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ERBFR STATEMENT OF FESICNAT ION

To the National Committee and the liembership of the Workers Party:
Dear Comrades:

As nmost of the party has come to know from my participation in
both organized and informal discussions, my views have been increas-
ingly at variance with the of'ficial positions of the orgaaization,
Since my differences obviously corpose a definite patteorn of tnought,

have occupied myself et lenght:, in the course of the last ysar, in
en e ffort to think those differesnces through to their sourca., £Ls I
studied the evolution of the party's theoretical program, and sourht
to understand our tasks and role in the context of the new problems,
the more d4id I find it necessary to proble those concepts we have re-
zardsd &s fundamentalsof our wov7crent,

The July Plenum of the Natiounal Committee, in its reverzal of the
Politinal Committee's position con the Marshall Plan, hss »rouszht ny
diffe-ences to a head. This action, combined with the curront ef-
forts to convert the party into a politically-sxclusive propszanda
group, heve erded the hcpe I had that the /P would pioneer a new

Marxist apnroach, free cf the oitlived dozsmas of the past. It has be-
g s -

come clear to me that this is impossible without a recognition that
the old movements are dead, and that it is necessary to cast up a
balancs sheet of historical exporience since the Russian fevolution,
Without the latter, every attempt =t a new arproach to the totally

iffsocnt probloms proscntcd by sle vorld of today will bog Ao in
the dogmas of the past, '

Unlike the official Trotsiyist movement, the VWiorkers  Party has
not clesed its eyes to the vast chianges that mark of £ our world from
that of the early Comintern. ¥»%, it has been unable to coumprehend
clearly the new situation becaunse its vision is obscured by blinders
which prevent the “P from censidering those solutions thast contradict
its funcamental doctrines. Tha2 arest merit of the WP has booen its
contribution toirard an understanding of thoe phenomenon of Stalinisn,
which opencd up the possibility of seeins basically new problems,

dc have defined the Stalinist social order as a form of collect-
ivism wiiich is not only anti-canitalist, but also anti-Socialist,
The poseibllity that capitalisu could be replaced by a new social ore-
der other than Socialism was nover conceived of by Marx or Lornin, -
to a study cf the new phenoienon,

Y ity of a burcaucratic collectivist
society in his article The UR3R In +ar, written or the outhiena’r of
World ar II. However, Irots:; weck the poaition that it +as neccese
sary to suspend Juimment of the Mture of Russia pending the outcoms
of the war, which L2 cypected would end in proeoletarisn revolutions,

In his opinion, tho feilure of the proletariat to take power would
lead bto ite furthicr decline, the triumph of world totalisarianisn,
the scllipse of civilization, and with it the recogniticr that scienti-

Trotsky, whe dcvoted hinm
admittcd the theoretical poss
L

fic Socialism, besed on the econtircdictiors of caritalism, had ended as. .
; " 2 2 Sl Rdiag ' >

" & utopisa, The strigslc would then be rodiced €0 & Maofinse of fh8
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totalitarian bureaucratic society" on the basis of a "new 'minimum?
program," '

The end of the war saw Trotsky's fears of a totalitarian world
half rcalized. The totalitarian slave empire advanced into the very
hcart of Furope. As a consequence, a large part of the world is
now or-senized on the basis of a sccial arder whose intcrral lzws of
motion remain, by large measur3, on enigma to us. The old theories
of the movement, based upon capitalist production, with its conflict
bgtween bourgeoisie and proletariast, have no validity in this part
of tho world. The Communist iHanifesto tells us that ",,. the theory
of the Communists may be summed up in the single sentence: Abolition
of private property." Today, such "Communist theory" is not viewcd
as a "spectre" in the lands ruled by the Kremlin, Tito's rcsistance
.to the Russian demand that he abolish private property on the land
has given new hope to socialists and democrats everywhere. ' Under the
new social order of burcaucratic collectivism, somo of the mcst basic
tensts of Marxism have lost their recaning, :

If sciontific Socialism was based on the intcornal contvradictions
pitalism, on what are the pcrspectives for Socialism to be based
in the bureaucratic collectivist world? In view o our ignorance of
the lavs of motion of this new scciety, we can rest our hopss only

on the historical truth that man vill rever be content in slavery,

In short, the hope in this part of the world rests upon nant's age-old
struzgle for freedom, .

Yet what is the nature of the struggle for freedom undor bureau-
eratic colleetivism? It e-rtainly een no loncer be thousht of in
terms of the traditional class struggle, i.c,, in terms of *thc old
Marxist concept that the prolctariat is the only progressive class
in socicty. In a sense, the very nature of the prolstariat has undere
gone a funcamental change. Undor capitelism, the proleteriat is the
class thot has no property and can only live by the sale of its labor
power, But in terms of this dafinition who is not & proletarisn in
Russia? It is necessary to discaré the whole bag and bagzasc of tra-
ditional class formulae in refirence to & completely developsd burcauw
cratic collectivist country, and long with .it, the concept of & dice
tatorship of the proletariat, and Soviets, Vhere state property _
has roplaced private property, &tiie conquest or democracy and Ircedom
equates the realization of socialism, In these countriecs the strugsle
for. deiiocracy is the struggle for socialism. The opposition to the
totalitarian regime will take the form of a pecoplet!s movenont, the
nation 2gainst the police statc., Its rallying cry will bs ‘#ccdom
and Dsuocracy " '

Yet the WP position on Rus:zic, bowing to sacrosanct forulac of
the past, opposes the convocation of 2 Constituent Asserbly, ond secs
the anti-Stalin revelutfion in tiw classical Treotskyist torms or a
returmm to the Sovicts of the esarly 19020's, Ffearful of Qu-sticning
olda fundementals, the party has shied avay from rccosnizing chat there
can D2 n¢ rcturn to the Russia of 1017, But a recognition of the
rew roalities lerves little room for the old cliches,

- The world of capitolism has also undergone grcat changss thnt
challonge many of our fundamental conecpts. The stote kas undersnken
increasingly wider ccornomic functicns to provent disintegrat.con =nd
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cheos, These efforts have modified many of the contradictions of
capitalism. The concept of a "final erisis" in the economic realm
becomes ever less tenable, European capitalism was dealt a blow by
wartime cdestruction and dislocation, from which it has rnanazed to
survive cnly due to American aid, Without the latter, a t otal cole
lapse wovld heve been unavoidable and Stalinism would have rushed in
to £ill the void.

Moenwhile, contrary to our pre-war prognoses, bour geols democracy
has had e rebirth. in purone in the post-war period, This development
stems from & number .of factors: the widespread desire of the masses
for freecom after the hell of Waziism, the influence of “nwland and
the UnZtcd States, the inability of the bourgeoisie to censhitute
themselves 'as sole rulers in the fzce of the Stalinis+ mxss nicvement,
and the need of the bourgeoisie for a free labor movement as & counter-
weight to Stalinism. However, in the long run, the trend to:ard
state intervention in the econon throush 2 bureaucratic maCALnery
will increasingly restrict the sshere dithin which democracy c2n be
~ effective., The n“tionalizAtion o’ economy in a well-estanlished

democracy like Enclard, requires the most careful and unprsjuliced
© study Ly Marxists to determlnb %hc relations between netionzlization
and democratic p”ocesses.

The post-war period demcnstirated how far the proletariat has de-
clinsd from the position it held after the First World Var, vhen
its offensive was the dominant fcctor in European politics, No new
Bolshsevik movement has arisen to replace the vacuum left by the
Stalinization of the old Communist movement, while the reforuist
parties hive sunk even deeper into the swamp of p“rliamcntarigﬁ.

This led us to conclude that Sozizlism has disappearcd froum the top
of the agenda for the Europeen worizing class, The WP's resolutions
_stated thet the heope of thre prolﬁu“riat rests upon its ability to
defend the democratic arena azainst Stalinism &nd capitalist reaction,
while it re-ostablishes itself ds & force capable of unrrrSuaﬂding
and achieving its historic role,

Yet the party's thinking in specific crises tends to shy away
from solut ions dictated by this pcrspective end revert to lessons
from Lenin's bcok of strategy of 1917 as revealed in our d-mand that
‘the P be ousted from thre MRP-);-PP govennment during the crisis of .
1946, instead of demanding the ousting of the CP, (The minority,
which oprosed the slogarn & "CP-SP to Power," dared unot even think ef
the latter alternative, and thercfore had no polltlcal nroposals
whatsoever,) Hecre too, the WP cannot seek answers in directinns that
lead to reopecning what it considoers to be closed books, ) .

1"
23

Our tasks in tke democrntic countries is the defense of the
democritic arena agoinst the inSorrnl pressure of the Stelinist mtss
movemcnt on the one side, ard canitalist reaction on the other, n~nd
acainst the exteornal threat of totnlitarian military force, In this
process we s:2¢k to re-cstablish tihe proletariat as an indepondent
force that will eventually prov: strong enouch to take the political
pover nccessary to renlace cavitnlism with Socialism, This iz &n
excecdingly comylex and ¢ifficult tesks. It hoes bocome 5o beciuse
“the strueple for uoci :lism has bocen hurled tack so for that o vhole
range Of historic gsins which were schicved in succesaive stozes by
the rising vorking class movement, must be rcecstahlished undor oxe

. . . ' - 2066

.
1
s,
-



ele
seedingly unfavorable circumptances.

Enough of the old world has survived to mske the Socialist pers-
pective valid. But vhat kind of strategy. is necessary to roclize it?
In wha booirs will we find it outlined? From which fundzamentals do
we begin? o

_ it is only out of mentel laziness end nostalgla that we call
oursclves Trotskyists; laziness, because we have not tsken the trouble
to dofine Jjust what Trotskyism is, end nostalgia, bectuse it affords
us & tic to the glorious past, .

Trotskyism existed as a prosram for the sa2lvction of the Fussian
Revolution from Stalinlst degeneration, This mission come 4o on end .
when we décclared that there was nothing of the Russian Rovoplution
left to be saved; it had been transformed into totalitarian counter-
revolution, o

The lzst hope for the Trotsizyist perspective was that the Second
World ‘ifar would end as the first one had, with a successful proletari-
en revelution, Trotsky, . as did 211 of us, firmly believed it would,
In this event, Stalinism would have becn crushed, end the Trotskyvist
perspactive would have been vindicated in the recconstitution of a
Leninis®t internationsl, As it wos, the Second Vorld ivar, insteecd of
unlzashing & new revolutionary tide, only served to reveal to us hw
far the prospccets of revolution haé receded since its hich tide, In
geuging the cxtent of this retro'rcssion, we honestly and soberly
declarcd that tho strugglefor poicr was removed from the hosd of the
agenda, Wo viewed all talk of “revolutionary situations" snd “struggle.
for pover" in the context of the nresent situation as the blabbering
of incurable romantics, or the riturlistic rocitations of thooreticnl
ignoranmuscs who could not undarstand thet the Second Viorld i/ar haé
produced & world vastly diffcrent from that in which their tcxtbook -
the resolutions of the Filrst Four Congresses of the Comintern had boen
written,

These self-nvored orthodox “rotskyists, who keep at tha originel
Trotsiyist mission of saving the Russian Révolutioh, have dascncrated
with it. Trotsky's description c¢f the London Burcau as the intcrna-
‘tional of "squeczed-out lemons™ is exccedingly apgropriste for them, -

Trotskyism was the last living ideological link with the Eussian
Revoluticn end the old Bolshavik wiovement. If both the worliirs!
state cnd the old movement ero doad, with whet are they to bo rerlaced?
The Trotskyists (both the officirl Fourth snd oursclves) have cimed to
call back to 1lifé¢ the old Comintirn - "that of the First Four Consros-
ses" -~ as it was alwvays put with grest exectitude., The Trots'orist -
movement hns occupied itsclf with this task for the lest filtecen yeors,
in which pcriod countless tuctical moves - fusions, entrios, splits,
reunifications « have bedn trizd cnd exhausteds This hhs produccd
nothin~ beyond what the VP has nov come to recognize ns tho ciriesture
intarnationnl -« the Fourth « which docs not have sufficient 1lifc to
be michcken for the old Comint:vii's chost, Vorn out by their of-
‘forts, the Europzan Trrotskyist jvroups are ropidly crumbling, whilc in
this country the YP and the SWp (dospite the fanfare of the latter)
are in an impasse, .

Is it not time to ask whethor 2 resurrccted Comintorn, ieCe,
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Bolshevism, 1s really the instrument that corresponds to the nceds of
the Sociclist struggle in our world, one which differs so vastly
from thet in which the Russian u|xolu ion was such a primec factor?
We hava siated rcpectedly that after their expericrce vith foscism
tho worlkiers of Xurope wanted frccdom, and were opposed to all dice
tatoricl governments, including o dictatorship of the nroleterint,
Vhat vC?con heve we to believe that workers who reject Stalinism as
antiedciiocatic, will rally to the party that is identified with the
Leninist ’r“sion of dictatorship? £énd doos not the saue 2pply to
the En:lish and American workcors whose attachment to politiczl freee
dom has been reinforced by having witncssed thc consequences of
dictatorship in Germony and Russic? 4nd is it not possihle that
these “orkers arc rlght in identifylins their ecims with tho proscrve-
tion cnd cxtension of those dcaosictic processes cnd institutions
that alrcady exist? E :

In trying to answer.t qucetions for nmyvself I found it nee

hesc
cessary to re-examin: the RuSSi_‘ vanlutlon end the Leninizt prin-
ciples whieh it established, I concluded thet it is necessary 0 roe

ject the Loninist teachings on the relationship of dmocracy to so-
cialism, cond the road to power, :

Until the Russian Reveoluticn, larxists viewed the strizzle for
democracy as an integral part, of the strugmle for sociclism. The
achicvement of socislism was "So vin the bottle of domas re v, in
the worés of the Cormunist Manifcsto. It is unnccessary to estabe
lish this by refercnce to the ~uu‘ov1hptiv~ decurients and prozrams
of the Second International, insludinz the 1903 program of the Rus-
sian party. Lenin's ”rltlngs h:lcre the Russisn Revolution rnrovide
the bast proof, In 1315, -two yuars beforc the rcvoluticn, Lenin
wroto o

"4s to Comradc Parabellum, he, in the name of a Socinlist rev-
olution, scornfully rcjects o consistently rovolutionnry »rocromme
in the rcalm of democraey, This is Incorrect. The prolitorict cane
not bocome victor save through dewocrncy, i.c., through intreoducing
complate democracy and through cerbining with every step of its
movercnt dcrocrqtlc demonds formnalated most vig orouslv, most (ccisive-
ly. It is s¢nscless to contrast the Socinlist revolution ané the
revolut ion 1ry strugzle azainst copitnlism to onc of the guzstions of
domOuLMcy, in this casc the national qucstion, On the contrary, we
must cowbine the revoluticnary shtrugsle Agﬂinot cepltalisn with o
revelubticonary progremme and r-velu th”“Pj actics “claflv_ to cll
dewmocrotic demands: = republic, o militia, officinls elucted by the
pcorle, eque 1 rifFhts for womtn, sclfad- forlin 2tien of notions, ct
YVhile covitulism exists, all th oo demonds arc reelizahln on]v as
exczption, and in on incomplote, aistortad form. Rasing oursclves
on dcmiogracy ns it nlready exisits, oxposing its incompleotonsss under
ceplits iism, wo LdVOC.tL the ovoertnvow of coritolisin, oxpropriztion
of thc hourszoisie ns & ncezssary tnsis both for the rbelition of the
povnr‘” ¢ the mnsses end for 2 -ccomulote tnd wmenifold renlizn-ion of
all democrntic rofoms,  Seme o0 those reforms vwill ho strovtod vriop
to tho overthror of the bourg:nicic, otheors in tha process of the
gvorthrow, still othors after it his been cecomplisiicd, The Socinla-
ist r¢ v\*uflon is by no maans ﬂ single battle; on the contrary, it
is an cpeoen of o wholo sories ol battlos nround cll problams o eco-
rromic cnd democratic roeforms, ibh firn be comprlitod only by the cXe
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propriation of the bourgecisie. It is for the sake of this final aim
that vie rmust formlate in a cons lstepb]y revolut ionary manner every
one of our democratic demands. 1t is guite conceivable that the
vorkers of & certain country may overthrow the bourgeoisie bafore even
one fundamentel democratic refori: hes been realized in full. It is
entirelv inconceivable, however, that the proletariat as an historical
class will be able to defeat tne hourgeoisie if it is not prepared

for t“*s task by being educzated in the snirlt of the most counsistent
and determined revoluticnarv de.zocracy." (Collected ‘'orks, Vol, 18,

Pe 368,)

The ‘classical statement of pre-var Marxism on tke relaticnship
of desmcc:r-acy to the struggle for sccialism was contained in Rosa
Luxemburg'!s Reform or kevolution, a oanwhlo directed against the
opportunist wing of the movement: '

“In view of the fact that bourgeois liberalism has given up its
ghs t from fear of the growing la“or movement and its final aim, we
conclude that the socialist lanor movement is today the only support’
for that which is not the goal of the socialist movement = ccuCcracy,
¥ie must conclude that dewocracy can have no other support. ‘iz must
conclude thaet the socislist movement is not bourd to bourgeois demo-
cracy, hut that, on the contrary, the fate o democracy is bound with
the socielist movement, -We must conclude from this thet dprooracy
does not acquire greater chances of life in the measure that the
vrorking class renounces the struzile for its emancipation, but that,
on the contrary, dazocracy acquires greeter chances of survival as
the socisllist movement becemes sulficlently strong to struzsle against
the rcactionary consequences of icrld politics and the bourgcols
‘desertion of democracy. He who weculd streng*hen democracy should
“want to strengthen and not wealken the socialist movement, He who re-
riounces the strugple for secialisw renounces both the lavor uovement
-and democracye" :

The Bolsheviks rose to pover in the Russiar Kevolution on demo--
cratic slogans: "Down with the Keorensky Dictatorshipl Only the
Sovist Fower Will Convene the Constituent Assemblyl" Eowaver, after
_the Bolcheviks dissolved the Constituent Assembly, democrntic slogans
becase © wecapon c¢f their socialict opponents, while they tried to
give the relatimship of democrzcy to socialism a new lntovnr:tut‘on-
Not through political democracy, but through its overihrou would so-
jalism be achieved, ran the n~ir Folshevik dectrine, Demociracy vas
considered the fortress o the bourcecisie, dletatorship the “rcapon
of the working class. Democratic processes and institutions vere
described as bourgeois wearons to wlind the masses, The Comimunist
movement begsen to speak with conteoript of such demoe ratic ri- It &s
freedor: of speech, press, assewbly, and organization. Hourver
the bourccoisic was foolish enou-h to "mrant" these richts, they vere
to be “m?de use of ," in order to overthror the bourgccis donrocratic
B!

sirce

sta Parliaments were to. bz entered in. order to "blow them up from
Vlt 1b. Political freedom and cewocratic institubtions whicr +he
masses hed forcecd uporn the bour;tcisie in 1789, 1848, and in *ho ecarly
1900's, through the great geneval strikes for uaniversale surfrage,

werc nov dernounced &s traps set 6 ensnare the rroletarict,

In Lenints report to the Sccond All-Russian Trade Union Consress
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in 1919, he said:

“The cuesticn has to be pat in this way, that so long as property
remains in the hands of the caolfuligts any ﬁind of demo*vun* is ’
only = hypocritically concealed hourzeoils dictatorship. #11 kinds of
talk about universale suffrage, about plebiscite, about equalitv in
voting, 1s only utter deceit so long as there is no equality betveen
erploivers and exploited, between the owners of capital and property
and the odern wage slaves."

In a set of theses which Lenin pvepared as the basis for a reply
to the Cerman Independent Socialists, who were negotiating for affili-
ation to the Comintern at the time, Lenin posed in succinct sentences
his new apprcach to socialisn ang democ"acy-

"The dictatorship of the proletariat means the overthrow of the
bourgeoisie by one class, the p“oleuarlat to be precise, by its re=
v01u+1ona;l vanguard (my emphasis, E.E.). To demand that this vanpuard
should rirst win over tc its slde the majority of the peonle Ly means
of electicns to the bourgecis parliaments, to the bourgeois constitue-
ent assemblies, and so on, i.e,; Dy means of elections while wage
slavery still exists, while the eiploiters exist, under their yoke,
while private ownership of the acans of production still exists - to
demand this, or to expect it, m>ans in reality the remunciation of
the standpoint of the dictatorslln of the proletariat and actually
the adoption of the standpoin-: of ﬂourg801s democracy,"

Thi° new explanxtinn of the role of dnmooracv in the strugele
for socialism met with sharp opposition from Rosa Luxemburg, at the
time in the midst of the revolutiorary struggle of the German viorkers,
In her pamphlet on The Russian Revolution, she sought to re-establish
- the classical Marxist spproach:

"tis Marxists,! writes Trotsky, 'we have never teen idol wor-
shippers of formal democracy.,! Surely, we have never been idol wore’
shippsrs of formal demoéracy. ¥Nor have we ever been idol worshippers
of socialism or Marxism either. UToes it follow from this that we may
also thiow sociallism on the scrap-heap, @ la Cunow, Lensch, and Parvus,
if it becomes uncomfortable for us? Trotsky and Lenin ars tihe living
refutaticn of this answer, :

"1i/e have never been idol~wrorshippers of formal, democracy.! A1l
that that really means is: e heve zlways distinguished the.social
kernal from the political form of bourgeois democracy; e have slvays
revealed the hard kernel of social inequality and lack of freedom
hidden under the sweet shell of iermal eguality and freedom -- not in
order to reject the latter but to scur the vorkiung class into not be-
ing satisried with the shell, bt rather, by conquering roliticul
power, to create a socialist dewocracy to replace bourgcois dotlocracy
-=- not to eliminate democracy altogether,

"But socizlist demecracy is w0t somethine which borins only in
thke rromised lend after the foundations of seccizlist economy are cre-
ated; it does not come as som» sort of Christmas prosent for the
worthy peeple who, in the intaris, have loyally supnorted a handful
of socinlist dictators. QOClullst democracy begins simultancously with
trhe beginnings of the destruction of class rule and ot the canstruce-
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tion of socizllism. It begins at the very moment of the seizure of
pover hy the socialist party. It is the sare thing as the dictatore
ship of the proletariat,"

Though the great prestige of the Russian Revolution called forth
-a mass following in Europe, Lenints new doctrine c¢ould not convince
the mz:ority of the workers to follow the Bolshevik road. The mess
base of Sociel Deniocracy held firm and the revolutionary wave ex-
rausted itself trying to smash it, £s a result the workers' riovement
divided into two extremes anc en;ared in bitter internecins iarfare,
The isolation of the revolution in backward Russia resulted in its
speedy cdegeneration, beginning in ‘its second year. The Social Lemo=~
cracy, drained of its most class conscious and militant cadres by the
split, swunz far to the right and sunk ever deeper into the swamp of
_parliauentarism, which became the sole centre of its political activi-
tye.

S~cial Democracy and Corraurnisr proved exceedingly effective in
chec'tinting (end living off) eacii other, but neither knev hor to
resolve the impasse. Heanwhile the crisis matured and brouzht, not
socialism, but fascism to power. The forvard merch:of sccialism, which
“the pre-viar generation of socialists had calmly and.confidently be-
lieved would proceced steadily to comnlete victory, ended in the
shambles of concentration camps and mass bombings.-

ativa Jhere assess the blame? ‘'hcre find the errors? Ve have zlways

Xoken the eanswers to these questicns for grantsd. The sole bleme lay
-with the "traitorous lcaders" of the Social Domocracy who rofused to

~act like Eclsheviks, But what of the millions & German workers, the
decisive majority, who censistently supported their leasders despite
the ceascless, year-in, year-out, efforts of the Communists to con-
vince them otherwise? ¥ere not they, rether than Ebert-Scheidemann,
the rcal obstacle to the victory of Polshevism? Russia, Lenin and
Trotsky freely admitted, was not ripe for socialism, but it vas ripe
for the revolution, tVoestern Europe, everyone granted, was ripe for
socialism, but was it ripe for recvolution? '

History has established that Fosa Luxemburg'!s cstimate of the
revolutionary tasks in Germarny w>ie {ar more rcalistic than icrnints,
She stressed the need of building from the bottom up and implicd a
long pcrspective in the struggls 2geinst reformist views in the Ger-
man vorking class novenent. The interpretation which Paul #rohlich,

~her biosrepher and comrade-in-strurele, gives of her views 1is borne
out by the content of lreér writings end speeches during the wocks
following thc Hovember 9th reveluticn in Gormany. Fronlich writes:
"Ske scw & long road ahead, a reoac vith many twists and turns, as sie

prophesied in the Spartakus Progromme: the proleterian revolution
could cdvance by stoges only, stop by step alons a read of hHitter
and often heart-rending experionce, through defeat after dotoot, to
final aoturity and complete victory," s

In her opaech at the foundingy congress of the Communish Farty of
Geyauany, 0sa sought to countoract the impaticnce ond to undd the ilf
lusions oi' the ultra-leftists, vho had rallicd to the party'!s banncr:

"History is not making things essy for us as it did for bourgcols

Oe

revolutions; then it was sufficicnt to overthrow the central roverne
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ment ané replace the old ralers hv = few dozen nev men.  Bub v nust
vork frcm velow to ths tep, end trat is in exsct cccordcones with the

o T e AR 9 g

£5s character oo our rcvelationn cnd its aims, whiech involva: the
fundaiicrtal noture of our prosanh socigl order... 3elov, “hore the :
incivicucl employer foces his individnel wege-sleves, whers all the ¢
orgaias cf politicel cless power 2irectly fzce the objects of this ¥
clzoss crrr, tho messes, ¢ must ork stﬁn by step to vreasn vovcr ;
¥

frowm the hands of the ruling class end take it into our om,

_ .

- "5 I describe it the prossss p-obebly enpsers lonser and :ora g
difficrlt then you frel inclina® to nrlicve st the moment, hut it is .‘f
“a veyy geood thing that woe shoul! reolize as clnarly as possitile the . i
gifficvltics ¢nd complications of cur rovolution, I shall nok vorburc oo
to prepucly how 10n¢ the whols vrocess will take, bat vhat Zeogs thst &
mettss so long 23 our livas ere long enough to brinz it to ius cnd?" fs
Tris steands in marked eentrast to the vievs Lonin %ept cipross- 'k

ing until ho become convineed in 1921 that the Conintgrn Iaco24 2 long %

“end slew task of winning 2 mess bose sufficicnt o take no'an in
Turopc, Throe months sftsr Posn mede tha specoch vie guotod, Loniy
wrote in Pravda, in an "r+~c1“ thrt summed up thao signifis

the @irst Conpross of the Comintorn, os fo?lors:

‘“Ouﬂj four months ogo it 7ould have boen imrossible 5o
Sevict pover, the Soviet Tform of stete, is an inte n: v
Thors was somything in it, and = ”"OVCP somcthir 8301 wnich .
belonzed 1ot only to twssic, buas also te 2ll csnitolist countrics, '
But it weas still impossibls to g"", until it hmd bzen tricd in pruce

tica, vhat changes, wvhat depth, “bat importence the further dovelop-

p ents of the world rcvol tion would bring, o '

_ “The German hvvnl*tlon hes =iven this trial. £n sdvonced
ist country. imnndi°‘“1y aftecr onc of the most brckward, has siiow
vholz world in & shoert period, in some hurdrcd or so cays, not only
tho sams rmin forces of ro volutwon, not only its samec main Aircetion,
but 2lso the same mqin form of %l now, prolctnrian domocracy - the
Sovig '

oy
:3
Cf‘
2y
o

At the same time in Tnzland, in & victorious country, in the
counnry which is richast in ”Olon;cs, in the country which has boen
'to the grectest oxtont in nond ssrved es an example of 'sozinl wne2,f
in the coantry of tho old st ”W‘luclipt, ve soa 2 wide, anrtstrrine
abla, Loilinc ond porerful grovhh of Sovicts snd of now Sovilh forss
of miss mrolctarinn stru g~1b, =i Shop Sterwerds Commibtols,

e T )

R ] et

In tmericn, in the strengost and younacst copite 1ist country,
is irmnse sympathy of the vorking masses towards the 5S¢ "1«t¢.

Ta2 Lovists have concunrad throughout the world." -

aadréssing,tic’Firs“ “izywenn Consreces of SOVi‘tS in To7lin in
, 1918, “rnest Documisz, o locder of the laft-ving of the Ine
G0 t Lociulists, t?vv"* d ias disappointment ot thoe trul noture
of *ix G°rman uo"l\ts 1n the folloving words: " ) '

5‘9 [ v
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‘ VNo 1evola+ionar" parliaﬂont in history hos revealed itself more _
+imorous, ro¥e cormoidplace, meaner, than the revolutionsary narliesment ¥
hevs congregateds o U , o
tthere is the eroet breath of idealism that dominated and roved !

~ they French Yational Conventicn? “here 1s the "o“+bfu1 enthusiasm of ’
~}_rcq 1r487 There 1is not a trace of either," ‘ N i
. . s

. st Iecxert, addressinz the same Soviet Congress as a snolzes= 3
man ozvtVe spartsakus Bund, placed the blame for this situation, not b
on a feuw 1eaders vho had betrayed the workers, but on the masses them- ¥
selves- _ N
iThe Constituent »ssembly vill be & reactionery instititicn even ¢

1 it has a sociallst majority. The reascon for this is that the Ger- 7
men paople 1s comvletely voTiu*ualo' It asks to be led, I5 has not ok
ag y3t made the smallest act that wight be evidence of,its desire to '7$
hecome mesber of its own destiny. Here in Germany peonle wait to nave 2
libersy brou ght to them by 1e iaders, Liberty 1s created et the basey" *

Byt 1;,huxembur5 ves right in holding that the revolutionary
O!PSIpCUlve in Furcpe was for a slower %erpo of develorments and a
STioere ; ‘adusl maturing of the wqrcing plaso vkat would hanpen to the
~ugsirn Revelution in the mrantime?  How lonn could the Bolsheviks =
v uld become more actively hes tile

[y

”f"u’o‘uufv vest peesant msss, which
&8 ths threat of & landovners'! rast toratior diminished? How long

could terror serve to keep the Sowiet regime in povmr withoud convert- .
inz it into a police apparatus Lhat would stifle tre last vestiges Lk
of Soviet aemocrucv9 . . .”?

_ videnee is pretty conclusive that Lenin made 2 bad wiscale |
“eulation in believing the German Workers would make a saccqssful o9
- revolution. Yet, h2 had stakad nis whole course in Russia on this

- gemvle, 1y Lenin won, history wwould absolve the Bolsheviics 0?‘511

‘ the cherses their socirlist opnonents made ogainst them. But 1f he

- lost? The cwesome counseguences of Lenin's niscaleulation are written
" in the lest thirty years -- the vhole tragzic story of Social Dernocrat-
e steriliiy, Stalinist dogeneraiion, fascis®t viectory, =2 3econd ‘
" yorld ‘/or, and our world of ‘*’1lﬁlSu tOtdliﬁEPL“nlSF and av’“'list

or,
decaye

e

o B g

The Ustober Revolution is an imperishatle pace in tre “iﬂ*nwv <
S ~. < J-Iqr ir
o ~e

tre grcat movemsnts of the massne to take their drstiny inte
own hinds that bowvan vith tle french hevelution., Ib was thp ‘scecnd "
stago of the ¢lemental upsurge oL the Trissisn masses thot bagaa dn ’
Aebrusry.  The Kpr€1><v rerime hod donc jts utmost %o tlocik i3 fur= )
o o ~ona the vor ' ’

‘ther ~dévince by frustroting ,uw olfc“ o *he masscs bt
“ond Aivide the land, Thﬂ raoilng :arht o strnotch out its uniercernte
“ic authority &s long us possible “y'rnrv*todly postponing tho clec-
“tions of a “onstltuenf ngOﬂllJ - If the revoluticn was tO uoVanTe,
Kerans'ty hed to go., OUrnly the olshevilk Party was able to show tre
“wey Lo the teeming, creatlve, dooeratic Boviets of 1917. CLl: TEVOe
-1ntiop_crok( tureugh the impasss ond opcned f rowd Lovard a selution
Of th 1a“v cnd peace cw,stloxs. Lep £T°0WM CAYYY LIRS OUL & 2oup dtetot,
‘as’ thelr onponent s Phur?bd,;uhﬂ olsheviks rede to pever on the. crest
cf an.kysarﬂn uuﬁt SGught to ro li%c the loug-prowisLd ob] *cuvaSaaf
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It is one of the unguestioned myths of our movement, that the
Bolshsviks, once they were in pouer, hed no other alternative but the

souras they pursued, With the @aropean revolusion in mind, the

R Y

Eolaneviks detzrmined. to hold ‘porer at all costs, includin:g the dis- ¥
persal of the Constitucnt Assemdlry, the convocation of which the .
Bolshevilks ‘hed made one of the strong points in their agitation. This i
step 7as necessary, in.the traditional view of our movement, decause i
it was a bourgeois institution, end the sociallst revoliution e€X- . %
greasad itself throuzh a "hizher type" of democracy, the Soviets, Ir 3
this 'vas clearly understood by iLenin, it proved unacceptabic to some &
of th> lerading Bolsheviks and othcrs regerded 1t with miscivings, As &
for tne masses who constituted the Soviets, Lenin held that they .
would vec won.to the ides in tirc., It was for the vanguerd 0 act and H

explain later, Those of the workers who refused to accept this con-
cernt of the dictatorship of ths nreletariat had to be handled firmly,
tor Ltieir own good., Tue novalist Gorky, whose honesty as a roporter
of the cvents can be accepted, wrote in his paper at the tinze

o - o , : . .
. ipmsyda lies when 1t says thet the demcns*ration of January 18

wes Ovceénized by the hourgecisic, by “he bankers..e.and that those who.
merashed to the Taurida Peslace weve tbhurzhuil! and 'Keledins,.! Fravéa -
iics, for it Imows that the tpurziiui! have no reason for celebrating
e onening of the Constituent =:z2ewbly. vhat is thore for thom to

1 among 246 Socialists and 138 plchevwiks? Pravda knovs that those

1a linc were vorkars Of ..o fzcinries and that those workesrs were }
shot« Lo watter how rwuch Pravda lics, the disgraceful facts remain,

“it 1s possible that thae 'burzhul! rojoiced to see the soldiors
and Red .Cuards snatch the revolutionary hanncrs from the honds od
workovs snd drag them throush the rmd and bure them" o
. gorky is quite corrcct in asking what the bourgecolsis nad to
_chear ahcut. in the convocation of & Constituent Agscrbly in which the
bourgcois party, the Kadets, helé only fiftecn scats out of 520, and
jn which the extreme right Social Levolutionsries, who h&d been o
1dentiricd with Keronsty, were thoroughly dis-redited. Tho S party,
which held 50% of the s-ets, vas repldly shirfting to the left, The
problams of land end peece, vhish had led to fho Octob:r oviriurn,- _;
“wora in proeccss of solution by thr éireet action of millions of - e
pcasants in scizing the land, and of millions of soléisrs in irater- Lk
nizins ¥ith the Gormans. The SR delogates wore forced to »ucognize
this fact, and the Constituent Axserdly, in ite single sosSsion, :

unaniczously pessed the dceroe to ¢ivide the 1znd end anthorized e L
contimietion of the armistice and ncgotiatiors with tho U rumus. g
o A gevernment that was rosnonsible to the Constitusnt Ansonbly,

Fither on SR governmont cr a coalition of Lhe workir and ponuent e |
rartics (Eolshevik, Henshovile, L=t SR ard Hicht Sk parities) would :
esrteinly not have found it possz la Lo ach with +the éispnateh the

party dictatorship of the b sviks macd possible. It wouldd have
erprrolmesd mony interntl crisas crd moy heve found it néosssary ho

rofer the dlsputes to the poopls in thoe form of new clectionn, Hov=

ever, such o cov-rormont would hnve had o mick wider brse tivul the }

Bolshovik recine and the victory over the Tserist and bourziols
“eountivercvolution would kave brn far easicr, gzicker and leosoo
1y. Aavove all, it vould have avoidcd the need for tha scerot-police
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~and the t\rro% end vould hove ag°ir made Russia the "frecst country
‘in the vorld," as Lenin found i% possikle to deseribs it in tho first
wceks aite r the chru'ry ncvelution : ,

et vould heve been the na urc of the statc that would have

emeﬂnbo undér such a rcgimu, aqi vhet would have been its social basis?
in 1s5s f”Sbﬁti&lS it would hova been vhat Lenin had in mind for Ruse |
sid unv¢1 Fcbruary 1917, under the for"ula ot a "democrotic dictator-
“ship of the prolitarict and pnasﬁatry- a state which would have
ﬂlcangoé Fusela of the vostiges of fendalism end curbed tha power of
thre bi: hourgecisic through ths wationclization of monoroli~s nné
trusts, 'h*lp leaving prive 6 onscryrise and the merket undisturbed, .
The pavticipction of the work:rs in “coonomis IiFr throush o« 1ltﬂt*V*

zrgaining and mresures of worlksrs?! control of production would hav
beon for more evsensive aend damosratle undoer such & rrgime, Z?spluc
“eapit~list economic releticns, thaoun wes th cass sfter z yqar of
‘Eolsncrix rule when they found it ncecssary to rcplece ths factory
cormmitices with one-man wennpoasnt to sava the cconomy, torn hy civil
wor and saao+ .gc, from complote n“hpac. ~

L0n¢ﬁ 9*“**0*0& to morﬂil: 5 ridienle lrotskv's theory of the
pprmin:nt revolution rl zht up to the cutbrosk of the Wobratrr Revolue-
‘tion. Lo kept insisting thet the yproleterian party could ogi" come
“to pooY By sh“rlnﬁ it with tho'uvoprosentatives of the p:ts&r‘”y ~nd
“thst tan tasks of such = r-rime could not go boyond the roic ork - of
‘capitalist property ralations. rn outlining tho tasks of the Eole
sheviss in Huseis in & nonifosbo issund after tho outvr.ak of tnc var
in 1714, Lenin tirotes o - ‘ :

“Tn Russia, b .cause of tﬂv vcater backvordness of this country

which s not yot comnloted 1t bourgeois rbvoluulcn, th~ tocks of the
" Social Democrnts should 00nsist, &s bofore, the ecatablishuent of

tho thrce - -fundamontel conditions of ‘& c0n31stcnt édemocrotic roccoastruce

tions ¢ domoeratle republis (with complots oqurlity of rliius end

with sclf-doterminstion of &1l W ~tions): nfis sction of Ll-uécrners!?
~1lznds; &nd an eight-hour workinT coy 'But in 1 advarczd countries

tho Vo ;utu foruard the slogan off & socinlist r:vcluulnn...“

: ged ond azcurmulated the nrvt-un Giscontcont of
s scchions of the populctiosn, Lonin gov thovaht to tho nozsibili-
thot the elass r2lations ios sd by the wnr in th~ circction
ring the prolot.riat ins siticn in n rovolutione
©s ‘ctu 11r hoppined in 1917. In dsnling vith this
.y in 1915, Lonin agols nt such ¢ roainge vould
self to carrying. out Lhc miniram prosgram of tho Iolshovikse

“‘" ARV
-

""hf~~u<st10n as. tb what thoe prclrt'“lﬂr porty would fn; s
rovo‘ub;rn vlren it st the hclm in th~ rrosent wop, we ensway tia
de would ?(‘PS“ ponce to .11 tho belliscronts on cendirion o 1i
atiny cc 1 onics "nd :Ll th~ dopandont, orproased poeorles withoud 1o
risnhss. ¢thrr Goranny nor J“; ~rd atn frs nc* uncéor thélr nros
govﬁﬁr“'n,o wculd.ﬁcctpt these conditions.  If 80 wo would howve €
praptes ond lecd oo ravolution:r? vop, 1.0,, wo would nob onll” cnrry
cout in M11° ‘nd oy thu @Oat dr&stic means tLo whole of our siiniimm rros
rom (zzr emphesls, W,RE,) bu would systemutleally arouco L0 L7y 8urrcCe=
“%ion -1l the paoples oprros scn at prosent by the Groct bussions, a1l
“the colonies and the OCphﬂuont countrics of aAsin (Indiec, China, Persia,

2005
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etc.) and likewise and first of 2ll -- would arcuse to insurrection
the. socialist proletarlat of Enpope ageinst 1ts governments and in
spite of its social chauvinista,”

- However, in 1917 Lenin cas’ gside the perspective h= ha¢ ériended
- for thirteen years. fegainst tie lenshevik policy of subordlinating
" ¢he sims of the Revolution to thc imperialist program cf the brurgeol-
" gie, Tenin advanced the policy of subcrdinating the Fevolutlon to the
. full ci maxirum Socialist progran ¢f the prolstariet. Instzad of a
recine o' the Constituent Aggendls, which would also hava miven en ine
petus to the revolution abroad and. then advenced in step with its gro=-
gress, lenin chose & regime of the PBolsheviks based on "war sovnunlism’
" and »1ling through dictatorial measures, staking everythinz on & suCe
cessful revolution in CGermany.  (nce the Bolsheviks hac disp:rsed the
Constitueht Assewbly ond dncided tc rule nlone, they had-set oot on
& sourse frem which there was nc turning back. The suopression of
‘the zos:zlist oppesition, the ferror, the secrat police =nd the long,
- hloogy, fdestructive Uivil ver,. ticre now ineviteble, As the latter
gdevaloped, all intermeciate soluticns became irmpossible, snd nll
forces thnt could help bring thei nbout were ground te nits., It be-
~came & choice, in the end, bu® not £t the bhezinning, of aither the
" Bolshevik regime or Tsarist restoration,

A}
1

. " On the eve of the fateful dscision, somo Bolsheviks dvrew beek -
_end for o fleeting interval southt %o call the party boek to Lenin's
eerlier ond wiser policy. Aomanov, Zinoviev, Ryozanov end Rykov ree-
signedfheir posts in the goviet sovernment in protest agninst the new
perSpéct;ve-ahd defended their ncticn in & public declarstions

_ ™je connot lend our suppori Lo a policy which is opposed te the
will of the maderity of the prointariat and the army, end we domand o
: the formsticn of & socinlist movornment compes ed of all the Soviet .
. . perties. e are convinced that there is only cne 2lternutive te this, -
. by Msans of political terroris:u. fut we connot cnd will net odept
this course, being of the ovninicn thrt it econ only lead tc tShe cliena=
“tion of tho proletarian messcs from political life, to the astzbhblishe
‘ment of én irresponaible recgingc, ond the éevmfall of the sevclution,
‘W cannot cecept responsibhilisy for such rosults, and herchs reenrd |
ourszlves 28 rclieved of tho dutics of Comnissars of the Puople,”

- Tae reference %o a "purely Zolshevik goverpment” has nlunys been
ehallenged in our movement on Ihc ~rounds thet the government vrs renl-
*1y controlled by thoe Soviets and oven existed ns conlition with the
Reft SR's for & periocd, If somd Trotskyists continue to beolicve that
decisions were ronlly made by tho Soviets nftor ths first yooy of the
“Kevnlution, and not mrely rubborestamped by thoem, this nisunderstande
‘fng is not due to wny sttempt of the Bolshcviks to falsify She real
‘relationship,  Trotsky made this cmply clesr whon he vrote bis Lictp-.
“¢orsnin vs, Democvacy in 1920: . : - '

-, . "In the hands of the porty is concentrated the genoral control.
It docs not immeédiately administor, since its spparctus is ool cdnpted
‘fpy this purpose.: But 1% Fr.s tic final vord in all fundnmon’”l cunse
%x}ﬁ~8;§£Purthcr,fnur'ﬁréctice has lod to the result that, in 211 moot

‘ond thot is the maintenzance of & purely Bolshevik gov<rnment .a- power .

“guggtions, gCncrgyly_-f-bpnflictsEbotwcén;dcpnrtmeﬁts end prraRpl cone

o ok
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flicts within deportmonts -- .the lcst viord belongs to the Central
Committee of the party. This 2a¢rords extremc economy of tim: ond ener-
knd in the most difficult ~nd complicated circumstonces zives a
only ‘in the presence of the ungucstioned suthority of the purty, =né .
the towltlessness of its aiscipline,” L : -

first ‘scrious crisis, that of Brest -Litovsk. According to M. otsky,
this w-s incvitable since the dictctorship of the proletarict is im-
possible on the basis of a conlition of Socizlist parties: ,

Mphe gxelusive role of the Communist Party under the conditions ’
of a victorious proletarian revclution is quite comprohensivle. The
‘quodtion is of the dictatorship of & class. In the composition of
theat clcss there cnter voricus clements, hoterogeneous moods, -differ-
~ent_lcvels & dovelopment. Yst the dictatorship prz-supposas unity

of will, unity of direction, unity of setion. By whay othor puth ,
then can it be attained? The ~nvelut ionary supremacy of the proletari-
at prc-supposes within the prolusarlet {tself the political supremady
_of a party, with a clear programmic of action and & faultless internal-
discipline, e Lo oo R it L =

revolutionary dictatorsh:ip. We hnve in view, net coalitions vith
. bourgeois partics, of which of coursc there can be no talk, but of
L .. a conlition of Communists with other 'Socislist! organizations, reé-

boring masses," - (ibid)

‘This kind of thinking 1ed {rvotsky to thc theory that since tho
the regime did wes done %ith the sanction of the workers and in their
name. ©Onz conscquence was Trosaxyts position during the dispute over
the role cf the trade unions in tho Sovict state, in which he mine
tained thot sincc the stote roprosents the vorkers, they have no need
of tracc unions thet would hav> She function of protecting them from
_their own stote, Lenin, less «<iven toO such mechanical forwm:lotions,
‘end alrczdy fearing where things were going in Russin, pointed cut
thet She workers'! stetc wis not a perfect institution, espcciclly nd

Y.

However, far worsc vas Trotsiyts dzfense of compulsory luoor,
a prelihinaryAstage_Of whet we hove come to call slave labors
“I resd you-n t~legram from Ekiterinburg dealing with the vork
.. of the First-Labor Army. It -ecys thet there have passed through the
: -, Upz2l Committec for Labor Scrvice over 4,000 worksrs., “hence have
"~ they cppoered?  lMainly from the Third irmy. They werc not zllowed to

- go to thcir homes, put were sent vherc they vere required. From the

"

© apmy 4hey were hended over to the cormitten for Lebor Servics, which
~distributed them according to their eategorics snd sont them te. the

froedim of the individuzl. Yet on everwhelming masority of the -worie'rs
went willingly to tho, labor front, a8 hitherto to the militsty, realiz-

" gueromtce for the necessary unity of retion. Such 2 regime it possible

As for the comlition with the Left SR's, this did not survive the -

FERE PR AN SRS SUR RS WG BN
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 Wpng policy of corlitions kontradicts intzrnclly the regime of the
~ .presenting dif ferent stoges of backwardncss'&nd prejudice of the laa ',”

’ 2‘,61ctatorship of the party equnlled the rale of the workers, everYthing_'

in backward Kussia. ® The workers, he ssid, were in need of unions that
would ‘dofend them against abusas ©y administrztors of the stitc econo=- o

foctorics. THis, from the Libovel point of view is tviolenco? toathe’iv“
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' ‘4ng thot the common interest dcmanded this. Pert went seainst thoir
'fwill. Thege were comoc lled. © (tiy emphesis, ) -

wtha bonus system, give the bettor vorkaors better eonditicna of cxist-
‘enea. -ut this not only does not excludc, but cn ths coabtriry prce-
. .supnoscs, that the state, ‘end the trade unions -- without wiich the
, sovivf -gtate will not build up infustry -- ccqulrs new rizhis of some
- xiné ovor the workor. The works» Goes. not mcrely boran in it the -
-~ g$aqviat strtes no, he is subordinrtcd to the Sovict statc, uniier 1ite
fardwvs 1n evorv diroction ew fOr it 13 his st: e (ibid)

"Th~ Sfme _fatal concept that it is only necessary for a statc to
2 egolled & workers' strte t6 assurce its operation in tha- int-rest

.of tho workE“s led Trotsky to cismiss tho problem of workers! censrol.
10; p“ouuction 8 urrcly e technicsl qu istion of ovganization: ox

Cel "Ib'n,y be co"rec* or inﬂor et fron thr point of viaw of the
tech 1500 of edministration uuq i* 1's not 1lwmposcd upon the o'olofcr;-
Y at, i“ is dic+&tﬁd br its G"n 15 rnd pleoesurc It Wwonld couscquent-
1y We o most crying erro" to c~1ruq‘ the qu»stion as'to the supremocy
of ths prole*u;iaf with the guzctien of Hocrds of wOrkcrs'at~thé heod
“of the fretorizs. The dletatorshin ‘of the prolectorict is evprcesed
in: thy."bolitlon 0f privese oropsyiy in the means of p"ouuc+xnh,‘in
tho supremocy over the whels 3nvist wmeen~nism of the collcehive will

:*5 “hu COllSCth”[VllL 0i ths L orkers, houwsve 1, WS PLDT sc:tcd bv

Cparty Tirst docidad ¢ g u~st;on 1ike one-msn mo nrgbﬂﬁﬁt vs. factory
‘gsomaltioes and then imno od its “frultloss éizeciplinc® upon its meme
‘bars in the Sovicts, unions and creperstives in etrrying cut the
party position, themo wes slisht chenee that the "eollective will% of
‘th" "orkors woulc d;ff»r i*om thet of the p“rtj.

in that truitless pursuif of catelogu-

I h wo no d gire to cn~“g
ovizg which hes bccome so ponular in

ing tho Yerimcs" of the Polshe:
'fcewtalﬂ cusrtors in recent yoars.
Stalin) feucht in the ranks 0 tho Noveuwoor r\volation in ordor to
~earry out erinincl Gesisms czniust the working clnss, a.rely in
pistory hos o politiecl 10ﬁ6“?3ﬂ’“ ¢ pprared thrt was s8¢ thnrnnﬁhly
 LOf1VStC& by o szlflcss idanlism Or SC. complosely acdler t'ﬁ to the
“leofty uission of 1LOG?:tiﬂF manlcinég. But tho courss they chosc-hod
“a terribdle logie of its ovm. Yaco +hov crysrked upon ii, thoy becerne
“3ts prisoncrs nnd ‘therc was no turning back. This cours2 could not
“be u::"?"seﬂ vithout the supproscion of the soainlist opnositicn,
© . without the Cheka teorror, wltaoub one-mon wonngement of the f‘ccteries,
~without 001ﬂu1ﬂor3 1ahor., [Dney fxe 211l £atsl links 'in ~ochoin thot
‘began with Lenin's revision of the trediticnnl lorrist concapt of the
© pelatior shin of O‘nOC”Qc" to zncitliem in fever of tho anti=domoeratic
gisr of the porbty ruling on nonclf ey the massos, s wos -arnounced by
Lenin on the ove of tdt_ o pouar in his esscy iFill the Bolshinvils
 5 tain b‘ft" Porcr? '

~
ot
S
/.0.
2
—(.&4

S j~¥'ffﬁr thﬂ 1DOa “Cvolu+i) , fusgin wes ruled by 1oﬁ 000 1- ndomn-
~ers. Tncy rmlcd by mrns of obuu nt forcc over 170, OuO,uOO preplas,

“
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ﬁof the viorkers, ond not =t =1l Ln the form in vhich inﬁ’"Lru°1 economic
*“rbriscs ar céministe roﬁ.“ (i) S | 5

zthc Rolshcvik prrty, according to Trotsiktyls oun oynlun"+ioq. i:l.on tho.

N¥either Lonin nor Trotsiky (ncr even °

;;by neurinh unllnitod scoérn on hnem, ovlaub ceting th vash ardority to.

R
3
i




hard lebor and semi-privetion,

ang yet we are told‘théﬁ-ﬁuséia will not be able to be governed
by the 540,000 members of the Bolshevik Party -- governing in the
interests of the poor and againat the rich.”

s The acc¢umulated events of the last 30 years provide us with a
towering ventage point from whigh to look back and reassess the role
.of Bolshevism in the Fyssian fevolution. It remains a vastly rich exe-
parience-whichanAserious-monment'of‘social change can ignorc, no
matter how difterent the conditicns under which it opcrates arc from
- those of FRussia. Despite its tragic outcoms, there remains wuch
® - in thc Rucsian Revolution thet £ills one with hope for the future of
 mankind and, sbove all, with faith in the ability of the masscs to
 participate creetively in social reconstruction from below, and in
their rcadiness to suffer and even die in behalf of their om emanci-
pation, once they have glimpsed Hle possibility of & better future,

-~ But the most importent lesson which the hussian experioncc teaches
us is that e movament of talented end selfless idealisdtes cannct sub-
‘stitute itself for the workers'! lsck of understanding of whev: they

are zoing and how they will get there. ‘Dariiel Deleon was 2 thousand.
‘timns ripht in stressing -- a point that was Tirst made in Tho Come
munist lienifesto, and was 2 favorite theme with Ergels -- that the.
‘Soclelist fcvolution was the first conscious revclution in nistery;..
- the Pirst onec in which the partisipesnts will notbe manipulsted to-
ward JSbscurs goals Under the misc of & new religion, or thc cphsmoral

~Peace and- Bread," . Debs .stood upon fimm lorzist doctrins when he snld
¢hat if he could be a Hoses wnv couldwload;thc working class out & ‘

the wilderness, he would refusc to @o 1t becauss someone clsc could
“leall then backe ' L T - S :

> ' That the majority of the ipdustrial vicrkers in Russia wore cone
scilous Sccislists is undoubtedl; True =nd 1t moy even be vosasible

"~ (thoungh I doubt 1t ) thet 2 majority of tShem undcrstood Lenint!s stra-
tegic concepts and accepted thonme Howiever, it remains o foed thet

tho Ruacian proleturiat was o tiny riinority of the populntion, sO

tiny thot cven in the Sovict system 1t was nocessery to zivc rzch

worlkcr #ive votcs to the pcastnils one. “hon Mapx wroto ", ee Shot '

the first_stgp-in'tha'revolution b7 the working class 1s %o reise tho

. prolotoriat to the position o7 rvling class, to win tho bottle of

" @cmonraey," hz certninly did mot nrve in mind the rule of & ITV

- ‘million prolatariens over 2 populction of 150 million, :

vut if the Bolshevil road led to entnstrophe, did not e Lociul

Democrrtic rosd lead to tho samc cnd? If Bolshcvism led %o Zhrlin,
did vot Social Democracy lead to Hitler? It is one of thr torst. °
 follics -- and onc of tre most frtel of our movement == O RuVE Toe
“gugcad. the road to power for th: orkirg class to a crholice booricn
tho »ond of Lenin-irotsky and that of Fbert-Scheldomonhe it is coudly
foolinr to posc the duestion in thils munner =- typicnl of cul Lendtncy
 govard dogrintism -= 30 yerrs aiuol the ~ussisn cevolution i ve ~
hava brhind us @ rich rnd varizd cxperience, ond confront = worid thot
is:so.m;rkcélyfdiffcr@nt.from anyshing ¥nown in tho pist. Tonotosic '
Ypofors un dogs not'cOnsIst»of_a‘sraTCh for scme brande-nzii, 17erio=
unhrardeof forsmla by which to rernicve Socinlism. I om quit. errtain
that nonc such will be found. If it is, it will coms f{rom niy C¥porie

glegan of-"Liberty, E@uality,éﬁfatarnipy," or even the slogan of “Land,‘yﬁj
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.7 ences snd will certainly not be - ﬁcuckcd from the thumb. “hot is

: nscos ary is to re-evaluate, with &n cpen and unprejudiced mind, the
meny theories that hove battled for accepfance in the r2st, and check

them are: «ﬁinst the - expo“ienco of the past docades.

: But before we can tnke tho'wm“llrst step forviard, it is nccessary
that we freg Our minds from the - perslyzing notion: th“t Bolshovism
 kas’ poovidod us with 211 the ansvers -- the notion that is razpensidble
‘; 'rpr‘tné sensc of infallibility which Lémazierc notes amons hv ills

. of Irot say;sts., Thia notion has bren undermincd considerao in the .
‘ranks cf the Vorkers Party in ro ccnt yeers. In largc me-o suru, this
hss ‘boen ¢ consequence of .our effort to secc the world as' it 1s end ,
nnt as. ah'wouln like it to be This' 2s been one of our greatest fSe

acts,. - ’

Yot ow :e hive been seversly nandicuppeu in reslly soein tnings as
they &rc, &nd oven move in deciding what must be donc, by “3 heavy
wei~ht of Belshevik dogma, Housver, the politicel line of thc perty
,hasup;on gcpthticd to,Lnnin st principles only by an increcsin: strain
'npon‘lozic; Ihc result has baorn thet our thought has developed =
eertain duality, The latter COﬁulth of crnshrining thd sacroscnct
princlvloe o Lcninism in & glass case as &n educstional e““iu¢t for
‘o wmembers,: eSpecially the new oans (and for ncestor worsi:in by the
‘old" onﬁs), whlle modifying or obscuring these nrincipl“s to o point
Just stort of renouncin~vuhem in znswering the grcat cucations of the
day.  Tet, o political party car drift only 80 fur from its aachor of
principles., . ‘Etther the arcmOt-chaln is broks n, or the purty is pulled
back torard 1ts point of origin, The Workers Party has alrcady reached
‘the.extreme limits’of sthe anchorsche *ine The Gzcch events coulé only

be ‘u iozstooa in its full imolicriions end the Msrshall Plan sould ol
Lonly b tnswered consistent witn the direction of our ideolozicel - R
'trﬁnd 1” e made £ sorious broosel: vith Leninist prlncinlcs. The lrtd- Ty
'ersnin scensed this and drew back. The current dircction or the P e

~1s *031rd,gre ter orthodosy, Consistent with this trend is he pro-
;poszl %o revert tc & new version of the old Communist Lecsue of Amerie
en, © 301itic lly-otc]usivo pronssanda group., By beconing politicale
1y °"c’"*1vs by closing the doors to poli*ical currents thab chfile
:"lenge 5he bcsic concopts the bLeninist esnchor is laft una;st1"hbd. ‘ e
Houovwr, Ifs ar, thr sam2 will “1\1¢ to.the porty!s thinking T

* I *

. ‘Wz hov lw "insisted thot the bedroclk: difffwﬁnCP which €1
7t1n*u1°hﬂsvu"ninism from rcformlisrm (and from 211 "centrist' curys
~was the cttitude tovard the shatr:  spacifiecally, towsrd the Lour
-democratic strto. - It vas this, vwo eaid, whieh dstcrmaincd thoe ove .
‘all’stvéteﬁv .24, the rond to pover, & differont stratogic sprrosch .

ads cnerally, to difiercnt txcbics in specific situstious, I cone L
1p19t~ly accept;this"vicw on the ey importonce of the thcory of tho o
Bt“ .:;- 'Y . . R ' S ’ ’ )

“»

: A rovement cannot proceed f on Lonln's concmnt of the s57%c withe
out follcwing the str:*cpj and trnotics eutlined in the bhr si2 dccmaents
oI £h carly uomlnucrn. Ve hf"e gttemnicdé to cling to the ILeninist
throri of tlo stat* vhile mrklﬂg major &djustments in practice is
yeguiied by the ronlity of politics in o houreceis democracy. The ro-
snit*n” 1nconsist mey is on fros whieh the SUP hos s“?"(r*d to o
1h,uer o:tcnt at the price of greater sectarianism. The most cone
\‘ ’ ' ’ : €L<:1'e
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© der in general.. The task of the prolotariat consist in buouingup

{sistentt@ttemﬁﬁgto:applyfﬁﬁ?”Léninist'thcory without mddifications inu!? -
-a bourgcois democracy 1s reprasented by the Ochler group, whose existe:

erice is significant less as a political than a psychiatric phenomenon, - B

[

- . Lenin first begén 'a systomatic study of the Marxist thaory of
 the stote during the course of the First World “ar In an effort to s
_tracc the social patriotism and opportunism of Social Democracy to its—' =
~thooretical roots. The latter, he concluded, were to be found In the -

distortion 'of Merx's teachings on the state on the part of the So-.

cial Domocratic thcoreticians, especially, Kautsky. Lenin wrote
Statce and Revolution with tho aim of restoring vhat he held %o be
Yarxis original doctrine on the gunstion. This study was destincd to

~bacomc the textbook of the Leninis® school, if any single sorik of . )

‘Lonin's could be given this distinction, _ o S

e
e et

. . Lonin's theory of the state became the foundation stonc of the .

Comnunist International, Tho main documents of the first anc second v

congresses of the Comintern were devoted to its claboratlion in the . KN
sphore. of stratesy end tectics. Lenin gave his theory and its Lo

political meaning its classic form in his These on Cémmunisa, the . :

Strug:le for the Dictatorship oi the Proletarjat, and Utilization of = -

: %ngggprﬁeois.Parliamegp,’adOpted »y the “econd Congress: .=~

~ ¢+ %1, parliamentarism as a statc system, has becomec a tdcmocratic?
form of the rule of the bourawpisie, which at a certain stazc of its
;- development nceds thé fiction of netional representation, that out- Lo
wapdly would be drgenization of & 'nationzl willt standing outside of =
_ classes, but in rcality is an instrumont of oppression and supprese
'gion in the hands of the rulinz caritalists, S Lo

‘PQ.”'Parliaﬁéntafism is a cefinitc form of the bOufgeois_stéte;"'
Therafore it cen in no way be a form of Communist scciety, which re-
¢omizes ncither classcs, nor class struggle, nor any form of the
State.e o Lo T : SRS

... %z, parlismenteriswm cannot bc a form of precletarién government )

durinz the transition psricd botwocn the dictatorship of thc bourggol-
. sie and thet of the proletariat, At the moment when the intonsificé o
class strucgle turns into civil war tho proletariat must inovitably

Y
3
:»:’g
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| fprm 1its State organization us 2 fighting organizetion, which cannct 4
admit any of‘thvréprCSGntativcs of the formar ruling classes; .ell
‘fietions of a 'natiornsgl will'! ar: hormful to the proletariat &t this L
period, and a perlismentary division of suthority is ncedluss ond ine 3
jurious to it; the only form of prolctaricn dictatorship is 2 lcw s
~public of Sovicts, : - TR

. "z, Twg hourgeoils parliavcnts, which constitute ono of the mat
importont epparetus of the Statc nachinery of the bourgcsoisic, cannot -=f3

be taken over by the prol-itariat any more than can the bour g2 0ois ore

thz -holi nmochinery of the bour:roisie, in destroying 1it, and &1l
“the porlismentory institutions with 1t, shiether they be ropnclicon
or coustitutionslemonarc V. D '

M5, The same rolates to the loctl govermment institutions of -+
tha bourgooisic, which theorctically it is not corroct to diffarens

tiate from State ovganizations. In reality they are prrt of the stme.

epparctus of the Strnte machiniry oif the bourseeislc vhich rst’ be -
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?g”-'destrOyed by the»rgvolutionary‘prolctariat-and replaced by local So=-
victs o2 ‘‘orkers! Usputles, v : , :

.~ _ "g, Consequently, Communisi: repudiates parliamentarism &s the

- ‘-form of the future; 1t renounces the sams as e form of the class
-Aictatorship of the proletariat; 1t rorudiates the possikility of

g _winninz over the parliements; its &im is to destroy parlizmentarisnm,

.. - Thorsfore 1t is only possible to speak of utilizing the::bourszois

gtatc orgerizations with the object of destroying them., Thz question

. ean onlv ani exclusively be discussed on such a plare," B

ol 3 ' Thc -appearance of Lenints theory of the state in precticel poli-
- gies, in the fam of the Bolshevik regime in Kussia and the political
1ine of the Conmintern, led to a series of extensilve polenical eXx=-

- changes between the theorcticians of Leninism end of classical Socizal
S - Democracy, with Lenin and Trotsity writing & dcfense of the Fforwer and

-Kautsky end Martov defending the latter. (The latter two, howcver,

-differed considerably hetween thomselves, since Martov!s views were

- closer tc those of Luxemburg, whosa sharp differencesg with Keuteky
were related to this question,) ®wch side scught to prove shet thelr
' yiews found sanction in the writings of Merx. The laktsr woic placed
"qindar a wicroscops to bs snalvzed end re-analyzed. Thoush Herx, and
especially Enggls, had written a2ntensively on the origins and histori-
“cal developmeunt of the ‘state, th27 had not set forth theoir vicws con-
“‘epretely on the relationship oftthc hourgzols democratic stzte to the
worlkors! struggle for porer, nor on the specific form whieh the latter
. took. Aumong their references to the problem are some %which can be

- quoted, with considerablc intorprotation on one side, while others,

.~ whish can be qua cd, with an agucl amount- of interpretution, on thw
“..other, I one side found it poscsitle to cits Merx and Inatls to the

' effect that the bourgols stat:s hud Lo ba. "shattered" by tha prole-

- gariat, the other side found it pcassitle to cite the old mastcrs to
“the eiTsct that ths proleteriat would confine itself to "Yopping o £"

<+ tho "wonst fsetures" of the bourzeois state. If one sids found 1t
“possirle to cite quotations to the effect that the prolotariat would
~-gsteblish its own organs of powolr with wvhich to rcplace the ourgeois
‘state, the other found it possi:ls %o cite quotatioms to th? cfiect

. that. the rrolztariat of Endand and Bmerice, at least, could take over
“the oxisting state. institutions znd edapt them to thcir own class
‘peads. - &s fruitful cnd as nscesssry &s the study of HMarx end Engels
on this cucstion is, such a study must yicld the rogrottable conclu=-
sion that they cannot, by themseslves, provide us with the fianished an-
‘swer. <Tois is espocially tru in view of tho fact that fifty yoers

- of nistory sincc the cdeath of in-ols provide us with matericls on
ghis suhjeet inlfinitely richer then that on which the foundors of

acionnific socinlism had to busc therniselvese.

D
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©  Varicus forms of reprcscniative esscemblies have appoornd under
Lovery . sogicl order since ontiquity, History has knovn the osornia
- démociccy, the loman Sonatc, tie Diets ond 3trtos gonorals of the
feudal ordars, the comoen councils of the toun burzhers, tha certonnl
democracy 6f the Swiss mountainccors, the rereantile city~stnte
Hensoatie Leasuc, tne British sousc .of Lords rnd Housc of o .ons,
the Duteh fiorablic of the marcihnnt fenmilies, the legislatares and
town mrotings of colonizl Amiries cnd the reprasentutive ovortnents
establishcé by the freach snd “vxrican revolutions, - Thu* those insti-
‘tutions wore the products of clisses and class conflict, & conception
first rcneralized upon by Merx, is today accoptnd by nearly avery . .
T | : 2077
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modern school of historical theory,

Horever, the recognition of this fact is not grounds for the ac-
Coptanoe of Lenin's simplistic theory that every reprosentative ine
stitution iics the weapon of & sincle class for dominaticn oveor all
others. ‘herever the rising class had access to existing institutions,
they ontered them, converted theil into en arena vhich geve concentrat-
ed exprecsion to their struggls as & vwhole and fought to con? suer them
for tncir ovn aims, Sometimes they proved successful in thc latter,
mores o-tsn their partial success csused the strusgle to spill over
into ~rira-parliamentary chann2ls with ths resulting rupturce of the
corrion &rena., The English bouriceisie eventually cengquered Perlisment
and oo bordineted the Lords cnd the throne to it, but nct witiout the
Crom7cllisn interiudz, The f'rench hourgeoisie found its first or-

ganizcd base of resistance in the me °t1nq of the Third Estzte of the
ﬁtateo Genersl. The American bouvgeoisie weged & politicsal Surupgle

for 20 vecars to capture control o the Federal govornuent and when they

succeaeded thrOuch constitutional ncans, it led to secession znd
¢ivil var. The (erman bourgeoisic wes fated never to gstehlich its
‘centrol orer the state Apnﬁrdtu ; its control passing from the Junker

A

domincticn to reformist labor d“ iinction to Nazi dO"lndtiOW.

The modcrn bourgeois demoey ete, based on universzl suffrage
is an excecdingly complex ncchan i e .ike the BEritish Labor rarty,
which the Uarxists hove defined £s n "third sopisclist party," o
"petty bourgeols party" and a "woarking clas rty," the bourgeois
demoe ~atic stete dafiazs simple derfinition, 1f it is <n instrunent
for the courgeols dominaticn of th ss, it is 2lsc =n
i{nstrumcnt for the workers! strugels sguilnst thst domiuation.. To add
to the ccmplexity, the bourgreois stete is forced to intervene in the
‘econowy £~2insft the resistance of the bourgeolsie and devolops a
momentunt of its own which oorﬁ‘lif'tu now with the one and now vith the
‘other of the two basic socizl classes, '

ar from baing an instrument consciously -dcsigned by the boure
geoisic to serve SOluly its own cluss nceds (a view which is saccept-
able only to those who view history as a series of plots), the hour-
geois state is the product of 2 Lon_ hlSuO?;C 1 gevolopment in which
it has been subjectcd to the mos veried forccs., It bears the marks.
"of dozens of great social COﬁflLVLS which have contributcd to 1ts
prescnt form and content and w2 hove no grounds for belicving that
this form and content is final, .

"lj

frs

Political institut ions reflsct the nceds of the eccnomic 'syqtcm
upon which trey rest. But this 1s only true in the lons run and on
the vesis of reolative social shability Ye must naver Io"?;L that

S

> Ve
"force (i.c. the state authoriyy) flso =n ecorcwic powerl" (Tngels)
Its rcciprocal action uroa the ccihomic base can o ten be oprosed to
thie intercsts of the sconomicalli-deminsnt closs, In parions of so-
cial corisis, and most "cutbly in p'”ic*%‘ﬂf”r*vﬁTutIﬁr rv {(or counter-
revolnisionary) change, the statc con be wréenched loose from 1ts cco-
nomic rcots ond uscd cpainst the ccenomieally- dominant class, with tho
result thot the stoto, in kurm, underyocs vest internsl cehanies in

~the nroccss, This is above ll true under canitslism, '

2
O
.u

Luping the risc of crpitalion, cconomic rover and rolitical power
wern scporcted to on ertent not kaozn in pre-capitnlist socieuics, In
slava socioty and under foudalisw, the holders of ¢conomic poier oCe
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cupled themselves diroctly with the excrcisc of political power, The
feudal lords, for instrnce, functioncd os the dircctors of the cstatos,
2s the local government (cxecutive, 1logislative arnd judicinl) cnd as
the military comionders, The only cucstions beyond thoir wthority,
thcoretically at lcast, wer~ thosc pertzining to the Chursch,

In contrest, the bourgeoisic occupied itself with busincss ond
left thc cdministration of the state to those who, in tims, mrde a
profession of it, The result was the development of & spocisl hody
of men -- functionsries, burezucrats, c¢ivil servants, or "posliticans”
as w3 call them in this country -- who, while ddentifyine thcmseclves
g with thc status quo did so primarily through on identitr with the
t . state and only sccondarily tlroush cn identity with the cconciiic syse=
tem. The result was the developmgnt of = stote apparatus whiech,
whilc under the influcnceé of the bourzcoisic in greater or lisscr
measurc, was not under its complatc control.

The bourgecois democratic strte was novhere a political monopoly
of thec hourgeolsie. Even the Putch Hepublic, which was orzruized
like 2 fcderation of joint-stock coryporztions =nd ccme clostst to be-
ing 2 purcly bourgcols affeir, wos not complutcly so. The bourscoisic
in ths cerlicst czpitalist states (England, USA, ¥ranco, Belzium,
Netherlonds) hed hardly eliminated the pre-capitalist ruling cless .
(nobiliisy, sleveocracy) from a2 role in the oxccutive side of the
stzte, vhen the proleterist bokan to "intrude" in the legislotive
side. In the lete arrivals among the copitalist stetes (Yoiuawy,
Austro-Huneary, Hussis) the bour.coisie never managed to rid itself
entirely of the feudal foreces beofore they were confronted with the
political power of'the prolstariat, :

The orly mcthod by which the bLourgeoisie could froezo the prole-
~tarizt out of participrtion in tho institutions of governmnent, vhile
8till kceping democracy for itself, was through the limitotion of
the sufirege on the basis of proparty. The bourgcoisie everwrrhore
strove for such @ "proporty-holdors" democracy when it achicoved
politiccl power. The "foundinsg fathors" of the American Ronublic mede
‘this aim cbundantly clcar, as szon in The Federalist esscys of

mmilton, adison and Jay. The thtempt to achiove this objictive in
the french Revolution lcd to the overthrow of the bourgeois porty ==
the Givondins -- by the rlebian masscs roprosented by the Jocobins,

Jdhorever the bourgeois dewocretic state was based uron &n exten-

sive clcetorate -- above all, whorce the suffrage bocarnc universcl --
-1t bocame on crena in which the other classes fought to bend “he
porers of government to their own purposes. Witness the history d
the Ascrican government in this rcspects the strugglec of tht morcan-
tile=-fintncizl intcrosts against the agricultur2l interest (Homilton
vs, Joficrson); the strugsle of mercentile-financial intorasts
“2ainst the rising working class (Fiddle vs, Jackson); the struggle
# of th: cepital-labor-farmer bloc agninst the slavoocracy (victory of

the Twpublicon Party and tho Civil “ar); the strugale of the copitnla-
ists ~:cinst the farmsr-labor-is:ro Hloc on ©-construction (¢eohnson
vs. Stovens);  the struggle of the vestern nnd Southern farmacrs and
merehints <utinst finonce capital (Populism), L

)
cr <

It is zrpucd that the mein,contenders in these -struggles were

2y

verious scchbions of the properticd class. However, when orgasized lan-
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por avpcared upon theo scene, 1t, too, made its impact upon the state,
Federal and state legislation far vorkmen's compansation, abolition .
of child laber, nrotection of 'omen workers, ard such specific leral
cafezaards for organized labor as tie Clayton “ct and the Norris-La
Guardia Act were not enactcd by clever and far-sighted bourgeois for
the purpose of spreading "democrutic illusions,," They wers cnacted
by politicians, acainst tre resistance of the bourgeolsie, because
even the politically backrard American working class was maxing its
weight felte. : : '

The hourceoisie did not "sive" universal suffrage to tho messcs,
especizlly not in Europc. The masses breke into the democratic arena
by their concerted pressure, often- through violent strusgles, Unie
versal suffrage wes the first gr-at political conaguest of the modern
wporking class., In many countries it was the issue eround which the
workars organized as a class, The Chartist movement in #ncland and
the LaSallean movement in Germany undzrscored the lmportance the .
workars attached (and correctly) to the right to vote. They made
the latter their prime demand bzcause it was the weapon with vhich
they coiild fight for their other cdemands, like the right to orgenize
and strike. The workers of Belzlum and the Austroe-Hungarian empire
won the right to vete threough m~ss strike actions, They did not re=
gard 1t 2as Yall %inds of votingz, dewmocracy and suchlike bouricols '
deceit," as Lenin was to call it. The workers used their newly won 7
political power to sacure tre adortion of laws for thelr cconomic
wolfare snd the strengthening of the legal position of the free labor
movement, '

Lenin resdily admitted et vourgeols domocracy had & proJrese
sive function durinsg the rise of capltalism, Hewcver, in the these
we guoted above, Lenin concluded:

"Phe perlisment at present cin in no way serve as the arena of
a struzrle for reform, for improving the 16t of the working veople,
as it wzs at certain porieds of the precoding epoch, The canter of
gravity of political 1ife at prosent hes been completely and finally
transferred beyond the limits of - the parlisronte .

In Lenin's view, tke raforws had 211 boen window drecssing for
bourgeois dictatorship, £ luxury jt could not longer afford, The
bourg:ois state was now stripped Gown ‘to its rcal function as “nothing
~1se but a machine for the supprassion of ‘the working class by the
boursgcoisie, of the mass of toilers by a handful of capitalists,”

vot in the midst of canitalism's worast crisis, one that sheok..
it devn to its very depths, the Lourscols democratic state in the
United Stcotos passed as much pro-lohor zgislation In o fow FCirs as
tnok the REuropsan vorkers decaces to vines I refer, of coursa, to the
New Donl, Thz latter romains incomprchensible from the Loninist thee
ory of the bourzoois dsmocrat ic state, ané is thc resson way our )
movement romnins content to this dzy with such infantile 2nd valgnr
explunntions of this rhenomenon,  This is anothor cxample of how 2
falgs Srecry l-2ds its adherents tc impore SO coapletely tho sppesrarance
of titinzs in the seorch fov the dccply hidden meaaing, that thnose
shun 11 thoory stumble upon the answers that lic nosr the surface,
and cansequantly, come far closeér to the truth. (This does not preve
thnt 3 lack of theory is snpeérior to its presence. It does'prove that
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a bad theory can ba worse than none at all,)

Those liberesls and labor lzadcrs who Heve referred eclactically
to "lebor, industry and government" in dealing with power relations
in this country have been closer to the truth than those who were’
captives of the rigid dectrinc tnut there were only two forces, labor
and cgoitgl, end that the state is but the -handmciden of the latter,
"the /P is only now beginning to dcal with the possibility that the
stete oy intervene in the econonmy cond. conscquently in class relations,
:-in a monner that undermincs the JOUREinsiQ, rather than st*engthens
-3t. I rofer to the possiblec political conseguenccs of statification,
Had we unot been blinded by Leninist dogme on the role’ of the stete,
our recognition of this phcnoricnon would not be so belnted. The
theorctvical basis for such understanding was leid down by Engols ¢
many ycors bofore Lenin begnn his study of the state. In contrast
to Lenin's simplistic, crudc and static formulation, Engels gove us
an insight into the relations of the bourgeoisic and thc statc appare
-atus frcm which we can understand such politically diversc trcnds
._t0uard statlfication &s the New Deccl and the Nazi stfte'

, "There is © reciprocity bvh”hhn the two uncquel forcds; on the
one side, the eccnomic movement; . on the other, the new ﬂollulcnl ,
power which strives for. the Qr::tost‘possibln 1ndcpendenco and vhich
having once erisen is endowed w;tq its ovn movement. The oconomic’ -
movemcnt, ugon the whole, asse'rts itself but it is affected by the
reacticn of the relatively 1ndupvnﬂent political movement.wnich it
itsels ‘hed set up. This political movement is on the one hand the

. state power, on the other, the opvosition which comes to : lifc at the
same time with it." (Letter to Conrad Schmidt, Oct, 27, 1890, ' Empha-
-sis 1n original,) o

This concept was either’ entircly incomprehensible. to Lonin or

" he vieiwred it as a strange aberrzction on the part of Engcls that had
~best be simply ignored, as a raading of Chapter I of State and Revolu-.
tion will reveal. Engels! concept on the reciprocal relationship of |
state and economy weas b°sod upon his theory that the stats cvolved
out - of *he organized community, i.e., the organized maintenance of
communal functions in prc-cless society. Thosc charged with these
public fhnctions “"separated" thcmsclves from the community, iee.,
freed themselves from its contrel, md used their strategic .position
to domincte over society: "... the excrcise of a social function was
evarywherc the basis of politica °upronacy,..." The incrocse of
productive forcecs added to the 0001a1 functions of thesc cormunal of-
ficoers cnd increcased their specizl status and independence fron coN-
trol. The same increase of.preductive foreces made possible an ce- -
cumilation of wealth, the expleitation of lsbor and the divicion of
society into classes. .The comaunzl officers developed into the cco-’
nomim.lnr dominant class, Tho lattcr continued to serve 2 socicl fune-
ction :ut they now had -an additionzl function - & strictly clcss func-
tion,= to ‘preserve the new class civision against attack f'rou the
ethOLbcc'clﬂss. This new clﬂ'a iunction rquier the estabhlisrment
of 1 spocifl apparatus - a body of "armed mon," assisted By ": anterinl
appnnd nges, prisons sand rnpvcablvc institutions of all kinda.‘ It

is this_ epparatus that Hary and “ngels cnlled the statg,

Thc social functlon of tho pUhliC authofitv did not cnd vincn it
hnd the added function of an organ of PCPPOSaiono On the contrary,
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'1t could mointein its. suppemacv cnly as long -as it carriecd. out this
.socinal function. "However groat the number of despotic govornments
‘which rose cnd fell in Indian ahd Pcrsic, “each was fully awarc that

"1ts first duty was the genercl sanintenance of . irrigition throughout
“the .,vallcys, without: which no asriculturc wezs possible," (unvcls,
"Anti-Duhrinz, Pe 199). The statc under capitalism, likewise, con only
,éurvivc if it takes steéps to k3cn socloty from disintegrating, rcgnrde
1ess of the needs of the oconoavcollv dominant class, :

Jhcncver thc statp safcgunrded ‘the noods sololy of the ruling
elass zt a time when these necds ran counter to those of tho cecnomy,
4.c., when the strte no longer fulfilled its socicl Punctio,, it lost
4ts "political supremecy," it was overthro”n. Thc rrnnch Rcvelution
is the -classic erumplc of this, ,

Howcver, not 2ll fcudal states were ovcrthromn The roudal-

Inonarchlc-bureﬂucrc.tic state: In Gervony adsptoed itself to the nceds

of the cconomy 2nd ruled on bh-half of the bourgeoisic; while k'Opino
‘them =t arm's length from the - stnte apporatus itself. (Thic wos the
wyeal content of Bismarck!s policy,) The English statc apporctus une
flerrent the seme.process of cdaptation, only more gredually cond over
meveral coenturies. The Russinn stcte snporftus bogan this process
after 1905, but it was 91r0°dy too 1Lte, and ﬁm, robvuﬂry A\"CIUoloﬂ_
fut 1t short, - .. ... S :

The possibility of adsa ptaticn to capitalist society by fcudal
gtbtos 72s based on the peculiar ncture of the bOUPgCOiol“ - o cla
ghzt confines itself to economic functions end demands only that the
;tnto Ye in friondly haonds, that is that the political porer is not
used to obstruct, but to feeilitate the economic operations of the
bourgcoisic. Thi., pecculiarity of hourgeols mle vas oosarved LY Ene’
%gels who stated that in a democratic republic "wealth wiclds its

over indircctly, but all the more cftectively," (iy emphzcis, .E.%,)
That Lenin never grasped ®his point is apparent from whet hs scys
1n the paragraphs thut follor nis qoting it on p”ﬂﬁ 15 of *f“tr and
Revolution, B '

e now live in the epoch vhon cupitaliSﬂ proves ever lass chle
to leflll the nceds of économic cdevelopment. It hos definitoly be-
gome ¢ brake upon the economy with the rosult that crises throcten all’
of socicty with socifl chaos, & stote.which oparates solzly to snfee-
guard the interests of the bourszcoisie, i.c., which fulfills no
socirl function, would accumulate against it the onn+.un antocoonisms
of al1 other classes and would in the end lose 1its poll*irnl Suprefn=
mcy. . This has not happéncd to ¢ate becmuse the states of the crpitnlae
Ast world have taken m asures to fulfill their socinl functicn. 7o
'@rotoco socicty as a whole from economic dislocution and won~“'l ime-
pov rishnent, the stote hes intcrvened increasingly in the cconemic
spherc, to rezulate thu economy in order te sccure its more normnl
‘Opm"(.. 101'1. ’ ] - B ) ! . .

Thz trend tousrd statificat ion of production, forescon 2y Fnrols
and obscrved by ov@ry promincont licrxist theorcoticlan sinca, is nothing
elsc but the affort of the state to fulfill its social function. It
has succcceded in fulfilling it to a romarksble degrec dospibte bourgoois
opnos1t10n. It was able t6 do this becausc of the purcly ccononic
Yole of the bourgeeisic md the consequent limitation of thoirpr politice
al pon,r to indirect control of tlc statoc. This ability or hoi;tvﬁi
: v o
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to adapt itself to cconomic ncods in the freo of the wishcs of the
bourzsoisic, is what bngels was ¢cseribing in the passages cited from
the lotter to Conrad Schmidt when he rercrre@ to the state having
"jts ovn movement" .and that it “strives for the greatest possible

indepcndence "
PEN

.

-

The state is adapting itself to the needs of the economy. But
rs Bnrels notes, this is 2 reciprocel relationship,.. "Force (Le€e,
the stotc suthority) is also economic power." In vhich diraction
and In whose inteorests does the stete direct the economy? Lenin could
conceive of only two states - a hourgeols state andéd 2 prolrcorian -
state's The former directed th» economy in the intercsts of c~vcitalism,
the lotter in the interests of sccialism, -

_ Hed Lenin not been blinded By the simplistic notion that o' state
k. 1s merely an instrument of one clcss for the suppression of cnother,
' he may have conceived of -the possibility that the stuzte apparotus
¥ could free itself from class control, wield its power over the economy
~gainst beth classes, ond conssitute itself ths new ruling class, based :
upon state ownership of propariy, Wie heve alrendy seen the stite es-
cope from the wegk grasp of the Zmssicn proletoriat, Cnmn the strte
slip- out of the hands of the bourpcoisic in like manner? ot only
¢ can it, but it has in & number of countrics (Nazi Germany being the
E ' best okomvle)., However, to dote, this loss of political control has
¢  npowhere rcsulted in any_seriouﬁ convorsion of capitalist propsrty in-
to st-tc property. The lntter :lcvelopment is excluded from the point
of view of Lenin's theory of the state. If the WP eclings to Lenint's
theory &f the strte but belicvos that capitalism cecn ¢volva invo
bureaucratic collectivism - which it says is a system nostils %o
capitalism - It will only add 2 new inconsistency to its thooretical
prograii, . - : . :

3 If one ‘concedes .that stotz intervention can lead to tiv notional-
jzantion of the cconomy and that the underiying trend in tho United
States 1s in this direction, it wust then Do admitted-thot the wmoasurcs
of the Rooscvelt sdministration -= the New Deal ~nd the var cconomy --
were the first stage of this. proccss, : ‘

The Hew Deal resulted frow the following factors? puhlic cone .
fidence in the ecéenomic and polibticcl leadeorship of the bin bYourcooie-
sic, which reached its peak durinz the '20's, collapsed complately
during the crisis, The populnr messes (workors, rammers, 3121) busi-
nesa) rojccted the lecdership of the .big bourgooisic (VWazll 3ivrcet,
Biec 3usiness) and looked tovward their govcrnment for econorniic licdCre
shin, The Hoosevelt cdministrotion tock aver &b o time whon the
egbility of the bourgeoisic to control public opinion s 1°s& “hoen o
any tinc since the Civil der. R0o0gevelt hod & rcletively fros hon
vis-o=vis the bourgroisic. H2» toc over at a time vhon widcoorend
St ot interveontion in the cconouy ' os the only. means of rastoy.ang
social ond cconomic stability. Such intervention was fimal’” rosisted
by the bigs bourgeoisie, despit> thedr wankined politicszl »owew, vhich
reachcd its low point in the 1935< clections. #s a count  m=lovce £9 the
bouresz0isin and as o mass base ror themsclves, tho Nev Lol nurenus
cracy cncournged and faeilltatad the orcanization of l:bor, sopeelinle
1y the 210, Uith the porer of 1l-Lor incrcasced, cnd tlo pover off the
boursgecisic wetkowed, the two fandrrentil classes were mors avenly *
balanees rnd tle "Bonapartist" positlem of the stute onhanecds
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. Yet this "Bonapartism" was urilike the recimes to which Marxists
have traditionally applied the t-r1:. These rerimes were invariahly
dietatorizl and relied wupon police”maasures.,.The New Deal, on the
contrary, was overvhelmingly populer with the masses, W“hen it lost
the support of the farmers and u: Man middle class (the men of srall
property) besinning in 1940, it continued to reteive:the sudport of
the voriing class, and such an important oppresséd minority as the

. Negrozs. The New Leal encroacheq upon the freedom of property end

. expanded the freedom of organized labor, While the bourgeoisie organe

ized the Liberty League to.defend the “freedom of ‘property" c-sinst

. state intervention, the rights of labor to. bargain collectivelr were
‘writtén into law end enforced throush thre National Labor Rzlaticns

- Boards : ' - oL

< Yet a contradictory trend was at work in the New Deal. 7hé execu-
b’ tive povers of the government were vastly increased in relation to
f. the lorcislative., The Supreme Court vas- given .a New Deal wmaiori Ve
£ (A curious result has been that since 1942, when the tide of bourgeois
b reacticn bezan running strong, the executive and Judicial ranches ‘
“have ccntinued to be liberal, while Congress has become the stronghold
‘of rcaction,) The social fremeirork as a whole was subjected to a Pro=
céss. or regimentation vhich effectad.gl; classes since it 1lct no
sphere -of the economy untouched., The enforcement of such regimentae
‘tion Lrought with it greatly eahanced pelice powers, both through the
uthority of innumerable boards, hureaus and acencies and through the
stablishment of e netionsl policc force, the FBI, on a sconc not
previously known in this country. & huge state buresucracy vas dee
cloped which accounted for onz out of every ten gainfully crmloyed
porsons in the United States by 194g, totaling 5,900,000 jobholdors,

- Yet this process hed no advorse effect upon political iibcrties,

Lyen the war brought no serious curtailments, of civil libertics, To

XThe e=ient thet restrictions tool: rlace in some fields, £2i1s ¥ irc ree-

glstercd in others. It is necessary to conclude that, to datc, there

13 no evidencc that state intervention in the economy hes rosulted in
he curtailment of political demociraey. It is necessary to iccord

that state intervention in Great oritain, where it is for in advence

¢ of this country, hes likewisc shovn no avidonce, to datc, of & cur-

} tailment of political demderacy. . : :

I7 stcte intervention remains purely bureaucratic snd uncffeocted
L by the labor movemont, its expansion will pit the workers ccononic
F strugzle increesincly against tixx stute. The bureauerscey will scck
b-to defend its ovn intercsts by restricting the freedom of Shc lubhop
. movem2nt, Evecn here the attaek will be acainst labor's ecouniie richts
k. sincs m atuack upon political liberty must necessarily erzst thng
b of 211 other strats of the populition and confront the stats -
- united -people., Unless a mnss fascist movement appears, the conve
t sion of the democrctic state into a police state can only ba o slow
b procoss punctuated by strusgles, The likelihood is thrt it would

~erupt, <t some crucial point in o violent struggle,

: ilut there are no grounds for elieving that state int-rvontion
- must Incvitehly: take a rurcly bascaueratic form, Such - prropretive
¢ 1s valid only on the .assumption “hat the wvorking class will not »rise
. mbova « trade union level and witll prove incapndle of enterin«. the

b - politicél arcna as -an independent class force to Tight for its o'n

- progron,  The latter developrient carnot but have a tremendous imroct
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upon the government's role in the economy This is what Enzels' meant
when, in fealing with the efiect of politics uponoeconomics, he wrote:
"Pnis political riovement is on the: one hand the stats pover, on the

other, the oprosition which comas to life at the samc time 7ith it,"

" I vay be argued that even if the bourgeois democratic sizte is
am@na“le to various class pressures,’ this does not prove that 1t can
be "preocsured" into solving any basic problems in accordanc:z vith
the worlrrs'! needs and certainly, could not be taken ower Lv & viorking
class porliemsntary maj ority to cstablish socialism,

It is uuite,true that this has not besen proven. However, neither
has it hazen disproven. No cne ccon say over vhat road, or combination
of roads, the struggle for parer and socialism will lead, .hat is
necessary for us 1is to establisn thet hoth Scheidemann's road and
Lenints road were failures. Zoth nust be roiected

Marzists have undprstood fron the e ginning that the struggle of
‘the workérs for sccialism must foilow two 11nes of attack, political
and econcmic. hile both the Bolshevilts and the Sccial Daunociats ace
ceptad this concept in genercl, tvrey esach gave it a specific’ content
that ncpated it in practice, Scciel Liemocracy came.to view the struge
gle centirely as a parliam°n+ar" one, with the economic orctanizaticns
of the vorkers limiting their role to improving the lot of the workers
under ceritalism, urtil a perlieucrtary ma2jority would intrcduce
socialism from above., The EBolshcviks viewed the cconomic orcanizetions
as auxiliaries of the party vhich would serve the function of disrupt-
ing ané c¢isintegrating cepitciist ccntrol of the economy through mass
strikez and workers! control of oreduction., "The (workers!) control
is a sHransitional measure, und=r the conditions of the hizhcst tension
of the class war, and conce;voblu cnly «s & btridge to the revelutione
ary naticnalization of industry. (Trotsky: Germeny -- .‘hot Next?,
page 148)

Having vrested the control of ths industry from the ckgitulist
proprictor, the workers ars now to entrust (it may be mors :c:

to say == surrender) its manageuent to the functionaries of the new
worksrs state. "On the cont rary, the workers! management or industry,
to a'wuch greater degrec, cven in its initial steps, procecds from
abcva, Ior 1% iz insnpnrable from state-power and the general cconomic
plen. 7Tha orgens of mancgement “re not factory committoos wut centrale-
ized Soviets,"” (ibid, rpe. 171) Ze spsek of workcrs' control in a non-
revola icnary sitwmtion, .adds i: otvxy means to conccive of it in a

“puraly roformist” menner,

ut the socialist order, like sll provious social transiorrations,
must first tale form within tho vrerb of the old society. Jorkrrs coan-
not, likc the boarguOLOie uncer fcudalism, echicve 2 hold in tae ccono-
my throurh owvnorship of procuctive property. They can only uchicve it
+Lw0u~h the e xercisc of an erpaadine pover over the econowy under
capitclisme In the last an- lvuLn, the strenegtn of the workin: class
in thr porlicrentory arena wll1 only be a roflection of its roal
stronsgh - that whrich is rootcod in tlw cconcemy itself, The ursic
strensth of the werking class is, thorofore, econoric, Its politiecal
stren-ty has rool nraning only An terms of its economic strensth. The
~1lats oy eonnot bﬁ sivan to it by ‘LClﬂllut rerliswentarinans nor cen it
sud.lenly npcar undhr the condit ¢0ﬂo of the highest tension of the
claas var.' ‘hat 1s vrony vith purcly heform1ot" articipntion of
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the ao“kers in meaeures ‘of economic control in =2 non-revoluklonery

-period? Qhe. .chieveneéent of Reuth rts program in the GM strike would
heve been "purely reformist,"™ but it would hnave led to = trn.nncouS'
- stpide forward in both the maturity cnd power of the cuto vworkers,

The IV¥its concept of workers! monagement of industry, thich was
thaot of revolutionarv syné icalism; wos not wrong because they ncine-
“teined that the power of the workers rmust be rooted in the -rorkshop,
‘but -becouse they held that this 2i spensed with the need of 2 nolitical
instrunient of power, the state This 1is the Leninist concept turned
. inside out, The organized norer of the workers must seek usans of

.esserting itself in “eeonomic controls on the level of the departmont,
- plunt znd industry, Without such economic pover as its Yus3, the
'-poii*zcﬂl victories of the. workp“s rest on very frall founﬂﬂtlon.

Tbis erceedlnglx iwportqnt concent wns .oné of Deleon's éontribu-

,tions to liarxist thought. Unfortun°tely, his teetical errors, like

dual unionism, and his theory that the political state is ununscessary

for the rule of the woarking class, has obscured its real essoence,

¢ It: 1s cmong the concepts uhich a re-evaluatlon of the past must take.
_‘1nto conszderation. . ‘ -

——

-~ The existence and expansion of workers economic power is directly
~depencent upon the preservqtion of politlcal freedom and democratic
proccsses. It 1s not merely a metter of civil liberties or “demo-
.eratic rishts,” & term we hev cnoqen to wse because it pearaits a
‘negaﬁife attitudeo toward exlstin, anocrqblc ing;;tutlo*s of' govern-
~ment, In nsSence our strugele for “democretic rights"® is confined to
& fdemand for nOn-intcrfcronﬂﬂ' Ly *h stote., Yet the qurstion of
"interference! or non-intorf@rﬁnce end against whom and ~‘hat the

- ®gntorforence” is aimed, is dircctly relateé to the naturc of the
state. It is necessary to have = positive attitude toward thc state’
- 4n relzation to democracy. It is true that in o class socisty the
~1abor movenent can rely, in the last znglysis, only upon 1iss ovn
strensth, But it 4s one of thec follles we have derived from the
“Leninist concept of "their state,” that "indepcndent workin: cless

- action' mcans thet the working closs must not demand sunpo“* ‘Trom
roverntcntal bodies in its dn°°ncc of' democrzcy cxcbpt in ordcr to
i'th:ﬂnse the bourgeois democratic state, OUur sectarian nporoach
_reached one of its heights of 1Douraity tthen we refu eé to damand from
. the Los hngeles School "Board that it deny Gerald Smith a m utinr nlace
- on grounds that this would Sl”ﬁl‘” colluoov"tion rith the " )OJLLCOiS
.Stﬂtu “ yhen it is considereéd our task to expose "

beurgcols domecrocy”

and amhillao the workers ngainst its state institutlon Yl dewmané
£« law that would mako discr1m11&+1on arainst racicl mi‘ *iti“s &
-eriminal offunsc, But would re insist that only tho " orieng?
.should crrest the criminals and that they be imcarcorated only in a
~f"gorkers?! juil?" Ve criticized the Nuremburg Tricl, but »eyonc the

~domand that the Nazis should be ‘tried by « Germen recvolutionary work-
“ers' zovernment (vhich we knew oS out of thc realm of the pe.nible,

- at prvuunt) vre whshed our handa of cny rcsponsibility far mor2 proce

tical acmends, '

The view that it is "their stote," thot wo meke domonds only to
- exposg it, that we expect mothing from it, thot we will "atilize" it
since thie bourgecoisie 1s stupid \nox.r to pocrmit us to, craatces a
frama of mind in our movecment wblch is alicn to tho vorkers of &
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politicalldemocracy,and"isolates us from them, This approach robs

the Leninist 6I™4 moral basis for his strugigle in a democratic arena,
and consequently, makss his azitavion devoid of the moral inisnetion
over diolations of democracy. by the bourgeoisie, How could a Leninist
party be morally indignant when i% publicly refers to its elected
reprosentatives in governmentel “ocdies as, "scouting parties" and says:
MThe Cormunist Party enters such institutions’ not for the vurpose o
organination work, but in order to direct the masses to blow up the
whole bourgeois machinery and the perliament itself from “ithineee"

.-"(Lenin) This approach at least had the merit of e frank avowal of

»aims, Its acceptance by Leninisis functioning in the democrstic arena
« of this country, today, can only create guilt_fpelings. his is in
marked contrast to the American vorker wno considérs himself a citizen
-and a taxpayer snd resents be ing pushed around by police “no are paid
out of the public treasury, .. o '
Doemocracy is not the property of the hourgesisic, They find it

inernasingly uncomforteble and aventually will find it unbearable,
Whatever is democratic in our govcrnment and.in the social pattern as
‘d whole, helongs to us and we must be its resolute defenders. Vhat

is bourgeois about our. prcsent democracy is specifically its limitae
‘tions, its shortcomings, end, 2bove all, its exclusion from the cconoe
'mic sphere, The evolution of scciety makes capitalism and deuiocracy
increasingly incompstible, The attachment of the bourgeoisie to-
freedom does not stem from ths, fact thet it "dcludes" tha workers

with frcodom of speech and "suchlike deceit," but because it ~uarantees
freedom of property. If the lattcr is threatened, he may »i '

trusting the defense of this property to a fascist dictatorsihip, But
after the Nazi erpericrce, he is not so sure that this will- not be

merely another road to;eXprOpriapion.

There 1s no assurance, whatsocver, that the workers' paerty can
‘achievc state power throuch constituytional %wsns. Its very progress
may mobilize the forgces of reaction egainst the democratic instituw
tions., This is precisely what we nean when we say that capitaolism
and democracy are incompatible in tthe long run, Even the rost per-
fect orgenization of the workars. in industry, trinsport, cowtaunicae
tions, ectc., will not guarantce & non-violent accession to power,
Sincs the vorking class may be challenged by force on the deiiocratic,
-road to socialism, let :it be propered to talke ur' nrms not to over-

" throw a democratic statc but to “vin theo battle of democracy,"

- Standing &s the defenders of the best traditions of American demoera-
¢y, 1ts cause will .be. immeasurally strengtheped.“'#-M$rkist in the
United Stetes today con commit no csreater folly then to view the
workers! road to power as culminating in an armed insurrccticn arcainst

8 statc that rests on rolitical democracy, - L e

I therefore reject the Leniaist conecept of the state, denocracy
and tho rozd to power, I consider the pre-Loninist vicws of Licrxism
on thogse cucstions as sounder coctrine and the basis for more rerlise-
tic practice, .

..
-

"o chsolute wrd goneral r-lation ozn be constructed hotveen
capitalist development =nd democacy seee Domocrstic institutions -
-and this is of the greatest siznificance -- have complately orhnusted

their function as nids in tho dovelopment of bourgeeis s0CichTeese

Ve must concluadc thutthe sogialist fovement is not bound %o zourgoolis

g

democ:acy, but thot, on the convrary, the fate or.demoeracy is- bound
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with the soclalist movement.la\ (Rosa Luxemburg: Reform or Revolu-

tion.) ;

MIf there is. anvthing that is certain, it is this, that our par-
ty and the working class can only come to pover under the form of

" a democratic republic.» This is, what'!s more, the specific form for

‘the dictatorship of the proletarlct, as the great French Revolution -

Tds alrcedy shown, (Frederick Engels, Neue ZCit XX, 1901)

-It had been my aim in outlining this statement to devotc as com=
plete & treatment to the question 6f the conflict bctween Russia and
the United States and the position of Socialists in refercncc to it,
as 1 have to the Russian Revolution and the Leninist theory of the
state, I find 1t necessary, however, to confine myself to the barest
statement of my views, without a*rumontation to support then, since
this statement has grown to asreater proportions than I had planned,
“‘As importent as it Is for a party to knor the views upon which & mema-
ber breaks with it politicslly, I fully recognize the technical
limitctions of & small organizatlon and have no desire to ta:x them
unduly, #n added considoration is the fect that had I contimucd to
accept the party's view of the Russian Revolution and Leninisnm, it
may have been possible to remain in the party and fight for the accept-
ance of my position on the intermaotional conflict, though I nov re-
cognize that the latter would be inconsistent with the former. In
brief my views on the intarnaticnal scene and the tasks of the sO-

CiﬂllSuS are as follows-

LS

1, Impﬁrl"lism 1s'impﬁr1“110ﬁ, -bstr“c+ly considered. Hovrever,

there is a diffcrcnce besiveen the "imperinlism of a totalitarian state

and that of a political democracy, The victory of one or the other
makecs a difference ror the future of civilization, specifically fer
the socislist perspective, Ve st prefer the victory of the cemp
that pcrmits us to survive and struggle, unless there is a genuine

_ third clternative -- our own victory over both camps. v 2

2, Basing oursclves upon the expcctation that the Second ‘'orld
Wlar wo1ld cnd in the dofeat of both imperialist camps at the honds of
a successful proletarinn revolution, we viere logical in rofusing to

give support teo either side, Hofever, our pcrspective for o revolu-
tion, &s ve heve admitted sincc, was an illusion. Had our porspective
been + realistic one, we could noc but hove preferred the dofcot of
Gornaa nT, ntnd consequently taken an attitude toward the ver zoncrally
like thect of the SP or the ILP, minus their pacifist d“Vi“tlonS.

3« There is no xhirc u“mp ot prescnt. It must be the oim o? the
socizlists to build onc, Tho basis for the latter exists in the free
labor iovement of the capitalist world, The free labor movei:ont func-

~ tions ot presert as 2 sub-division in the canitalist camp. Our

stratcesy nust strive for the indepondence of lazbor from the foreign
policy of capitalist imperialism, tut in such & manner as do-s nd
weakon the latter vis-c-vis totaliterian imperitlism, This concept is
exprisscd in ny discussion article in Lobor Action on the-iarshell .

Plﬁn. '.-.'.

*** 4, The strugzle betwecn Rusnia and the United Stotes is rore
thon on 1J0““iuliut struggle. IY is = strugcle for survival bcoctvecen
two socicl oréders. The ilmportancc of thc lotter uspect ovorohiodovs
the impeoriclist content, 2983
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5, No one is required to wive a pledge in edvance to support
the United States in.& war egainst Russia., This war may come neyt
.month, next year, or not for ten to twenty. jears. The course of
‘events rey follow one of a dozen alternatives, YWhat is iwmportant is
that socialists do not exclude in advance &nd in principlc the possi-
-bility of supporting the hourgrois democratic states, despitc their
1mper1‘1lsw, against totalltarian states,

6o The conversion of bou" cois . democretic states into police
states or totalitarim regimes io not excluded theoretically, !'hen
this possibility becomes the actuality, our approach to their dcfense
in war epgainst other totalitarian states, would of course change ac-
cordingly. .

7. Socilalists can capitalizc on wardtime discontent and crisis
only when their own attitude torard the war is correct. &n cntie
war party cannot gain when the mosses support the war for sound rea-
sons. Unce war hszs broken out with Russia, the Americen workers in
the absonce of a third camp, will O“pose peace through appsascment,

A soc;alist policy can only be %o say, "Place us in power, and we
will icee & consistentlv democ ratic and revolutionary war u"Lnst
.the to*aliturlun bloc," But while socialists follow this line, tvey
cannot say that the military fortunces of the bourgeois demociracies
in the war are of no concern to them, The enomy is at homz; but
the main enemy is abroad, )

* <* *

In conclusion, pormit me to deal with the gquestion, whizh I am
sure will be ralsed in the minds of many comrades, as to wa” I chose
to rosisn rather thoen attempt to remain in the P to fight for the
adoption of my views, The /P is ¢ political orgmnizztion that is dis-
tinct from other orgsnizations Ducause it rests upon certain hasic
principles, evolved over meny yoars of history., It reproscnts o con-
tinuity of ldecas from the Fussic Loevolution and the Conintarn ~nd
their application in tho political crisis of the ycors sinca., To ac
cept 7 views mecns to wipe out 1its past and to call inuo guostion
the naod for the poerty s existence Vhat basis for mémb?rsh¢p is
therg for one who adhcres to the "1c1 thot the party's basic uonccpts
are Talse and its futurc doomed? ‘ere I a member of o broad, lirrxist
cducational society, without a procram, without a "line," 'nd ooscd
upon "orc than one historical tradition, where all views have equal
status, thc struggle for my id:as vould have an ecducationnl sirnifi-
cancc cimed toward the crystallization of a prograrmatic grouping
at a loter stage. But the WP is clrerdy a prograrmntic grouping,
and its trend at present is to become morc politically cxclusive, not
less, Lacking a common brnsis in fundamentals, I have no nltoirnctive
out to re¢sign,

lhether I shall affiliate to another party in the ncnr futurc
or not, I um not prepared to say now, I have no intcntions of withe-
drawins from the struggle to wiaich I have given seventecn.y~crs of
my life cven if I do not affilicte to a pﬂrty in the ncar futurc,
The strusgle is broader thoan we are; o faoct easily lost sisht of in
our little corncr.of the world, The hOPk rs Dofense Leaeour, the NALCP
and nuacrous other organizations provide ample opportunity to curry
on thc fight, not to speck of thc organized labor movement, the %gst
. : : ' -3-1 5
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jmportent arcna of £1ll, Hewever, onc nceds first to got rid of the
vicy that such activity hns valu2 only to the degree that onc!s ovm
influcnce grows or thet cne szcurcs converts to ope's om idcos,

- I desire to =dd onc last cou cnt, of a pcrsonnl nature, Though
I am convinced intcllectually thot wy views leave no alternative
- Yut rcsigsnation, nll the gmotional znd psychological ties thot have
bound mc to the party, arnd above 2ll, to the individunl conrades,
mnkcs this step o difficult one. I leave without rancor or bitterness
and sholl contimue to regard the members of the ieorkers Porty e
fello¥=rishters in the great struggle for human liberation, regardless
of th: charpness with vhich I may find myself compelled to coubast the
party!s political views, -

ERNEST E®BER

L

Septeubecr 28, 1948
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