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The Soviet Union and Its Bourgeois Critics

“YWe can measure the imbegile Dotures
of the mudern bourgesisic by the altitudes
ite tgpreat sceileels’ can seacly’”

This.is how Muarx long age character-
ized die bourgeois “brains” in the realm
of the seience of political economy. This
estimate still holds true, However, this
does not in the least lessen the dungers
to the working class in the analyses and
“theorics™ of capitalist political and econ-
OMIC UK eris.

A recent series of articles on the Sove
iet Union and the Communist Interna-
tivnal by Durunty in the New York
Times, Jdeverly written and couched in
many superlicislly pro-Sevict terms, con
stitites one of the most dungerous anti-
Suvict, anti-Commnunist attacks yet made
in this country. Duranty, it must be
remembered, is to ordinary newspaper
cortespendent.  In powers of observation,
palitical  education and  general under
standing of the Soviet systern he stands
head aed shoulders above his colleagues
o the American ruling chuss press. Yot
after years of observation, Duranty showas
his total failure o grusp the fundument
als of the class strugple by coming to
ridiculous and reactionary couclusions.

Obvicously, the bourgeoisie is wmuch dis-
turhed over the Sovier Union's  great
progresd  in Sociabist  construction ey
necially over the fuct that (b comes at
the same time that the whole capitalist
world is steeped (0 so serious a crisis aod
the breakdown of its economy Is growing
steadily worse.  That's why they are so
caper and interested to undermine the
growing interest and faith of the toil-
ing musses Lo thy Socialist progress of
the Soviet Union.  This expluing the
harmony of e capitalist chorus throout
the world which odiculously “grected”
Stulin's recent speech, lLelure the Saviet
industrial experts, as “u retreat from Com-
muniswm, & reburn b capitulisn”. Lo
foftunately, insofar as Duranty in parti
cwlar iy concerned At nwst be said thar
a good deal of the falric of his ant-
Sovier phantasivs is woven from the prac-
tices, the extrivagant factionsl boasts and
the clique tulk and nmancuvers ot the
Stalin regime dtself. This New York
Times expert has appurently deswn con-
siderable  inspirution fram the “leader-
ship cult™ su coergetically propagated in
the lugt factivnal strugele in the Com-
munist Pacty of the Soviet Union by the
Stalin supporters.

In hiy last series Duranty thus caised
soe fundumental  questions which  de-
mina] larification. Let us examine thege
problems.

o %
Morxigm-Leninism * Thruz Bourgeois
. Spectacles

Ducanty presents the essence of his es-
timite ol the Sovict Union when he
chides so-callod “YWestcrn Marxists™ and
his vwn “bourgeois critics” because “they
fail to understand that™:

“The deadsont principle of the Soviet

Univa, tho eulled Moxgisar or Conuweanish,

I new o very diferent thing fom the

theorgtictl counceplion advaocel by Karl

Mur= . - ’

“Ile domiunt pringiple v Russin te-
day s not Muexism or even Teoinism,

zl.jltlu;_l'::u.' Latter iy s olficial wele, bt
Swalmisie . -,

UEralinism s oo tree thar s grown
frome the alian seed of Marsisin plaoied in
Hnssinn soil and whether slert Sacialists

fike it oor s01 00 s a0 Kussian tree. Stal-
it booy Tas e what et only -
tempted, 1L las re-estalbished the semi-

divioe suprgieg e ucy of ihe Ooperial
ielea and has placed ibsell o the Krewlin
Laranie g cuber whose latest word aw all
e all and whase frown spelfs death.

“The Five Year Plan is uothing amore vr
less than applied Stalinism*™ (New Yook
Times, fung 19, 1931),

In the sume violent anti-Sowviet strain
Duranty, under cover of complimenting
Stalin, thus lets his imoginacion further
run tiot:

“Wlhere Marxisig theerized  Statioism
acts. Moacxivin says: 'Elasiunte closs Jdis-
tinctions", and Sralivisn dees se by stmple
und effeciive provess of destruction, s
Twoerlaee  desteoyed his enenties or the
Hebrew  prophet slew for the glory of
Jebowvall, It is hard aoud lwerible  For
twmikictl ceinbney  Aokerici tu hear ihis
but facts are fuets, ., . Su o Twoeclowe
swagde pyranids of hostile skalls, or Same
uel lewsd Agag in pieves beforo the
Lord” ™ (New York Tiues, Juwe 24, 1931%.
“Leninisoni—unywiy, at the lbeel, ax the

reeords show—waz a4 sort of debating so-

ceety wlhere a soudl groop of devoted comn-

rades disewssed policios, steetimes yast.

b time dod enecey G disewssion, with

freedome anl equality,

“Eralidsm 35w imgeerial osceptre, oot
decked with the polden orb and cross anal
the Orlull diueou of Cearist rule Lot a
bar of polished steel™ (June 27, 1931}
Could any onc muke o more frantic

appeal to the fundamental <luss interests
of the American exploiters? Byt Duyran-
by gues on to seb up a dividing line be-
tween Stalin and Lenin and Marx and
Stalin on such  busic questioms as  the
peiasantry, the national question, and even
the prodetarivn dictatership. He declares:

" The Kuliks who goder Lenin.
fsmt oweore o almost peivileged class, vo-
codraged to work aned prasper .., (New
Yark Times, June 24, 19515

“One of the most evident ways i whick
Suviet Wussia iv owebifying Marxism is in
the motter of nationalilies mul Sovied Fed-
eralion™ {Tape 20, 1730}

“Karl Morx conveived of (he establish-
ment of & proletarian  diceatocship inoa
highly industrialiced state where the act-
ual majority of the popalation woobl e
urban workers  speaking  the  same lan.
guage wnd hiaviog the same needs, hahits,
aml aims" (Tune 26, 1931.)

It iz easy to see what poison there is
for the workers in this estimate, What
subtle blows. are here aimed at the un-
derlying Leninist foundation of the U1, 3,
5. R.!' What forces of demoralization
and hostility such conceptions can let
loose amone the workers who are for
the Soviet Univn Bécause they wery cor-
rectly see in it the embadiment and the
beginnings of the realizationr of Marx-
ism, of Leninism in life, in cheir cwn
davs and time! )

It is necéssary 6 begin in AB.C. fash-

by Jay Lovestone

jon in vrder to dispell these misconcep:

tens as well as o svund a bmely warn-
g to those comeades who for lactional
reasang hpve been dnstitufing a Tatalin

cult” in the Comsuunist Farty ob che
soviet Umon and  the Cowmintern and
who repestedly sprak  of  the  boviet

Usion “wnder the leadership of Magx,
Lenin and Stalin® {Browder) .
L I

Lenin on Baexism
Wlhar I edurxsue? Swlat is Lendoiso?
Ls wmere such @ onuap as Slanmisend Ly
as LUk T fhe grealose pupll and loliow:
er of varx, benoos, W oo sOWd csbiitiate
o Ielarxise:
Salisland Inipuses upan us the datly ol
Lihiberg ceem stan hans alild GLJECLIVELY
liauie wiew DI T ClEss Ielalbbrns and ol
Cin ooty ul ey
Al wwlsheyiks lave ul-
ways Lied tw Deonulhinl oo il el
Ko, weiebud et e GlIve e
frgut fue pual ol wiew ol Chose who de-
give (o g a seientifie basis fur ched
pulivy . . ..

ML LA Maslst asust lake wegomil of
veal * Llile, ol the exaet fugey ol sealily,

[ATTIR PITTRN YT Juaas

torical fuornutit,

and  wwb Lo oen to the wails of e
twurtgs ol yestenday, wWhicly Bhke every
Weory, abl laosk only agtlive the  fusls-
wentul, the gewerad and du ot vente near
ehugl by the congelegities ol bifs .
e Marxisl does Lot leave the fian
mromil of (b awaysis ob cliss reiusion”

wWith the above us our standurd, zely-
ing oo this yardstick ol Marxisia, it 1
patent that the Union of Sodalist Sov-
wt Republics today, the policies of the
wommunist Party of the Soviet Union
1 which the U, 5. 8 R, is adhering,
e founded on the bedrock of Marxistu,
anthe seientilic, revolutivnary teachings
s Marx, All telk about Tamerclane, even
o under the chocolate coating of “Stal-
mism™, 1s caleulated
discredit and destroy the base of -support
of the Union ol Socislist Sovier Repub-
des auong the ever ncreusing wasses who
selieve i it and are inspired by it

“.n

Liberty and the Proletarian Dictatorship
In ideological structure amd in politi-
cal rtactics and conclosions Marxisne Qs
evolutivnury,  DBukhacin has correetly
soid:  “Macxism s the alpebra of the
evolution’” and “his {(Mare's) teaching is
shat social development inevitally leads
w the digtatership of the proletacie™

And when Eauesky still had a breath
of revolutiosury spirit e his teachings
he eryphasized that Marx and  Engels
“eoined the phrase ‘dictatorship of the
profetaciut’ which Engels delended short-
ly beflure his death in 18917 The lust
time {ubour a guartcr of a ceatury age)
when Kautsky cven tipped his hat to
the revelutionary teachiogs of Marxism
he spoke of “the seizure of the puwers
of the state,” by.the proleturiat {The
Ruad 1o Puwer).
© Marx minced no words when he in-
sisted in lis Critigue of the Gutha Pro-
granu

Slletween the capittlist mul the Con
nuList systvos [Pl present status da the

Soaviet Uniond of sociely lies the peried

of the revelulionary tonslernition of e

one dito dwe otler,  This ceccespouds 1o

w politicsl trapsitien perisl, whose siate

cin be nothing else hut the revalution-

ary  dictitoeslip af the proletaria,”

The Social-Demoecrats, who are always
prepared to wse brutal viclenes for the
Bosses and apainst the workers, shudder
at and denounce terror aned ruthlessness
of the victorious proletariaf agwinst the
capitalists and landlords, apainst the over
thrown ruling class.  And this apposition
is supposed to be (n the pame of Mare
ism!  MNuw comes along Duranty and pas-
rots the coltured ipnorance of the. Marx-
ism of the epipones, of the perverters of
Marzisin,  OF eourse, Duranty, being o
liveawive newspaperman and  first closs
journglist, doesi’t merely stup ab a nega
tive. e goes fuether and thus sttenpts
te strike an ¢ven more dapngerous blow at
the Sowviet Union.  Duranty’s thesis is
that ruthlessuess in crushingg the defeat-
ed ruling class, chat the smashing of

“class lines, is something foreign to Moarx

isin and Eeninism but it a special feat-
ure of his pet creativn “Stalinism.™
What are the facts? Fiest of all, Marx

never viewed the dictatorship of the pro-

letariat as a change of cabinet; he saw
it as a new and distinct type of govern-
wetital mwachine not growing out of the
capitnlist state hut coming out of the de-
struction of the bourgevis state. The pro-
letaring  dictutorship, according to Muarx
and Lenin, is based oo violence apgainst
the capitalists,

Warx and Engels thus put the question
clearly:

hokum  anning W

Marxism and Russian Kevolution

“The working elass cannot , cenfine it
self to taking possession of o ready-minle
governowental  state nachine  amd  sertig
it guing for s ownt” (Prefice to the
Civil YWar in France.)

Phe prolztacian revelotion has wot ta
traitseie the  military  awl boreancralic
machinne from ume hand e ancibier, as
Yas been dong wp W the present ot st
Dreak it . .. - 7 {Marx:—Letters to Kug-
clmann}.

More than that.  Marx never vicwed
this as w sngle ael but a3 o process over
years,  He said:

“You will have o go thru fifoeen, twen-
ty br Lty yuwes of civil and doternstiowal
war, not only e change soeial relution-
shipy, but alse e rransfoom yourselves and
ke yourselves Gt for political dobios.
tioa'”

Funther developing this theory of Marx,
Lenin said:

P proletarian cevolulion s inneossi-
Ble without the wiolent slestruetion of the
bowrgenis governountad owchioe and the
putiing o thes wew ooe inoits pliee™
And then Lenin shows:

"The dictatorship of e proletaciat is
the st hecuie and  buplicable war of
the wew glass aguiust it more powerlul
engmy, the bourgesisie, whose gpower of
vesistunce is nereased teofuld by its wver-
theuw . - . Lo diclatovship of the pro-
levuring is o relentless seruggle with blowd-
shed and withowt, a =wouggle both vielen
ad pereelul aoilitary aod economie, gl
weatial  xnel  ateisistcutive, a new  war
agrainst the Torces and  wrwditions uf the
old wrder (Lefe Wing Communism].

In the face of this, why dees Duranty
speak snecringly of Muex as the “theor
ist, in a disparaging sense und of Lenio
as a “debating society” Jeader—but of
Sralin us o wan of activn against the old
order?  Oaly the foals or the factional-
ly-pevverted would think this “glovifica-
tion™ by Duranty of Stalin as agoinst
Marx und Lenin grows increly perhaps
wut of his ignorance of Marx and Lenin
grd personal admiration of Stalin. No.
We Lelieve there is moethod in Duaenty's
madness,  The method and aim are ob-
vigus when we do not forget that when
Duraney speaks of Comrade Stalin us
the leader of the Bolshevik patty of the
Soviet Union he compares him e Tame
erlane. Thiz'is shamelul slunder of the
Soviet Union.  Certainly Tamerlane bed
no movement building & Socialist 2 class
less sugicty—a socicty frec from exploita
tion and oppression—the kind of socie-
1y now being built in ¢he Soviet Union
under the inspiration and leadership of
the ©. P, & U, of which Statin is teday
the cutstunding ligure.

Cuoe need not argue with Duranty
about liberty- and freedom in the United

States.  Wery likely he knows at least as
mucl about Colorada, West Virginia,
Ohin, Western Pennsylvania,, and the

rest of the stars in the American flag as
he knows about the Soviet Union. How-
ewer, since he talks so onuch of liberty
and cries so much aboul its absence in
the Union of Socialist Sovier Republics
and the cuthless smashing of class lines
in the Soviet Union lbecause the latter
is supposedly [ounded on his invention
of Stalivisin instead of Marxism, we ure
prompted to remind hiim of the splen
did deffnition of liborty made by Marx:
ULiberty consises oo this, thau the state
iz trausforneed  Froin owb organ separior
to swdiety fhia ofe syhordinate o icg awl
wyeil todlny state bnstitutions aod mwore or
less free in proporiion &5 they lintit the
frendime ol e Seaee''t
From ihis dialectical, scientilic wview-
point, regardless of how the New York
Tines and the Kulaks may deplare, de
spise and despair, there is more liberty
i the Soviet Union today—Tfor ihé
overwhelining majority of the population
than there i3 or ever was ar ever can
be in all of the capitalist countries of the
world put together,  Thus, in the Llpaie-
ed Brates the state is an srgan so su-
perior to suciety” as to club and jail
workers on strike, to keep them hungry
when jobless, to deport them when class-
ronseious,  On the other hand, in the
Sovier Union the State is so “subordinate
to it" (sociely) as to pravide for com-
plete social insurance for the workers.
practically  abolish  unemployment,  anel
take the peasantry out of the datk mis
ery they were immersed in duting the
many centuries of Crarisme and  capital-
Pisin,  The essence ol liberty prevails and
cgrows in Sociulist Russia.  The essence
"of liberty doesn't exist and can't devel
cop oor grow o capitabist United  Stares
cwith all its much-vaunted talk of being
~the “land of the free™ and Hoover's
lowd hoasts of ™rupged individualism™,

P Rewd the second nriiele in the se-
res: “Marz-Lenin-Stalin® i the next
1E5UE,

AGAINST A NEW REFORMIST PARTY!

(Contenued from Page 3)
textile Feld ., .

The advacacy  of classcollaboration,
gooperatipn with nanegement, peageful
and brotherly attitude toward the boss,
Christian feeling i the class-stroggle—
these are pot to be the characteristics of
revelutionariss.

»
YIL—C.P.L.A. Leadership Dioes Not

Stand For Revolutionary Overthrow

of Capitalism

Wery sipnificane and of the utmost fine
portance ds the facr char the thesis that
the Mationul Committee has drawn wp,
tho several times it is mentioned that
aapitalism must be abolislied and a work-
s republic set up, not once Is tomen-
ivned that this ¢an be done only theu
revelutionary struggle; that is, thtu use of
armed force by the werking class . . . It
‘s pecudinr that the thesis spends so much
thoe on a plan for sAmerican econeiy
bue is silent on the guestion of revolu-
tionary avertheow . . .. The fact of the
watter is that the. leadership of the O
P. L. A has.a refarmise attitude on’ this

*

fundamental question . . .
& ¥ ¥
VII.—The Conciliatory Attitude of che

C.PLA, Toward the Socialist Parcy »

It is an accident that the thesls treuts
the Socialist party s politely?  Ie says:
“The Sogialist party in the United States
today does not have a clear, working-
class otlentation.”  The Swocialist party,
which has an anti-working class erienta-
tion, which betrays the workers, has given
up the cluss strupple, stands for reform-
ism and bourpeots democracy . . L L s
merely said "ot to have o clear working
class orientation.”

The Sacialist party is helabored for not
having succecded in “winning the confi-
dence of Aunerican workers™  As tho
that were a tragedy! It would have been
a tragedy had the Swocialist patty won
mare influence )

. *
X.—Another Refermist Sect on the
Labor Scene

Precisely 'at a time when unity and

clarity is necessary for the Americun

working class, the CP.LA embarks up-
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