourgeoisie tolerates all forms of
national degradation so long as it can hope to maintain its own
privileged existence. But at the moment when foreign capital
sets out to assume undivided domination of the entire wealth of
the country, the colonial bourgeoisie is forced to remind itself
of its “ national ** obligations. Under pressure of the masses
it may even find itself plunged into a war. But this will be a
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INTRODUCTION

war waged against one of the imperialist powcrs, the one least
-amenable to negotiations, with the hope of passing into the:
service of some other, more magnanimous power.- Chiang.
Kai-shek struggles against the. Japanese violators only within
the limits indicated to him by his British or American patrons.
Only that class which has nothing to lose but its chains can
- conduct to the very end the war against imperialism for
national emancipation.

- The above developed views regarding the spec:al character
of the “ bourgeois  revolutions in historically belated countries
are by no means the product of tHéoretical analysis alonme.
Before the second Chinese Reyolution (1925-1927) they had
already been submittéd to a grandiose historical test. The
experience of the three Russian Revolutions (1905, February
and October 1917) bears no less significance for the twentieth
century than the French Revolution bore for the nineteenth.
To understand the destinies of modern China the reader must
have before his eyes the struggle of conceptions in the Russian
revolutionary movement, because these conceptions exerted,
and still exert, a direct and, moreover, powerful influence upon
the politics of the Chinese proletariat and an indirect influence
upon the politics of the Chinese bourgeoisie.

It was precisely because of its historical backwardness that
Czarist Russia turned out to be the only European country
where Marxism as a doctrine and the Social Democracy as a
party attained powerful development ‘before the bourgeois
revolution. It was in Russia, quite naturally, that the problem
of the correlation between the struggle for democracy and the
struggle for socialism, or between the bourgeois revolution and
the socialist, was submitted to theoretical analysis. The first to
_pose this problem in the early ’eighties of the last century was -
the founder of the Russian Social Democracy, Plekhanov.
In the struggle against so-called Populism (Narodnikism), a -
variety of socialist Utopianism, ,Plekhanov established that
Russia had no reason whatever to expect a pnvxlegcd path of
development, that like the * profane > nations, it would have to
pass through the stage of capitalism and that along this path it
would acquire the regime of bourgeois democracy indispensable
for the further struggle of the proletariat for socialism.. Plekh-
anov not only separated the beqrgeqls revolution as a task

Xvill



INTRODUCTION

distinct from the socialist revolution—which he postponed to the
indefinitc future—but he depicted entirely different com-
binations of forces. The bourgeois revolution was to be achieved
by the proletariat in alliance with the liberal bourgeoisie,
and thus clear the path for capitalist progress ; after a number
of decades and on a higher level of capitalist developmcnt the
proletariat would carry out the socialist revolution in direct
struggle against the bourgeoisie.

Lenin—not immediately, to be sure—reviewed this doctrine.
At the beginning of the present century, with much greater
force and consistency than Plekhanov, he posed the agrarian

' problem as the central problem of the bourgeois revolution in
Russia. With this he came to the concliusion that the liberal
bourgeoisie was hostile to the expropriation of the landlords’
estates, and precisely for this reason would seek a compromise
with the monarchy on the basis of a constitution on the Prussian
pattern. To-Plekhanov’s idea of an alliance between the pro-
letariat and the liberal bourgeoisie, Lenin opposed the idea of
.an alliance between the proletariat and the peasantry. The
aim of the revolutionary collaboration of these two classes he
proclaimed to .be the éstablishment of the * bourgeois-demo-

cratic dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry” as =

the only means of cleansing the Czarist empire of its feudal-
police refuse, of creating a free farmers’ system, and of clearing
the road for the development of 6apxta.hsm along American
lines. Lenin’s formula represented a gigantic step forward in
that, in' contrast @ Plekhanov’s, it correctly indicated the
central task of the revolution, namely, the democratic over-
turn of agrarian relations, and equally correctly sketched out
the only realistic combination of class forces capable of solving
this task. But up to 1917 the thought of Lenin himself rémained -
bound to the traditional concept of the * bourgeois ” revolu-
“tion. Like Plekhanov, Lenin proceeded from the premise that
only after the “ completion of the bourgeois democratic revolu-
tion >’ would the tasks of the socialist revolution come on the
order of the day. Lenin, moreover, contrary to the legend
later manufactured by the epigones, considered that after the
completion of the democratic overturn, the peasantry, as
peasantry, could not remain the ally of the proletariat. Lenin
based his socialist hopes on the agricultural labourers and
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~ INTRODUCTION

the semi-proletarianized peasants who sell their labour-
power, '

The weak point in Lenin’s conception was the internally
contradictory idea of the “ bourgeois-democratic dictatorship
of the proletariat and the peasantry.” A political bloc of two
classes whose interests only partially coincide excludes a
dictatorship. Lenin himself emphasized the fundamental
limitation of the * dictatorship of the proletariat and the
peasantry ”’ when he openly called it bourgeois. By this he
meant to say that for the sake of maintaining the alliance with
the peasantry the proletariat would, in the coming revolution,
have to forgo the direct posing of the socialist tasks. But
this would signify, to be precise, that the proletariat would
have to give up the dictatorship. In that event, in whose hands
would the revolutionary power be concentrated ? In the hands
of the peasantry ? But it is least capable of such a role.

Lenin left these questions unanswered up to his famous
Theses of April 4, 1917. Only here did he break for the first
time with the traditional understanding of the  bourgeois ™
revolution and with the formula of the “ bourgeois-democratic
dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry.” He declared
the struggle for the dictatorship of the proletariat to be the sole
means of carrying out the agrarian revolution to the end and
of securing the freedom of the oppressed nationalities. The
regime of the proletarian dictatorship, by its very nature, -
however, could not limit itsélf to the framéwork of bourgeois
property. The rule of the proletariat automatically placed
on the agenda the socialist revolution, which in this case was
not-separated from the democratic revolution by any historical
period, but was uninterruptedly connected with it, or, to put
it more accurately, was an organic outgrowth of it. At what
tempo the socialist transformation of society would occir and
what limits it would attain in the nearest future would depend-
not only upon internal but upon external condijtions as well.
The Russian revolution was only a link in the international
revolution. Such was, in” broad outline, the essence of the
conception of the permanent (uninterrupted) revolutirn. It
was precisely this conception that guaranteed the victory of
the proletariat in October. o At s

But such is the biter irony of history : the experience of
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the Russian Revolution not only did not help ithe Chinese
proletariat but, on the contrary, it became, in its reactionary,
distorted form, one of the chief obstacles m its path. The
Comintern of the epigones began by canonizing for all countries
of the Orient the formula of the * democratic dictatorship of
the proletariat and peasantry > which Lenin, influenced by
historical experience, had acknowledged to be without value.
As always in history, a formula that had outlived itself served
to cover a political content which was the direct opposite of
that which the formula had served in its day. The mass
plebian, revolutionary alliance of the workers and peasants,
sealed through the freely elected Soviets as the direct organs of
action, the Comintern replaced by a bureaucratic bloc of
party centres. The right to represent the peasantry in this
bloc was unexpectedly given to the Kuomintang, ic., a
thoroughly bourgeois party vitally interested in the preservation
. of capitalist property, not only in the means of production but
in land. The alliance of the proletariat and the peasantry
was broadened into a “bloc of four classes” : workers,
peasants, urban petty bourgeoisie, and the so-called “ national
bourgeoisie. In other words, the Comintern picked up a formula
discarded by Lenin only in order to open the road to the politics
of Plekhanov and, moreover, in a masked and therefore more
harmful form. :
To justify the political subordination of the proletariat to the
bourgeoisie, the theoreticians of the Comintern (Stalin,
Bukharin) adduced the fact of nnpcnahst oppression w}uch
supposedly impelled “ all the progrcsswe forces in the country
to an alliance. But this was precisely in its day the argument
of the Russian Mensheviks, with the difference that in their
case the place of imperialism was occupied by Czarism. In
reality, the subjection of the Chinese Communist Party to the
Kuomintang signified its break with the mass movement and a
- direct betrayal of its historical interests. In this way the
catastrophe of the second Chinese revolution was prepared
under the direct leadership of Moscow.
" To many political philistines who in politics are inclined to
substitute ““ common sense >’ guesses for scientific analysis, the
controversy among the Russian Marxists over the nature of the
revolution and the dynamics of its class forces seemed to be
xxi
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sheer scholasticism. Historical experience revealed, however,
the profoundly vital significance of the * doctrinaire formulas »’
of Russian Marxism. Those who have not understood this
up to to-day can léarn a great deal from Isaacs’ book. The
politics of the Communist International in China showed
convmcmgly what the Russian Revolution would have been
converted into if the Menshewks and the Social Revolutionaries
had not been ‘thrust aside in time by the Bolsheviks. In
China the conception of the permanent revolution was con-
firmed once more, this txme not in the form of a victory, but of
a catastrophe. .

It would, of course, be impermissible to xdcnufy Russia and
China. Wxth all their i important common tr:uls, the differences
are all too obvious. But it is not hard to convince oneself that
these differences do not weaken but, on the contrary, strengthen
the fundamental conclusions of Bolshevism. In one  sense
Czarist Russia was also a colonial country, and this found its
expression in the predominant rolc of foreign capital. But the
Russian bourgeoisie enjoyed the benefits of an immeasurably -
greater independence from foreign imperialism than the
Chinese bourgeoisie. Russia itself was an imperialist country.
With all its meagreness, Russian liberalism had far more serious
traditions and more of a basis of support than the Chinese. To
the Left of the liberals stood powerful petty bourgeois parties,
revolutionary or semi-revolutionary in relation to Czarism.
The party of the Social Revolutionaries managed to find
considerable support among the peasantry, chiefly from its
upper layers. The Social Democratic (Menshevik) Party led
behind it broad circles of the urban petty bourgeoisie and
labour aristocracy. It was precisely these three parties—the
Liberals, the Social Revolutionaries, and the Mensheviks—
who for a long time prepared, and 4n 1917 definitely formed, a
coalition which was not yet then called the People’s Front but
which had all of its traits. In contrast to this the Bolsheviks,
from the eve of the revolution of 1905, took up an irreconcilable
position in relation to the liberal bourgeoisie. Only this policy,
which achieved its highest expression in the * defeatism * of
1914-1917, enabled the Bolshevik Party to conquer power.

The differences between China and Russia—the incompar-
ably greater dependence of the.Chinese bourgeoisie on foreign
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capital, the absence of independent revolutionary traditions,
_among the petty bourgeoisie, the mass gravitation of the workers
and peasants to the banner of the Comintern—demanded a
still more irreconcilable policy—if such were possible—than
that pursued’in Russia. Yet the Chinese section of the Comin-
tern, at Moscow’s command, renounced Marxism, acccpted
the reactionary scholastic *“ principles of Sun Yatssen,” and
entered the ranks.of the Kuomintang, submitting to its dis-
cipline. In other words, it went much further along the road
of submission to the bourgecisic than the Russian Mensheviks
or Social Revolutionaries ever did, The same fatal policy is
now being repeated in the conditions.of the war with Japan.
How could the bureaucracy emerging from the Bolshevik
Revolution apply in China, as throughout the world, niethods
fundamentally opposed to those of Bolshevism ? It would be
far too superﬁcial to answer this question with a reference to
the incdpacity or ignorance of this or that individual. The
gist of the matter lies in this : together with the new conditions
of existence the bureaucracy acquired new methods of thinking.
The Bolshevik Party led the masses. The bureaucracy began to
order them about. The Bolsheviks won the possibility of leader-
ship by correctly expressing the interests of the masses. The
bureaucracy was compelled to resort to command in order
to secure its own interests against those of the masses, The
method of command was naturally extended to the Communist
International as well. The Moscow leaders began quite
scnously to imagine that they could compel-the Chinese
bourgeoisie to move to the Left of its interests and the Chinese
workers and peasants to the nght of theirs, along the dlhgonals
drawn in the Kremlin, Yet it is the very essence of revolution
that the exploited as well as the exploiters invest their interests
with the most extreme expression. If hostile classes could move
along diagonals, there would be no need for a civil war. Armed
by the au%honty of the October Revclution and the Communist
International, not to mention inexhaustible financial resources,
the bureaucracy transformed the young Chinese Communist
Party from a motive force into a brake at the most important
moment of the revolution. In contrast to Germany and Austria,
where the bureaucracy, could’shift part of the responsibility for -
defeat to the Social Democracy, there was no Social Democracy
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in China. The Comintern had the monopoly in ruining the
Chinese Revolution.

The present domination of the Kuomintang over a consider-
able section of Chinese. territory would have been impossible
without the powerful national revolutionary movement of the
masses in 1925-1927. The massacre of this movement on the
‘one hand concentrated power in the hands of Chiang Kai-shek,
and on the other doomed Chiang Kai-shek to half~-measures in
the struggle against imperialism. The understanding of the
- course of the Chimese Revolution has’ in this way the most
direct significance for an understanding of the course of the
Sino-Japanese war. This historical work acquires thereby
the most actuel political significance.

War and revolution will be interlaced in the nearest future
history of China. Japan’s aim, to enslave for ever, or at least
for a long time to come, a gigantic country by dominating its
strategic centres, is characterized not only by greediness but
by wooden-headedness. Japan has arnved much toe late.
Torn by internal contradictions, the empire of the Mikado
cannot reproduce the history of Britain’s ascent. On the other
hand, China has advanced far beyond the India of the seven-
teenth and eighteenth centuries. Old colonial countries are
nowadays waging with ever greater success a struggle for their
national independence. In these historic conditions, even if the
present war in the Far East were to end with Japan’s victory,
and even if the victor himself could escape an internal cata-
strophe during the ffext few years--and neither the former nor
the latter is in the least assured—Japan’s domination over
China would be measured by a very brief period, perhaps only
the few years required to give a new impulse to the economic
life of China and to mobilize its labouring masses once more.

The big Japanese trusts and concerns’ are already following
in the wake of the army to divide the still unsecured booty. The
Tokyo Government is seeking to regulate the appetites of the
financial cliques that would tear North China to pieces. If
Japan were to succeed in:maintaining its conquered positions
for an interval of some ten years, this would mean, above all,
the intensive industriahzation of North China in the military
interests of Japanese imperialism. New railways, mineg, power-
stations, mining and metallurgical enterprises, and  cotton
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