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v UNDER THE BANNER OF MARXISM

The Marxrsts are under tremendous pressure.

Lo The Second World War has coue. to an end but no soc1alist revolu-
tion has come to destroy canitalism. . Where canitalism has been-weak-
ened or wipe& out, it has bYeen to the profit of Stalinism. Where

 8talinism has’ orofited the working class and its vanguard have lost.

Before our very eyes, cap1talism and”Stallniam are preparing the
-q Third World War, a war to the death to determine which system of ex-
loitatian anﬁ oppression skall -Tule the earth. The c¢onflict between
ese two so highty giants dominates all political thinking &nd all
political life. The world is already 80 completely divided between
.the Amerlcan side and the Russian, that no other pole of attraction is
~visible. Because no other-is visible, it seems that no other is poss-
.ible, at least not before the conflict turns into a. world—shatterxng
explosion, . .
Wbere in this conflict 18 the Uroletariat its indenendent nTO-
‘gram and goal, its own.army and leadersaip? Prozran goal, army and
leadership of i¥s own, it has none today. Docile Br discontented
apathetic or restlsss, disheartened or disorientedly combativey . it
is everywhere under the thumb of drillmasters of imverialism and\in
Its service, Nowhere does it fight its .elass enemy with A socialist
contciounness; 1 fights only the Menemy of its enemv.

.,,_.

Where in- this bonfllct is the revolutlonarv Marxian mOVPmcntT L § 1
'is everywhere small and isolated, weaker than it has PBeen in decades.
"It has the ear of few workers ‘nd the allegiance of even fewer, While

', it discusses its problems with earnestness and oerturbetion, it is as~

salled by the almost deafening roar of the twé glants: "Endugh idle
talk abOut‘your proletariat and your socialisml Choose one of us or
the other. "Nothing else is reall" . The pressure is not always blunt;
sometimes it is.blkand and subtle, But it has never before been so
great, and moverent is wavering under it, It is barg to,admit these
facts, it would be stupid to deny them. o ] ,

The American Marxists are subjected to a multitude of pressures
~and difficulties. We suffer in general, like our courades everywhere,
from the defeat of “the Bolshevik revolution and the triumph of Stalin-
ism, To think that we are unaffected by it in the United Stotés be-
caugse the Amerioan workers.know or care very little about the Bolehev-
ik revolution and-Stallnism, is utterly superfioial

" The vast: maJOrity or.the American workers, includlng the nost ad-
vanced among them, are steeped in the tradition of individualism, deim-
ocracy, political freedom.. Stalinist totalitarinnism is .Tepugnant to
them, But in a general way, they identify.Stalinism: ‘with Bolshevism
and the revolutionary Soviet: .government, 100king upon the former not
as the exterminator of the: latter but rather as its continuator and
more or less legitimate successor. That is how they have been taught
to think by the bourgeoisie, the labor.leaders and the-growing crop of
ex~revolutionists who- snecialize in rroviding "inside 1nformation’ to
prove .the ‘case. Consequently,.thsge workers regard with suspicion or,
at best wlth dqubt those groups Which defend the Ruaaian revolutian
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and its principles even if they are anti-Stnlinist,

On the other hand, a small minority of American workers, likewise
identify Stalinism with Bolshevism-and regard it as its legitimate
successor, but, for reasvns that aré familiar to'us, they are attract-
"ed %o Staiinism, Even if from o different stondpoint, these workers,

- too, regard with suspicion or, at best, with doubt those groups which
are anti-Stalinist even if they are defenders of the Russian revolu-
tion.

- The decay of the revolution and the vast confusion created by the
rise of Simlinism is therefore n double. handicap—to us! It requires s
thorough nolitical understsnding of the problem, and patience and per-
geverance to overcore the handicap. Our movement is one hundred per
cent right in m~oing out of its way, so to speak, to distinguish and
dissocinte i%self from Stalinisn, its agencies and policies,. in the

ranks and the eyves of the morxing class, even if it entails courting
{and - this wve will -continue to see to - OV&IuOPlng) the risk of vul-
gar anti- Stallnlsn.'~mcanvhlle we progrebs only esaong that tiny sect-
or of workers and students whd zrasp the polnr oprosition between
Stalinisi and iarxism, and are ready to engage serLously in the ficht
for aOClalisu. - : ‘ :

A We suffcr also’ *ron the-:ﬂct thrt thv gocinlist revolution failed
to win in a single European countfv after~the Second World War. It
may be argued that this would-havi a dolorous effect ypon our Wuronean
cowrades but not unon us in the United States, 1nﬁsmucb as the Americ-
an workers sre not socialists, are not in favor ‘of a ﬁOCi“lis* revolu-
tion her¢ or anywhere-else - nd therrfore tould not be,depressed as
result of its fallure to win nowcr in 1Pu"or\e The argument is literal-
'ly b931de the point : - B S
. In thn first nlﬂce the Americeon Marxist movement i+self has been

depressed as 2 result not only of the fﬁilure of o gocinmlist victory
in Eurove - that includes even oursclves who entert ra.ihed. no strataos-
pheric illusions on this score - but alsé of the failpre of ‘a stfong
and vigorous Marxist movewent. to apperr in Furope. In the decond place
if is false to assume th t the "non-molitical," let alone the advanced
vorkers, are unaffcctcd by the aftermnth’ of the World War in Zurope.
It is entirely correct to say that they ~re not affected in'the sanme
vay or to the s~me extent as the Euror¢nns. 2ut our ;nab1x;ty to point
to any significant rrogress, rach leéss A triuwarh,’ for'our movenent,
odr vr1n01ples, our progrﬁm in Eyrope, vhere copitnlisn .collapsed so
-resdundincly after the wary-is not ovﬁctly the strongest appeal vwe have
to thosc rorkérs wha- 'read our press and hear our veice. Take the-mil-
itancy and the scope of the c¢lasg.battles of the AﬂGIiQ?H proletariat
after the Rolshevik revolution and the attractive powgr even*in the
United States .of "Lenin's ideas" ‘of those days, and contrast it »ith
the situation as it is “todny. Another resson for the, isolation of the
Marx1sts vill become suf*lciently clear. ‘ R -

Flnally, tlcre is the pressure of ‘the. mountlna 1deologlcql war
against- Stnlldlsm.Cﬁrrled on By the AneTican bour090151e which, precise-
ly because it is carricd -om by, the bourgeoisie, is Also directead. agnin-

st comsunisii, against the revolutionary dorxist movenént end not. least
" of all qq”ins* ‘the working class, here °nd everywhere else. There has
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never been anything-like it. ©Not even the war, military and political,
‘that the imperialist world conducted against the Russian Revolution of
1917 can be compared with it, 7That war cdeceived very few of the people
and won.ithe surprmort of even fews:. The Russian Revolution had compar-
atively 1ittle atffloulty in defending itself agaiust this war in the
ranke of the working class. &Lven the conservative workers looked upon
tue great revolution with sympathy or friendly interest., It did not
take too long to Spread among- them the truth, the simple facts, about
wnai was actually going . on in Soviet Russia. The bourgeoisie had at
ivs disposal ncthing btut lies and calumnies, Now it is different. In
its war against Stalinism, the latter has given the former such weapons
as it never dreamed of having thirty years ago.—.What could the bour-
geois press do then with its stories about Lenin as an agent of the
¥aiser, about Lenin's'Chinese and Latvian terror-troops, about Lenin's
nationdllzatlon of women? Very little, and not for very long; in a
word, practlcally nothing., But just think of what this same press is
able to do with.ite stories about .Stalin's alliance with Hitler, about
Stalin's G.P.U. terror, about Stalin's nationslization of slave labor,
about all the cyn1c1sm, perfidy, knavishness, cruelty, the hideous op-
pression and exploitation of the mind and bodv of th@ pconln that char-
acterize the Russian regrme today.

One of the most 1mportant»th1ngs it is able to do is to bring de-
moralization into .the ranks ©0f the socialist movement, especially in
the United States and ‘above all in the United s+a+es. In Eurone, to
say nothing of. A81a . the American campnien against Stollinien (wnd
socialism) is far less successful thﬂn it is here. There are tvo rea-
sons for it. - ; ' T

No matter how much the WurOHean worker is 1mp“esspd by the demo-
cracy and prosperity thet prevail in the United Stntes, he himself can
get very little more of it in his own than is contained in a photo-
graph or & propag=anda pamphlet, - The marvels of Americoan Free Enter-
prise are not for him, they =re not for Eurore, To the extent that
they are a reality, they are exclusively reserved by and for the United
$tates. There is the grand sristocrat-of the world, *hc onlv aristo-
érat left in the cavitalist world! It is nr~c+1callv the only one that
¢=n have cannon ana butter (more or less) super-monovely and democracy
(more or less), ~To Europe, the United States is the irreconcilable
¢nemy of the socialist reorganization of society. (as understood by the

‘workers who supnort the .St»2linist or the Social-Democratic nnrtles)

the last important prop:of that rotting canitnlist order which® has be-
come intolerable to the peonles of -Europe, .vhich they want to destroy,
and for which Auerican Free Enternrise is only a most remote nnd theor-
etical of altcrnwtives.,, - o o

The second reason is that the EurOpean peorle hiave a far clearer
insight into the real meaning of the American caipaign than ninety-nine
percent of those "radic=ls" whow it has so successfully corrunted.

Twice in one gencration the United S*tates has:intervened directly and
Sesisively in EuIOpe in.the First World War and in the Second, After
each war, Europe was worse off than before, the United States better
off, After each war, Europe w2g = scarred vreck, the United Stntes, in
comparison, more v1gorous than ever, The RTuropeans are terror-stricken
at the thOught of another world war - in a way that the Vaverage Amer-
ican" (1nclud1nq the average Americap "radicadl") simply eannot under-
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stand or feel. War is Wwar, rationing is rationing, denth is death, de-
struction is destruction, but in each case they mean different. thlngs
“to Iurune and to the Uou.A. In the United Stntes the war menant high
priced For wauter which was available; in Eurore it meant no butter at
21l <rt 1.0 m'Tk and often no .cows, In the United States, it meant five

so?dlfrw w1t ted: in Europe one hundred soldiers killed, or more. In.
toe T “ci{%ﬁaées, it weant bombs .exnloding only at the Alma Gordo . '~
tegt u,.ba uudv; n Furepe, it meant the terror bombings of- Qoventry,
Lu~‘\1‘fa ~;,;&am; Rerlin, Harmburg, Dresden, Warsav. The Euroveans -
Koz wiew wss b ucnﬁt on ‘botlh sides of the Atlantic. To one degree:
CT annvher tust "thnt they are being fed and trained for another .
NEVE ih&‘f‘iﬁﬁQQ :ue vattlefield, their children—the cannonfodder, :their
fibe rain. T.at LE way, for the most part, they fear or are unedsily
gaeT 1. ~c|-131 2r¢ filled with hatred toward the American imrerialist

dP’U/Iiw\“'¢hdt is why even .the European bourgeois and social-democrat-
10 egpikwsmen who serve it find themselves .coupelled to defend it guard_
edly anq apologetlcally when they appear before the people..

Here it is different‘ The absolutely fatal cancer which 1s born C
with capltallsm and eats awqy at its heart, which has brought’ it to' -
death or to the edge of death in every countrv of the 01d World, does
not manifest itpelf 80 clearly 2and virulently.in. the United States.

Here capitalism expands and flowers(or so it seems at first blush),
vhile everywhere else it is dying. It seems to be exempt frof the 1n~
exorable laws which have wr~cked and doomed it everyvrhereielse, The’
contrast. betweédn the economic standards and rolitical freedenm of the
German and the Russian does not appear to be very serious. .RBut when
the American Way of Life and the Stalinist Life of Joyv are contrasted,
the difference is most iupressive! No question about it: ' the Amrrican
worker enjoys ‘a far hlpher standard of living than the Russian, and he
has 1ncomparﬁbly more democratic .freedon than the Russian ‘who- has none
at s8ll. What ‘is the historical origin of the difference? Its social -
causes? What is the réldtionshlp betreen the two? Whnt is the trend
of development for tomorrow and .what determines it? Nobody bothers’” '_
very :uch about these ocuestions, nobody but a "handful of Marxiasn’ ﬁoz—'
matists." The only thlnq that counts is that there is the known ana
incontest~ble dlfference. : C
: The entire amerlcan bourpeols canpaign is pased upon thls differ-
ence, From it flOWS the imperious. demnnd; @ "Make vour choice" betveen
the american way and the Stalinist Way. And make damned sure that your
choice is the.right-minded one! Don't think for a moment that- ideolo-
gical pressure is our only weapon}" . Lo T

Is there not, perhaps, another choice? ask the hrndful of Marxian
dognatists? Cwnnot mznkind leaving: the path of Stalinist totalitarlxn—
ism and Ausericen i“perlﬂlist dewmocracy, take 7 rowd thzt leads to soc-
ialist’ freédOH, peace and abunuance? :

The reply coues in 2o thunderous orchestral crescendo of’ eoitorlals
sermons, lectures, mov1ng plctures, radio breadcqsts and speoohes bj
uax Eastman° . . -

"No no and no'v Capltallsm is the onlv society in which freedom
is pOSSlble. Capitalism has its weaknesscs, it hasg its Cefects,’ it has -
ites ugly sores, But here, where it is proreriy practised, it functions
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_exceedingly well, on the whole, Where else do vou have such a high
standard of 11Ving and the possibility 9of its growing. higher .and high-

,nr? Where else ¢an an office boy become President of the Un1+ed States

Government or ‘United Statés Steel or hoth? Where else do you. have so
wrach . demooracy and therefore-the.contiruing possiblllty of extendlnz
that ‘democracy more and more? ‘As for your. socialism it is a Uﬁonia.
lne only soczallsm vou ever sav is .Stalinism. It is +hc onlv sogial~
Tism youw will éver see. It bught to be;,clear to you, as. it is €6 us,
‘that. there never was any other sociallsm and there. never. will ‘be, Even
“you havt rec01led from Stalinism, bdbut you don't unders*and it. the "way
we do,  With the best intentions in the world, you are only Stalinists
who have not yet taken power, just as Stalin is g & Trotskyist who has
‘taken powe; or'a Leninist who has kept ‘it, We have ample proof of
that, with lots:of facts  and -lots of vrofound analysis, Hére are
scores of books ahd. pamphlets and articles by fen who were once Utopi-

Oak Lyons, Burnham, Budenz,* dos Passos, Karrison, and any number of
otncr Smlths, Joneses, and Robinsons, every one of them a scholar and
-an expert., Not one of them is a capitalist or an exploiter of labor,
bu+ thiey are all working for us now. Do not rersist top long in the'

_ans llke youréelves but who have seen: the 1i?ht - Fastman, ook Gitlow,

H
1

..error of your ways. We do not even demand uncondlﬁlonaL gubmission. If

L you. qut to make a criticiswz Bere or there, we are .always open to con-

'l structlve sugzestlons. We ‘have any number of Labor Leaders and Critic-

e

" and nopularltv if not to respcctable acclainm

K30 8001al Thinkers snd we tolerate thew, This is.not Russia, thank
God! But if you don't whnt it to becone anothcr Russia hoose and
cnooée tbe 81ue of thc Just‘"- S e .
o Yes, hcre 1t is dlfforfnt! here tha prcssure 1s enormous Tt
‘comes from'nll -sides; it coaes in a multiplicity .of ¢ofms,v1t is exert-
ed everywhcre in dlfferent cegrees, Ana hcrr it is muoh noTe effective
than in any other country of the world because here it is nmoré seduo-
tive ang' persuasive, qultallou here is rrosperous (moré . or less) and

democratic:{iore or less). ‘It has been a success. -In 2 coun$ry like
; ours, a ‘"practical" country: .which has never had much wse for fbsqry or

generallzatlon above all in socinl scierce, -gsuccess scuqls good, The

laryian ﬂovement Lhas thus far fajiled to bocome -9. serlous political

force. 1In 2 country like ours, failure egunls qu - %0- fqli is to show
that you didn'%-have it in vou in the first nlace +h1t vyou have no

. future, In the looming battle betreen the tro titans, vho alrendy
trample over neorles and nations as though- they were Aant-heaps, it is

" not ponular in the respectable circles to rersist-in revolutionarv in-

‘dependence not only from Stalinisw (mere independence from Stallnism in

_the United St~tes is not only easy and che3p; but a sure road. tp safety
5 but also from reactionary

_American imperialism, . It is not popular to p<r31st in holdlnq f;rmly

" to the soci list road and tho 3001ﬂlls+ goal.

: We vill deal later vith the 6x+remely 81gn1flcﬂn+ and 1mportant
cuestlon of why the American bourgeoisie -~ that nll-powerful bourgeois-
ie, so fat, so strong, so vaunting in its confidence - concerns. itself
““o such an astonishing degree with vromoting the. speechbs and. writings
of the "ex-Utopinns" vho concentrate on arguing that 8001allsm is a
failure -or ‘that Bolshevism -is Stalinism and vice- versa. . We.will see

_wvhy ‘this hapvens in a country where, apparently, avltaliSh is not in

. the slightest danger of assaults Irom a 8001111st working class or
Leninlst 1de»s or emen from a substantl 11 StaLlnlst movement For the

.
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aoment, 1t is enough to record that this hooligan ideological pressure
agalnst Marxisn (the specifically Awmerican counterpart of the hooligan
police pressure against iarxism in Hitlerite Germany) has yieldec¢ val-
uable results for the bourgeoisie. It has broken from any fidelity to
larxism and the socialist struggle & considerable number of our once
;prominent or well-known spokesmen and defenders in this country, above
‘all azong the intellectuals., And in bre=king them from Marxism, with
4ts high standards of intellectual discipline, its unouenchable pass-
ion for social justice, its tenets of cool objectivity in political
Judgment - 1t has also broken them as rational and distineuished men,

~—

—

Every one of them would undoubtedly take offense at this, yet it
must be said that there are firm grounds for comparing their cases with
those of the Trotskyist and Zinovievist capitulators to Stelinisr,

They are not the same people; they are not the ‘éame phbnomenon. The
two -are, hovever — to employ a favorite phrase of Troteky - symmetrical
Dhenomena. (

The capitulators to Stalin range from the most sordid and contemp-
tible to the most saddeningly noble, Stalin made them "confess" so
that they would degrade themselves, disavow and defame their own rev-
olutionary past and the past of the revolution. He needed their "con-
fessions" in order to dig a deeper grave for socialist principle, the
. socialist road, the socialist struesle. How could he get such "con-
fessions" from neople.whom Czarist nersecution could never budge? By
appealing to something they still held  sacred - the interests of the
revolution, hovever terribly underained. By convincing them of the
honelessness of the "old ideas" as a means of safeguarding what was
-left of the revolution. What were the "old ideas"? The mobilization
. .of the proletariat as an independent class force fighting consciously

‘and in its own name for the socialist revolution. "Renounce Trotsky-
ism! It is Utopian and therefore counterrevolutionary. Where is'your
world proletariat and its struggle for socialism? We alone can carry
things through and-only by our methods. If not for-us, the world, bour-
geoisie will triuuph over-us all, Bear that in windl" 1In subs+ﬂnce,
that was the Stalinist line-whickh,. in so far as ideological pressure
wag employed, impelied the cqpitula+ors to capitulate.

: Our ovn "ex-Utopians" represent a gyvaaetrical phonorenon. "Where
is the socialist proletariat? Where is the struggle for socialism?
Where .is the socialist movergnt? All these things are - or Tere -
sacred, but in sny case they 'are not wvisible. That is left to fight
for,. aotually concrectely? Soame measure of democrﬂcv and that is' .
better than none at-all, " 'Who threatens it, actually, concrc+rly?
Stalinism, What can resist it? The revolutionﬂrv movpment? Little
or no sign of it., The proletariat? Let us not make an abstraction, a
fetish, of the proletariat, It wust have a leadershln, 1 real one, not
2. desirable but nythicdl one,: It will either be led by Stalinisy,
vhich is real or by the bourgeoisie of American denocracy, mhich is
also real. Ne once thought that the socialist revolution would lead
to democracy and socialism., Well, 21l it led to was Stalinism. We
know what would hapren to us and everyone else if St=1linism triumphed.
That, above all and evrrvthing else, must be prevented, We don't care
‘too muth how 1t 4is done, -either, This is no time for dogmatism or
hair-splitting or any 501ent1flc refinements. = To outstrio Stalinism
we must travel fast. Traveling fast mnﬂns tqu(llng light. Overboard
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goes all our old baggage. It is true that reformism -~ the abandonment
of socialist struggle in the name of attachment to democracy - has not
rroved to be much of a aindrance to Stalinism but rather, if anything,
an aid to it. No wmatter - somehow we will be different. After all,
this is the United States, which is very rich and very democratic and
very modern - not like backward China, for exauple -~ and here we know
a man who can quietly contact one of Roosevelt'!s assistants and help
steer the New Deal right, We ourselves will concentrete on exposing
and oprosing Stalinism by speech, article and book, and we!ll show we
really wean it by joining with anybody and everybody else vho oproses
Stalinism. As an earnest of our 1ntent10ns, we vill start by confess-
ing the errors of our orn past, thus warning "6TT. all others by risnlqy-
ing our ovn horrible example,"

Bagically, it would seen clear enough this is the line nlong

" vhich the confessions and conversions of our "ex-Utonians" took nlace.

(It is not without interest thot GitloV‘s book is entitled "I Confess",
Freda Utley's bonk is "The Dream We Lost," Euegene Lvons' book is "As-
signment In Utopia," and Eastman's book is "™"he End of Socialism In
Russia,") The Russian capitulators turned their backs reluctantly to
gsocialisim anc¢ surrendercd to Stalinism. The American capitulators did
likerise, and surrendered to American canitalism, Stalin used Radek,
until he murdered hiw, as his expert in attacking Trotskyism, that is,
revolutionary socialisn, proletarian internntionalism, workers' demo-
cracy, Our capitulators, while rretty safe from judicial murder at
th.e hands of the present White House, are used for pretty much the same
end, even if not as directly and consciously as 8%talin used Radek, The
bourgeoisie-~ the thoughtful, intelligent vourgeoisie - and its press,
its schcols and lecture halls nre at the disros=2l of the capitulators,
Not only in the caupaign agninst Stalinism, but also in the caxpaign
‘against the revolutionsry socinlist moverment and its ideas, Eastman,
Hook, Lyons and their imitators constitute an iorortant division of
the brain trust of American canitalism,.

That mnkes thew political experts from the standpoint of tHe bour-
geoisie, is obvious. But what wmakes thew yolitical experts from the
standroint of the working class or even ordinary sincere democrats - to
gay nothing of socialists - is absolutely incoauprehensible! Their
rrincipal qualification is that, although they teach in different
classes, 211 of them belong to one and the same political school It
should be callied by the cuabersome but accurnte nawme ofy "I-Wns-a-
Political-Idiot-but-Now-I-Am-Smart School."

Take iax Eastman. He storted out, in his courageous defense of
the Russian Oprosition, by shoving that Stalinism had nothing in common
with the revolution, that it was antirodal to socinlism and was under-
mining it, that Trotsky and his comrades were the only loyal chamrions
of workers' democracy nand socialist rrogress, Then he decided to take
Marxism gently to task. Its theory of the inevitabiiity of socialisn
is a theory of fatalistic cuiescence which does not rrovide for rlanned
action by concerted individuals who understand that capitalism makes
rossible the fight for socialism and vho nare resolved to carry on that
fight in good weather and bad, Lenin - there vas a man after his ovn
heart! Lenin, the scientist, the social engineer, the engineer of rev-
. nlution! .He wng not content to sit in the British Museum and wait for
. socialism to come by its mystically dizrlectic2l inevitsable self, He
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went out organ1zed a. party of revolutionists by profession, worked out
an englneer's plan $0 bring the revolution-about, and’ Droceeded scient-
ifically and. resolutely ‘to work' according to nlan. The trouble with
“‘the revolutionary.movement is that~1t is stultified W1th Marxism, If
it really .Wwants to. get socialism, :it. has only to adopt renuine Lenin-
ism, as so clearly explalned by Wastman Then followaéd his Herculean
w*estllna matches with’ other giants like -Hook and Purnham, where he
tried his best to pull down them from the glouds of dlalectlcs and in-
evitability and. pin then to-the good earth of active revolutionary
struggle for socialism.  Socialisn,: he: pleaded is only desirable and
~possible, but it is not’ inev1table. To realize. it, you simrly. have to
Organlze and fight for it, as Lenin and the Bols%eviks did.

" This strugele: in favor of struaallnq flnally exhausted him. Some
neOple think and then,wrlte. "Essstman wrote and then thought, Each new
book implicitly reqounced its predecessor, He cnded with a book which
introduced ‘a slight c¢hange in ‘His' original position. *~ Néw, he informed
his public, it is. perfectly clear that socialism is: nelther desirable
nor p0381b1e and if you are imbecile -enough.to fight for-it, ‘the only
thing that is inevitable ;is Stalinisn. .. Stallp1Sm is not-the ecnemy of
social1su, it-is its true incarnation, its.only. ppssible ihearnation.
The man who ence ChldCd the revolutionary movement: for failing to-un-
* derstand the, virtues of Leninism; now arrears before the convention of
the ALF.of L. to chide tbe 1labor movement for: failing to ‘understand
that the capltalist goose can’ kc;p on laying golden eggs forever end a
day provided the working class is intelligent enough not to kill it.

o Upon hearing. this new.. tueory of per"etaal motion, .the labor bankers and
- bBusinessmen at the. convgntion burst into: en*hus1astic ovations for the

new scientist ona cnamplon of labor's VCry bLSt 1nterests.'

What is - 1t evactlv that makes him-more of an expert on tbs sub-
ject than credentlaled represcntatlves of the. Chomber of Commerce? Only
one thing: his insistence'upon the claim that practically -nll his life
he has been a. polltlcal idiot, That politics is practised bv idiots of
2ll kinds and of long st= ndlng,‘ls a matter of common knowledge. Rut
8s a rule, the 1dlocy is subject-to debate, and the politician in ocues-

“tion is always ready ‘to tzke tle indiegnant negqtlve. With our "ex-
Utoplqns ". it is dlfferent. They are €ornright .anxious to convince the
wrorld that all thelr llvos they have been “olltlcal 1d10ts qnd nowv they

“.knowm 'it,

"Rut why does sucn at confesszon 21Ve you snn01al 1etters of credit
in politics? . Wouldn't it be wmore decent it vou hid yourself culetly
for the-next. . ten years. wlthout writing or u++er1nz a word about the -

- subject on vhich vou were so friehtfully wrong all your llfe? Why

‘ should anybodv 1lsuen t0 vou fOr one. M1nute now?" '

. "Why? Because now: T 2 really smart' Now I am reqlly an’ expert‘
Nou I am sure.of my zround - look how categorlcally I wrlte‘"'

- "But that's what you 321d yesterday and a year ago and flVe years
" .ago and- ten years ago, and each time you not only discovered that you
had been an .idiot but- you 1nslstod on comnunlcatlng the faot to the

‘stlll patient. world," ;;?f - A

)
'

"You don't understa nd'afthing;7 Youire a'doctriﬁaife a dogr tlst
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a hairsplitter a Utopianh. - You're a typlcal Bolshevik - intolerant,
_arrogant, impervious to fresh argument and 1ndependent thinking.: I'
know what I am saying and I insist ypon being heard. because thlS tlme
I really know what an- 1diot I‘ve been 2ll ny life."'~ S

Eastnan is only one ﬂember of the Scnool ' Hook is ano*her - diff-
erent from Eastmwan, as each-is from all the" othergs -~ but:still & nmenb-
er of the School. His books and articlés on what Marxism really is,
are not countless but they are numerous. Rend: then, if you.can, one.
after the other,. Hook is not as roliicking and 1usty and svord- dlrect
in his confession of life<long -idiocy as:Eastman'is, He does the same
thing-in a more. stately, dignified- and ncademigtical-way, ‘hut he does
it, Each-6f his writingg.on Marxlsm, 1f it is not an outright repudi-
stion of what he wrote before,.is-at jeast-a mockery of - it,  'He start-
ed out by explalnlng that Lenin's works showed: an- understending of -
Mar11sm,,on the vhole, and -that Kautsky's-vorks did not. - He ended up
(at least -for the time. being) by writing - just as firmlv, just as
-autheritntively, just As vonfidently - introduchory tributee-te“
Kautsky's works, Withal, he-remaing the only man who /really under- -
-8tands Miarx and he is not the lagt to admit it On theoretical and
political problemg of -the socialist movement ;is 4an Iincoreasingly
awesome Authority, accredited to that post by years of- impllcltly aeq
knowledzed 1diecy. . ‘ )

To be surc, mis akes in nolitids are as Qommon as daisieejandeod
knows we -have made our ‘share of theu. PBut there.are mistakes and mis-
takes, as the saying goes, . We¢ Marxist sinners are:guilty of much, no
doubt. BRut.-we have never based our clainm to attention and respect on
the fact that our-lives have been an unbroken, allsided; mtilticolored,
highvolteéd. and positively- ludicrous series of -gelfsexposed and self-
renounced poiitical blunders, If-we ever came t0 that, let us hope we
will coi.ait no public nuisance., We will have the-elementary decency
to retire .from ‘politics altogether and apply ourselves to such inter-
-natlonalletlc but less ventaresoae pursuits as stamp~collecting.

Or take Buaenz, or GlthW or Oak-or any of a dozen others., With
embarraesing emphasis on persqnel detail, they write and 'speak of how,
for w»ny years of their adult life, long after baptism, confirmation
and attainment .of usjority, they were taken in by the cormunis+ or
Stalinist wovement as if they had no more sense -than a cretin baby born
6f testéd ~nd rezistéred cretin parents, With growing amazement, you
read of their unperturbed menbership in an organization led by and
largely composed of robbers, footpads, thugs, kldnapners, assassins,
corruptionists, peculators, sw1ndlers, confidence men, careerists, '
epies,_union—wreckers, hedonists, rapists, cowards, adventurers, dema—
gogues,” hysterics, dreanmers, fools -and rogues, rascals and scoundrels
of every veriety., Alas, -even an honest"man'oﬁnLSOmetimes wander into
s den of. iniocuity, But_he hag only to.lock around him and he takes to
his heels, - It may take him a few days or a week or two. . If he is a
glow thlnker or-has a cataract in his eye, it may take hinm a few
months before he leaves, "But these peoplr vere there for vears and
years. They-not only sav all the things they yvrite about: (ano a good
deal’ they do not vrite about) but even: contributed their not unaprrec—
~iated mlte to the universal foulness,: Yet they: stayed on. and on and on,

Why? "You ask. why? Simnle'e Becmuec for 'years and years,. nore
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than we.: an remerber, we were 'political idiotsl We ¢ould not” téll
‘right. fTomerong, right! from 1eft, good from: bad, top from vottom;  ‘in-
side from out81de.‘»Take our word for it, we- know what we're talkxnz
-about. _This very minute we have manuscrzpts for nore confesslons Which
W1ll wLpe out the l"st s01nt111a of doubt about our idlocy."f' :

"Ali right we'll haxe an: effort to read thew too.- ‘But Iook here
.even thé most: highly. polished idiot in the world could not have ovsr-
looked these things for so lonQ.“

- : "Is that go?. I'm surprised thst you in narticular shOuld fail to
understand ‘how it haptened, We were blinded to.all that filthiby our
devation terthe socialist 1dea1; the socialist 0asl, the sdciaslist:
—princ1éles;*the\cause of wotking-clasgs: emancznation. “We were readv to
fo ‘anything; "to overlook: anything, to further that aim. "What foels re
ware! We dldn!t further it at ail. . We only brought it hﬂrﬂ." wY

"EXCellent" No more nf those horrors for vou and none fOr he.
-We‘Il bulld f-¢lean apd honest "ove‘ent for socidlism." .. . .
"Not now! 1 tell yoa, ‘we've got . to destrov Sta11nism before it
éestroys uss. I dontt care who:does it or héw it's doneé, or whom'I
.work with, or under, to get that job finished, I'm.not a pOlltiGal
idiot any longer. I know American capitalism is not’ perfect -.you
“@ontt have "to tell me thnt, you know, But it's the only” porer left
-4hat csn handle Stalinism: ‘You don't think for a ulnuté that your ‘tiny
Iittle socialist soot can cope With btwllnlsv?" ' R ,

. - "No as a aatter of fact I dOn t - Not yet.. WF're not- sfrong
enough tc destroy ‘8talinisni But we think. that our road is. the only
~one that can. Teally lead to its destruction w1th0ut underaining the

wOrking class and strenwthenlnv some otner tyrannv over the peonlo "
+ : .

"Rozd, rdad road roa T‘at's all I henr - from you peoole. ”I*
tell you again, rhcn vour house is.on fire you‘re crazy if you get fin-
icky about how you tut it out or who helps you. do it " (The "cIassical
.question of tne burning house.never fails'to geét. dragged into ‘the dis-
cussion; like-that other questlon, .80 classical in.Cnlifornin, about -
vhether you woulc support tne war Af a. JJpﬁnese soldler tbre1trned to

;rape your sistcr.) o :

Ly ”ouldn't be ton flnlckv, elther, excent thwt Ita t"ke caTe hot
to douss “the flomes vith wood. chips, dry ledves: and.. kerosene, or give
the hose to a man who.arjll turn it on me. After all, eveén flIFlehtinE
-is a sciencp w1th zooﬂvsound rules bqsed on exrerlenced and -t

o "Science' Rulesl >Exnarlence‘ A lo+ of emrty words, I tbnupht

. §talinism ha¢ taucrht vou:something. .. You refuse. to lenrn, You're 8till
a doctrlnﬁre,a.blvot -a theorist, a dogmatist, » Marxian' theologisn,
full of: the cld and outllveﬁ ﬁnswers without = fresh idea in vour head
I used to be 2 rolitical idiot, but not now, I rmust rush off to write
7 courle of articles for the Rea er's Dizest nnd ‘the New Leader, where
people acvpreciate my work, Welve oot to srrsh the Stnlinists, Y"hy,

.. those monsters. actunlly believe the end justifies the means. They're a
menace, We must use any means to destroy them, Some day you'll under-
stand that you're wasting your time with all this sectarian nonsense,

’
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Why, selling typewriters for a living, or even correction fluid, is
more profitabie:than, what you are doing. Let go of me, and don'!t think
I'm,coming back.", S . o .

-

The sthy is not yet told.;_The type is not yet described. To une-

' &erstand this ignominy properly, 1its most distinguishing feature must

be powptrayed. It is ugly and downrisht unpleasant for an Americen Marx=
1st to write about,  Here is.not. just a eapitulation "in general," It
+1s not just a succumbing to the ideology, to. the political or economic
or moral superiority of ~capitdlism “in generel," It is more than that
eand worse than that,' It 1s a .special national brand, It is a capitu-
1ation that positively reeks of American chauvinist aristocratism.

\

Fatigue and retirement, abandonment of principle, outright deser-
tion and- renegacy; - none-. of . .the se 1s new or unusual in the records of
‘every militant sociel:mpvement. The struggle is carried on by’ human
- material and its'resistivity £o stress differs’'in every case, The Marx-
ian movement.-has had more than one gloomy period- in the hundred yedrs

. of 1its. struggle-- after.the, defeats of 1848, after the defeat of 1871,

_after the defeat of 1905. In-.every..one of these beriods, cepitalism -
on a world soale, as - a.sqoial system = not only séemed to emerge stronge
er.from tls. revolutionary.agsault which- it had bedten off, but actually:
did become stronger., It made great economie progress in- a11 the coun~
trles where 1t prevailed. It allowed for long periods of peace. and’ ;
ordery It allowed for considerable political progress =-'despotic gove
ernments- became, on the whole, less despotic and democratlic govérnments
more democratlc+ There was at least some discussable ground for the
belief that-this was. the basic end durable trend of capitalist evolu—
tion, There .was at least seme ground, therefore, under ‘the feet of
those who .abandoned the-.socialist movement altogether and reconciled
themselves to this;flowering capitalism and of those who abandoned the
revolutionary principles of. the movement but remained within it as so-
ciallst réformers. of-capitalisn. The former said soctalism was im-
-possible.or unnecessary or both, and that capitalism was good enoughj
the latter said: capltalism would grow up into. socialism if systematic-
.21ly weaned by the movement , Befbre both of these, Marxism, wilth its
.~bheory of crises, catastrophe, ‘capitalist decay and revolutionary L
transformation, was.:on- the ‘defensive.

But vhat, is there in the obaeotiye situation of world oapitalism ,

- toda%, of capltalism as g social system, to make it attractive to any=-

.®6ne- wno sven rubbed shoulders Wi th- Marxism for a few months? I8 capit-
_alism today making. ﬂma sturdy economic progress and -promoting that ec=
"onomic welfare of ,the masgses. which 1t registered. in the few decades

~that-straddle the tumm of'the century? - Is it .advancing, if not eVery-
‘where then at least on the whole, from despotic to democratic political
regimes, in any sense comparable to the early days?.:Is it presenting a

; grospect of even such peace as the world enjoyed: between the end of the

ranco-Prussian War and the First Vorld War? Is it spreading the bless-

. ings of culture ard. - scienoe at 1east to the peoples of the modern world?

Where is capitalism making any suoh progressv In Russia? -Viith due
-.respeat to-J4ReJohnson,. the ranswer is. deeidedly in the negative. Pera-
haps in the  satellite-countries of Russia  =- Poland, Rumanjea, Bulgaria,

. Czechoslovakia, Hungary -and. (yesterday) Yugoslavia° With due respect

to the, theoreticians of the.Folrth. International the amswer given both
by us and by the-oapitalist world is-likewise in the négative. In
Germany perhaps? If Prince Bismarck or Eduard Bernstein were to come
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alive today they would jump back into their graves ‘at the 31ght of
what has haprened to German capitalism. Where then -is capitalism vig-
“orous and ‘virile-and promising? Anywhere in Europe? Maybe in China
"or in Pakistan or in the Federated ualay States? Some place in Africa

- or Latln America?

.

No.  Wherever you look on .the map, capitalism is deqd or’ dying,
capltallsm is sick, prostrate or paralyzed, capitalism is wracked and

- ghattered or sttnds ‘precariously on one kneecap,~oar1tallsm does not

have the confidence of the people.or even much COnfidence in itself.
“Wherever you look on the wap, it fs hard nowadays, exceedingly hard, to
- find 2 single plain-spoken and aggressive spokesman for capitalism,
"That 8talin is for socialism goes without sayving . Hitler was for soc-
ialism,- Laval was for socialism. Attlee is certalnly for 'gocialism,

" heaven- help us, and so are Blum and Spaak ‘and Saragat. Who speaks’ for

- capitalism? Churchill, de Gaulle, de Gasperi, the Papiste of thé avow-

-~ ed democratic or concealed fascist brand? They speak against :social-
“ism, commynism, collectivism, and sins and for humah rights, Telierious

" rights, democratic rights. But where ¢an one of them be found to say:

fCapitdllsm is good, capitalism-is getting better, wé, are its forth-
‘right champions? NOWhere', NOWhPre, except 4n one coun*rv - the United
StatES of Amerlca. e

Here, capltmllsm is not only rlch but richer than ever, - Ppre
_caoit alism is or gives a tremendous impression of heing strong and
‘§table. - Here, capitalism pays high wages, incomparably hisher than
anywhere in the. world, Here, even workers, millions of them, have
homes or apartments, automobiles, washing machines, television sets.
' Here, the lowly Nesro is better off than most highly-skilled German

workers ~and the less lowly Negro has just been allowed to sit in a Tex-

as college. classroom, Here, no war bombs fell but we could produce
: enouzh ‘bombs t0 shatter the rest of the world and still have some meat

- ¢ gnd butter on the. table, Here, wc have billions, enough for ourselves

and .enough to give away as. aifts. .Here, democracy did not collanse
during " the war and it is sprending by leaps and bounds after the. wAr,
Here, the Chamber of Commerce, the National hAssociation of Hanufactur-
ers, loGraw-Hill and the Unlted States Steel Srrings Corporation, with
fat, smug courage, can extol the marvels of capitalism in page after
page of advertisement traets that could not possibly appear in the .
riewspapers of any other country in the world; Here, every labor leader
fs for .capitnlism.  Here, lMax ZTastman can sing whole lyrics to cepital-
1Bm at a labor oonventlon and, so far as the delegates are concerned
'_escape withcut injury either to his body, ris pride or his dignity -=-

- something vhick could not occur today in ggx other country in the worid.

" Here capitwlism flourlshes despite the agony of cprltqllsm all
qvor the world; it flourishes because of this world agony; it can flour-
-~ ¥sh only by 1nten31fy1na this ngony. Its emissnries, missionaries and
other apologists nbro=d, including "labor men," do not even claim that
it is vossible for Europcan capitalism to rcqch the level of +the mir-
acle that has been reserved exclusively to the Unltpd States. Even the
raghest American salesman does not dare to hold a brief for capitrlism
"in genersl." He does not even think in such terms any loneer, Pe
spesks only of the virtues of Americen capitalism and does Tig recruit-
ment for it only on the ground that it con beln Eurore ‘(or Asia or Lat-
"in America or Africa) get off its back and on. to 1ts knees.
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The United States is the aristocrat of capitalisn, the only ariet-
ocrat left, It has not only an aristocratic canitalist class which is
the enyy of what is left of the canitnlist.class éverywhere else, .but
an’'arigtocratic agrarian middle class, an aristécratic urban middle
class and a still aristocratic working claes." ‘

- The real basis for this aristocratic p051tion does not - 11e in the
virtues and organic strength of capitalism but 'in the weakness, decay
and disintegration of the rest of the capitalist world, in its migery
and helplessness,.-in its éxhaustion and'dependency,. It is this agony
.of world capitallsm that made possible the unique 'rise of ‘Anerican’ cap-

~italism to ite present exeeptional rosition, TThig unique position .in

turn depends upon .and requlres ‘the perpetuztion of' the agony of the
rest of the capitalist world.. It should not be %00 hard t6 understand
~that if British, French, German and Japarnese capitalism were .prosperous
- and poverful, American capitalism woukd not and could not have the un-
precedented pdvantages that it enjoys in world production, in the world
.market ‘and ‘in world politics,. The capitalist worid is emall. It is
-getting smaller, Theré is room in it for fever and fewer strone ang

healthy capitalist powrers. In‘'the small capitalist world today, there
ig only one suclh pover left -~ the aristocrat of thém all, the only one
with even an ap? arance of good health nnd continuinz canitalist nros-
nects. - _ S .

’ . . ' l
It is'a practjical impossibility 1n our time to canitulatr to cap-

{talism "in gener4l! to capitelism as 3 historical system, to canital-
isu as a universal social philosophy or ideclegy, to be reconciled with
such a capitalism. - Jt does not exist, What isg possible and what does
. take place, is the capitulation to American cqpitﬂlism the only. one-

for which anyone, here or abroqd feeIs 1t DOSSlblG ‘to speak up with
any vigor or. forthriqhtness. : L

. So we repeat Those who have abqndoned the strugale for socmaI,
ism, who have become the champions of capitalism, no matter how much -
they cualify it with the adjective "democratic,;" those who have in any
way reconciled themselves. to ¢apitalism today (we enphasize again; . -
 today, in order to distinguish the spe01fic Sharacter of the present

phenomenon in and around. the liarxian movement from its aprarent, rela~ O
tive in the old days), are tainted with Americsan chauvinist aristocrat-
ism and reek of it.. If reconcilistion with capitaliam wag a disgrace '
to;a socialist in the, old days, it 1s doubly qnd triply drsgraceful
today.; . i M , Sy

‘ ) «
Amid the general decay of vorld capitﬂlism, the- bourgeoisie of‘the
United States feels entitled to speak of . the "American Way of Life."
In a sense¢, within lisits, it ias. Justified' American capitelisy cert-
ainly occupies a specific and unique: p051+16n in the general decay in
which it is more honelessly entangled than-:its champions'imagine. But
correspondingiy, we too are .entitled .to speak in these:days of wrath
for the revolutionary Marxian movement throuzﬁout the world, of' the
soecific and unique, character of those who now abandon the fiqht for
socialist peace and freedom in this cquntry,< Amerinanizéd Quitters,
Uqh' What a name to bear'< e .
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: Gnly with the foregoing well in mind ig-it DOSBlble to understand
. ithe easé:of -tliose who have recently oozed -out of our pqrty and into ‘the
void. We refer in particular to Goldman and Erber.” ' ,

What an appalllng dlsplay of 1rrespon31b111ty they both make'~*
What saddening examples of demorallzation' .
Goldman 1ooked upon himself as a political leader and a teacher.
Perhaps he '‘still does, - His services to the revolutionary movement are
substantial ‘and serious; they cannot be erased - the last thought in ,
cour wind .is .to try. But even the most gloricus nast ‘cannot be used to
Justify or cover up everything. Goldman organized and directed 'a pol-
itical struggle- inside-the Sociallst Workers Party. It was a bitter
rgtrugele but ctheré was no:-way to avoid it, Goldman: assunmed a heavy - .
*reeponsibllity and /discharged it in his own ways. The "strugele culmin- -
-.ated in the eplit in the S.W.P. Goldman and ‘the comrades who followed '
.*his leaderahip ‘joined’ the Workeré Party, In it, Goldman took his risht.
ful place ias e leader of the marty ag a whole, freély chosen for that -
rosition by the entire membership. " The Righ, indeed the very- flatter-.
ing opinion -that Goldman had and continually @rnreSSPd for our- rarty
~afterjoining it is too well known to nged restatink here. What ig
-worth while recalling in particular, hovcever, is His bften expressed
gratification over the loyalty, the objootiv1ty and the high nolitical
level of even the nost vigorous debates on controversial matterg’that
-'he witmessed in our rarty. "~ He even felt impelled to write down-his,
happy feellngs -about it in unsolicited 1etters. - S ‘

LT The ouestion of our attitude toward the uarehall Plan arises..
Goldman presents hiv own viev. insile the leadership; he rresénts it to s
the membership orally; he rresents it in our press so that our frionds
.everywhere may be acouvainted with it, An extensive .discussion ensues
and in the final decision on roliocv, Goldnan's vier is rejected.- So
£ar, .everything is normal.: Then arizes the ouestion of our attitude,
toward the socinlistic. candidates in the. pr981dentia1 elections. Gold-
man, and not Le alone,.pronoses that our party give its supnort té one
of the three c&ndidates, Phouas.- ‘In tho debdte hlS view is discussed
asattentively as any other.’ The party rejects it, hovever, and decide

- 88:thatwe 'recomuend & vote for ThHomas or either’ of the other two soce
.*talistic candidates, Dobbs or Teicherti: Explosjon! Goldman, who dges
-notfind it possible or necessary to- ;tteno the meeting of the Natiopal

- Gommittee Of the party at vhieh the discussion anc-decision occurred,
likewise»does not find it possible or necessary to remain in theé ranka
of an organization which adopted such a resolution, or even wait far

..:the Qommittee's resolution on the subject to‘Teach ‘him, Moving witH
unueual speed Goldman resigns from the partyi Just like that!

; WhY?x ‘Ha.s: the party betrayed socinlrsm or the’ working class? Has

4t abandoned its program? . Hdas ‘it suddenly adonted a dec¢cision on @ quesw

'tion ¥hich ‘is in flragrant .and catdstrophic confllct with everythinz 1t

stands for?.. Or perhaps the differénce of oninion on'this ouestion {s,

for Go&dman, only the culmindtion ‘6f a long and fierce strugele he has

fought- in the: party over a ‘whole seéries of vital cdntroversial ques- ..
tions, the straw that has broken the camel's back? - No, no and nothing
of the kind. 1Is it then possible that A_man of Goldman s nolitical e€x-
rérience can really be so exercized over  this one ouestion, which is,
after all, one way or the other, a pretty episodie trifle, that he muBt
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guit his party on account of it? In view of the fact that the efforts
he exerted, after his resignation, to get votes for his presidéntial
candidate could ‘not be registered on a delicate .sphygmomanqometer, a
certaln skentlc1sm would appear %0 be not entlrely out of place.

‘But let us . open our gullible mouths real wide and swallcw the idea.

ifhat the question of the election policy, plus the . Questlon of the Mar-

shall-Plan policy or even multiplied by 1t were . of the most vital,
urgent and overwhelming moment. That is When it would be espe01ally
indicated for Goldman, or any political leader and teacher, to0 make ex-
tensive, if not tireless, efforts to convince the other leaders that

. - they are wrong and he is right, and at the same Time, or following

these efforts, to try t¢ convince the meuwbership as a vhole, A man
like that has - or so all of us used to think and most of us still - -
think - a clear responsibility to his colleagues in the leadership he
shares, and an equally clear responsibility to the membershin which -
placed him where he is, After all, a political rarty, good or ‘bad,
tight or loose, is not a movie theater that you stroll out of with a

‘yarn or. thrash out of with a snort vhen the newsreel doesn't vlease you,

But Goldman is not afflicted with such a sense of rEsrons1bllity. Be
does not make the slightest attempt to persunde either the narty lead-
ership or the’ membership. In- a fit of petulant demorallzation, ne ex—
plodes and quits. :

A charitable person nav 'say renrov1nglvz "Do not be so barsh.'
Soften your fanaticism vith the milk of human kindness. 4After all,
is not the first time he has flounced out of an organization, Re A
little more tolerant, We would then have to reply hastily: "No, no,
1t is not intolerance ve feel, dbut arprehcns1on. If he acts that way
4 few more times in a fev more orgdnizations, people may eventually get
the ides that he is not to be taken seriously as a political person be-
ceuse he does not take his political allegiances seriously, 4and such
an idea, although clearly erroneous, nay end ur by imvairing his pol-
itical rrestige. That's what we are arprehensive 2bout." Thﬂt is what

-we would ansver. But how many people would believe us?’

- The case of Erber is even more lamentable, His abilities and con-
tributions to the party werc often waluable and prorerly recognized for
what théy were. Also recognized -was the fact that he fell deeper and
deeper into the habit of undermining his ovin. value, often to. the point
of negatlng it entirely, The writer had occasion to call his attention
long ago .to a dubious attrlbute- his iurressionism. Impressionism in
the political movement is not an altogether bad quality, and this was
often proved in mrber's case, It nade him sensitive to new situations
and new problems and in itself this sensitivity is certainly a plus,
But if it is not balanced by theory (generalization from significant
experience), scientific discipline (the exr:loyment of tested nmethods
and standards), and intellectual flrmnessw(resistance to the clanor of
the prejudiced, the ignorant, the weak and - in rolitics - the reaction-

.-ary, and an understﬂndlng contempt for the rressure they seek to exert

uron you) —- if ‘it is not thus balanced, the plus easily becomes a rin-
us,. - ‘Events make their impression on vou "like winds on a loose-legged

-weathervane, You veer, you reel; in a stiff blow you collapge, and
. then vou are not even any good for tellinv the direction of tho ‘wind,

or rather vou are carried off by it.  If Erber is-not evidence of the

- sure upshot of unbalanced 1mrressionlsm ~then thore hever was any and

s
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there never will be.

‘Erber graaped Iong ago the existence’ of a. rroblem fhat others al-
so grasped, :sooner than he or later, more- persrlcaciously or less,
Trotsky often réferred to it in these terms: the crisis in society is
the crisis of revolutionary leadership. How shall we bridge the gulf
" between the overripeness of’ capitalism for socialist _reorganization
-.and the unreadiness of the proletarian revolutionary movement to carry
out that reorganization? The problem is enormously real and only a
blind and very smug blockhead would’ deny it., The existence of the
~problem is not discovered by Erber for the first time in his swan-song
-'his latest document, It is dealt with in a Wwhole series of documents
which he began wrltlng soon after our party was founded. Every year,
sometimes -every six wonths, he produced another one, Without except-
ion, all of them fitted into that category which is best descrived by
the excellent phrase that Goldman favored so much' What is trur is
not new and what 19 new is not true.

: A man who is clearly wrong, through and through should not be
'~ called o muddlehead, That scientific term should be applied only to
one who, as the name indicates, is carable of riling up a tower of
-eltsrnatlng layers of good sensn and bad sense, of :intelligent ideas
and preposterous aqnes. Not a single document that Erber produced in’
the course of his endless thinking-out—-loud was clearly and thorouchly
wrong. Every one of them was nas close to a model of muddleheacdedness
as -6ven a critical consumer would have the right to demand. ™he read-
er .should not think for a moment that this is malicious nftpr+houzht.

' It is only a restrained re-statement of what so many of us ssid each
time a new Erber document labored its way to our attention. Begides,
the muddleheadedness of every one of these efforts is fully certified
“by the fact that Erber could not and woulid not underwrite a 51ngle one
‘of them today. .

We: w1ll not dweéll on the fact that everv documrnt in whlch he .

“undertook to deal with the problem of the present weakness of the Marx. .

ian movement and how to overcome it, showed such wide arcas of - how
ghall we say it? - of unfamlliarlty with the history of this movement,
~including 1ts history in the United States, with the history of its .
jdeas and 1ts netivities, and such coursge in dealing authoritatively
with the- unknown, as was "at once astonishing and derlorable.. What is
more noteworthy for- the moment is the fact that all his documsn+e ‘had’
;one 0f two Outst”nﬁlnF cnwracterls+1cs and sometimes both, v

Each new documen+ was an implicit dlSlVOWdl or an exnllcit abandu
onment of thé standpoint presented in the preceding document, "Each
nev document dealt with the problem of the reconstruction of the move-
ment 2s though the preCeding one had never been written.  Withoéut
blinking an evelid, he wns able, in one of his documents, to list his
earlier contributlons and write that "It is apparent to me that the
“question could not be ‘answvered beyond the 1im1ts of the- above docu-~
ments without A more 'geérious attempt to outline the hlatorical ‘fundp-
~mentals that underliethe whole future of our party,"  "he more natient

of his readers contented themselves vith the- thought that what had been
. apparent to them and had been pointed out to Erhﬂr in cood tim¢ qu,w

nor at 1enst annaren* tv ﬁ¢m. ,
, T

\e



What produced this blithely repeated self-repudiation?. Essential-
ly, his impressionism. Each time, every year or twice a year, a net
thought rould impress itself upon "the undiscriminating =»nd 1ntellectu—
ally und1801p11nca writer-thinker in such a way as to becom¢ THE
thought, to the. clseoulilbratinq exclu81on of prnc+1cal¢y everything
else.

This same 11Dr9331onism accounted for ‘the other chqracteristlc of -
his documents: their inconclusiveness, or more nrecisely, their firm-
ness in trivia and their vazueness about the ‘imnortant cuestion with
vhich they nresumably ‘dealt. He had no partiéular difficulty in pos-:
ing a crucial 7\robiem - well or badly - but he:never man&ged to find
an answer.

Let us be more exact. Wherc lie offercd -an"answver that could at .
least be held in the hind, the party never had much ‘difficulty in show-.
ing how hollowr or suLerf1c1al or dlsoricntlng or aownrlght nonsensical.
it was, These were the 1nst :nces where his ansvers boiled down® nrctty
puch to some proposal for jusping over our ovn heads. Typical wes his
scheme for overcoming our isolation by becomlng what he called "a
small edition of a mass perty." This provosal, hilarious in concevtlon
and in formulation, produced an excited yawn in the¢ party, but even - )
that for not more than a minute, It did not dast much loneer with its L
author, either. Qnly a fev months had to elapse ‘before ‘it was uncourt— :
pously droppeé out of the vindow and a prorosal - its exact opnosite,
it goes witholt saying - put forrard with.the sone fragile self—assur—
ance. Othtrvlse ns hag: be(n 1nd10ated there vould be no ansmrr at”
all
He could write fifty solid and vastly golern rages denline vith -
, “the problem." He could a8k the most nudacious’ cuestinns, challenpe - . ©
~everybody to ansver = Yés or'lMNol.- if the movement should have a pers- .
pective or not, demanding to knov if anybody really. nrorosed to stumble '
along toward a Aass party or get it by conscicus vlanning, stz2té pith
admirable unequivocation, as for example in 1844, that "this artiole
presents an affirmative ansvcr" (Yes, by Georgme), wc can plan and chart
Qur coursel); add with pugnacious vigor'that it is my view that it 1s
not only possible. but indispensable" (Re;ute that if vou can! I say
it is possible to vlan our vork and - hang. me for it if you will - also
indispensable!); and then, worn out by these shnttering declarations,
£211 limply into the very nevt sentence: "Hovrvor the article will
not offer a solution." IR

_ People would look at e~ch o+hcr a littie bBevwildered or evbarrassed
To remind ourselves frou tine to time or even every weck that ve face a.
big problei, is good. To vose the nrcblcg, to call attention to the Do
fact that it has not been solved and that it must be, is not bad either. .
To conclude that you have no ansver -to the nroblen mav shor your hones-
ty or your modesty or your bcfuaoxemcnt or your barnkruptcy (1n Erbcr's
case of course: it. VaS'uodesty) but surely it should not give you ex-
tra special privilegés in urﬂW1nv on the dwindling reserves of  the
paper industry. If-you arc¢ honest and modest, then be so truly, Just
“vrite, "We have a treacndous’ problem; the solu+1ons we have profferred
are erroneous or faulty; we ust 1bsolut<lv find a good solution less
ve pericsh; as for myself I Lave no solution," Spread that over one
page oOr two or ten - but not over fifty pages and not every londny,



- Thursday and Sunday afternoon. If it is befuddled you are, and the an-
‘swers given to the problem by the others are not accertable, then take
‘a deep breath for a while or sorie other treatment. If you are bank-
rupt, tell it to a fer sympathetic friends but don't make such an ex-
tensive and noisy exhibition of the fact. |

Such thoughts did not beset Erber then any more than they do now,
Being an impressionist, he could not find a solution to the problem
' other than that presented by those whom he used to call rroudly the
"old Marxists," That incapacity he raised almost to the level of a
virtue, if not the virtue, of our tine.
. Now, in his elaborate resignation from the Workers Party, a docu-
‘ment which represents a radical rupture with revolutionary Marxism and
the fight for socialism, he makes this guestionable virtue his only
“¢claim upon our time and his only claim to distinction. In the past,
-for all his gyrations, he at least had some sort of grip upon Marxism
and it kept him in. the revolutionary movement, 1In the last year or so,
" this grip became looser and looser, There was no lack of warning %o
him, as to Burnham and others before him, against the demoralization
'thaf was assailing him, He was reminded of what he once knew pretty

-~ well, that nowadays above all others the revolutionist must steel him.

'gelf and steel o+h~rs against the slings and arrovs of tha times, The
" warnings and rexsinders did no good. Hjis disintegration could be watch-
'ed week by week the way you watch a man expiring on his deathbed.

' Is there, then, ‘not something wrong w1th the novement itself -
=not with him ~ since it could not hold him in its ranks? Indeed there
is! We do not even dream of denying it! The movement is small and
weak and isolated, Marxism is on the defensive, The forces arrayed
against us are multiple and mighty and if they are not self-confident
they are arrogant or persuasive, bestial or subtle but always nersis-
tent and insidious. Swall as we are today, thev devote no small amount
‘of attention to us, for their good political instincts make up for
what they lack in thoughteout understanding of what we rerresent, They
pour down upon us & steady trickle of acid, What, after all, is so
surprising if this trickle dissolves the oieucntarv lime deposits that
make up the mental bones, the political bones of sore of us?:

. Has this. thoueht ‘been invented for the Speciwl purrose of explain-
ing away Erber "after the fact" and "exezpting" the movement from "its
responsibility"? Surely even the arrant skeptic must be moved by the
mountain of contrary evidence, We adduce but one iten, It wrg written
not so long ago, in July, 1944. ' :

/

"The Socialist editor who recently, in defending the victius of

" the Minneapolis irame-up, referred to Trotskyists indulgently as sowme-
vhat naive peorle who 'still believe in the 'Comiunist Manifesto' as

- originally vritten hardly realized the historical significance of his
statemcnt, Yes, Trotskyists ~re the only peoxle to vhom the great
document of Marx and Tngels revained a living nrozram.

"The two decades of strugwle Ag alns* the current proved an unbear-—
able strain to most of our fighters, both in the ranks and in the lead-
ership. No need to refer to the capi+u11tors in Russin or the wany
stalwarts of the early Comintern in Turone who disapreared from polit-
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ical life. Suffice it to notc how fev of the pioneers.of the Communist
League of Axzerics still réurin, It is difficult to estim~te how many
thousands have passed tuTOUQh the organization in the last 15 “years,
(Among tuem a host of very able men like Muste, Purnhan, Kook, Spector
and others.) No more severe tests could be - eviseﬂ to test the’ontim-
ism of & movement than those to which we hth been subjected uron one

field of vorking class defeat nfter another. Only those with a broad

kistorical v181on a firm grasp of theory and life lived in close ner—
sonal connection Wlt} thn movenent and the rroblens of the Workrrs
could survive." , =
1\-‘. , .

And furthor- P

"This decay of class feeling and mrlltnncv s on 1n0v1+nb19 e
sult of the decay that penetrated the entire social oreganisn No class,
above all not one so bisically roote¢ in the productive vrocess ag is
the rroletarist, cnn base its vrolitics uren the status ouo of a rotting
society without beginring to rot itself, The rrolbtariat could only
save itsclf in 2 revolutionsry strusele ngainst thc strtus’ quo.

- "Rut oniy a tiny segnent of the wvorking elass understood this and
vas willing to voge such » fight, More sccurately, it was not even a-
segment of the class but only an ideological grouﬂing that consciously
expressed the historic aims of the vorking class and identified itself
vith the most qdvanced pro&raw and rcvolutlonarv traditions of the

working class, -

~ ®This corc of 1rreconc11ables was nll that was salvagad from the
revolutionary vezrs., They read1ned all but izhune to the nll-nervad-:

ing deca; of the tiuwes." - -

No greant skill is needed to guess the author. It is Erbcr, the
Erber of yesterday, Despite the¢ soaevhat heavy pathos, every word he
wrote is true - true then, true nor, The past StIUQ“LP did vrove, an -

" "unbearable strain' to uwany. Inde*d it-did ant does. Only those with

a "brond nistorical vision, 2 firm grasn of theory and life lived in
close personal connection wutn the movement #nd the problems of the
workers could survive" these most severe tests. Yes indeed, not only
in 1944 but in 1949 too.. Even the core of irreconcilables thq+ remain-
ed true to the flght for socinlish wrs not altogether exemprt from the )
effects of the decay of society (for 1t 1ives and breathes in carital-
ist society) or the Cecay of the working class (for jt also lives'and -
breathes in the vorking class). No, not mltorether exempt., We will
be just a8 exact as Erber wag five veﬂrs ~go: ' the core "remrined ﬁll

‘but imzune" to the all-pervading decoy.

For proof, in 1944, Erber pointed to his host of very able men,
Svector foldéd his tent one night and stole away into a silence he hag
never broken,' Burnhri collapsed in a stupor from which he was aroused
to 2 simulacrum of volitical life only vears l=ter by the vision ‘of de
Gaylle. Hook gradualily wendeéd his nenitent way bnack under the roof of
his father, Dewoy. iuste rcturncd to his knees bpfore the Father of
all Fathers.}«‘ R ‘ ‘ o S v I

It did not oocur to Erber - how could it? - to find or even’ Beﬂk

. the cause for these (let us uae a npolite ward) derartures in eome dis<
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placed cormmas in our principles and nrovram or in some awkward senten-
' ces., He found the cause vhere it was and is; the all-pervading decay
of the times. That is vhere we find the.cause also for his,,.departure,
We are not immune; we are only "all but immune," The acid of decay
" trickles down dissolv1ngly upon the soft-boned and loosens their grip
unon Marxism, Por proof today, we point to Erber.

"Hold on there for a minute!" cry out some of our friendly critics:
whon we co not need to identify further, "There are at least a couple -
of thinge wrong with what you have written thus far, 1In the first r
place, vou are giving the impression that all is vell with your prin-
ciples, your program, your traditions, your tactics, and that in the
face of a fact that not even you deny, nanmely, the Marxian (or Leninigt.
or Troteskyist) movement has not nrogressed but, if anything, it has
declined, it is weak, it 1s isolated, it is w1th0ut serinus influence,

- ~'You are giving the imnression that everythine in your o0ld, old arsenal

‘must be left intact, nothing added and nothing su%trwcted and that in
the face of the fact that with these vearons vou have not cotten very
far. That's the roint}. .

. . "In the second 1rlace, ‘you hnve been talking about these reonle
pretty much 'in nsychological terms - their lack of character, their
lack of firmness and endurance, their lack of understsndine, their :
personal deficiencies and the like. After all, you are not confronted
with a psycholoricnal but vith a boiitical rroblom. And after all, even
if all those vho left the movement did suffer from the personal short=
comingg you ascribe to them, wouldn't it still be necessary to denl ob-
Jectively with what they write, with their criticisms, that is, to

deal with their ideas inuenendcntly of the npersonality of the authors, - p
on the basis of the merit or demerit of the ideas: thfmaelves? Thnt‘s

the point!" :

This outcry is familiar but it does not scem to.us to be very val-
id, ‘ '

. We are not inseparably attached to our Marxian nrinciples or to
our varty, in thé sense that ve live for their sake, We are insepar-
ably attacked only to that conquest by uan of nagure, to that emancipa=
tion of man from all forms of nhysical, mental and spiritual slavery,
vhich will assure the fullest flowering of the human personality. There
and only there is our goal and our reason for associated existence. The
social relations that mrke up caritalism (not simply the fact that a
capitalist has wore money and a worker less) stand in the way of real-
izing this goal, so we cowbat it, Stalinism is our eneny for the same
‘reason, The socialist revolution is indispensable for renlizing this
goal, so we worh for it. :

: This work we perform with our 1nstrumenta. The instruments are

our ideas (principles, programs, tactics)., The "we" are those who agree

on the goal, agree that these are the instruments for attaining it, and

seek to keep them clean and sharp and to perfect themselves in their

use, The "we" make up the revolutionary party at any given time,’ To

get us to abandon these instruments, it is only necess~ry to offer us

better ones, , We will not hold on to what we have simrly becsuse the
proffered alternative is brand new or very old, We will hold on to )
them however and fanatlcally, if the altprnative is false and 1nferior.,~
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We will certainly hold on to them if no ~lternative is offered.

Our ideas d1d not come into full and hernetically-senled roundness
overnlzht. They have develoncd for a hundred years and more, With our
own wortal abilities we have tried to continue that develorment; Those

that did not bite smoothly and deerly into the material they were ap-
rlied to, we modified as needed or c¢iscarded altozether, sometimes
later than others did and sometimes sooner. You neec to have only a
hat-tinring acouaintance with our rarty to know this. Yet, with 211
this, we have at no time found it necessary to abandon the fight for
socialls' or the fundamecntal ideas of Marxism as the only worthwhile
reanpons in the fight. We can even add *hat it 18- only by neans of
these very ideas that we have been able to exrlain intelligently and
intelligibly the reasons why these idens have not yet trluﬂnheo and
have even suffered rrodigicus defeats,

We are 3vare of what every smarrow knows - that ve have not vet

golved the social nroblem. We are not 1lcss aware that we have not vet -

gsolved every problem in the realr of our own ideas, We are readv to
listen to every prorosal wade to helr in that respsct, but that does
not umean that we should be requirec to accent every rrorosal right off
the bat just because its proponent has been swept off his feet by its
aprarent recasonableness., We are ready to discuss every vroposal or
criticisi, but that does not mean that ve are hopeless bigots becnuse,
in the discussion, we defend those views we hold to be correct. We are
resdy to accept any rrovosal or criticism - ner or old, and regardless
of its source - but only after good arsuments Pﬁve b@rn made to estab-

‘lish its validity,

It wvould be hypocriticzal if we denied that we arrroach nany of

-the "nev rrovosals" for "imvroving" our lYarxism vith » somewhat inhib-

iting skerticism, It is not entirely our fault, What we have heard
and seen of these "imrrovements" - nine out of ten times - in the last
guarter of a century has not encourrced us to hore for ton much,

Let us say we¢ are trying to get far off the eround, Science ond
exrerience tell us that the best way is by mesns of aircraft or rer-
haps a rocket, To the best of ocur abilityv, we build one machine after
another, Some of them arc very rromising; others tnke off andé crash
with the vilot, It is discouracing! But we rersist in our idens, and
each time these ideas exrlain to us our nrecedins failure, Sozeone
comes along and says: I have » better idea., The way to get to the
moon is to dig a gre=t big hole in the earth. We are just a little
skertical. He does not convince us. Off he goes, muttering: Vision-
aries! Utoriane! Rigots! Fanntics!

The analogy is loose and primitive but the point is not too ob~
scure, Our nctual exrerience in the defense of Marxism for the rast
ouarter of a century is that in practically every case our critics
wanted us to dig a great big hole in the earth, So, vith this freely

-acknowledged reservation, which we hore will not be condemned too

harshly, we reiterate our readiness to listen, to discuss anu to
change.

So far as our "psychological gudamant" is concerned, the objection
seems tO0 us decidedly invalid and wore than a little suspect. Society,
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classes, groups (including political groups) are composed of individual .

human beings. Not one of these individuals is exactly like another, To
one degree or another, each differs from the others in his past and pree
sent environment, his upbrlmﬁing, his phy51cal, intellectual and spir- -
itual attributes ("character"), his abilities in one field or another,
his interests, his associations and assoc iates and a thousand and one
other things, Generally, in all soclal questions, especially as they
are posed at times of sharp confliot, the individuals in society tend
strongly to divide in accordance w1th their class position and inter-
ests, and it is the resulting class struggle that is the principal
motor of histerical development,  Bubt this is no mechanical and absol-
ute division, as is shown in a mlllion familiar_examples. The "psyche
ological explenation" of classes and their motorE*Tthe bourgeoisie has’
this one complex, the proletariat has that neurosis) is ... dubious,
The "psychological explanation" of this, that or the other individual
and his motor 1s not altogether uninteresting, especially if it is al-
ways remerbered that the individual is part of society and that if he
makes condltlons, conditions also make him, If we permit ourselves to
make "psychological. judgments' of political individuals on rare occa-
sions we are not by that alone stepping teco far bevond the bounds of

Having sald this, we readily admit what , is valid, The ideas of

' the critic have thexr own status, toc, and merit consideration "in

their own narie,¥ = That would be even more. evident if the same ldeas
vere presented anonymously. We have enough eonfidence -in our own
idea s to defend them openly and directly against any that challenge .

. them, Ve note briefly that the same cannot be said about Erber, That

is disclosed by his whole procedure. : , o

Not once did he even try to submit the ideas ‘contained in his new
document to those with whom he had worked and exchanged opinione throu-.
ghout most of his political life, Toward the end, he made a couple: of
Mumbled rveferences to the fact that he was thlnklng about some basic
questions, that he was changing or had changed his mind about "democrate
ic centralism" or "the war question". To think, to change your mind,

. these are God-given rights, But Just what he was thinking, Jjust how he

had made ‘up his mind, he did not find it necessary.to inform his com=
rades and colleaoues. He was content -to leave them in the helpless
position of guessing. That too is a man'!s right, Erber abused it to

the limit.,

"At long last, he came to a conclusion, if that is what you can
call his document. He submitted it simultaneocusly with his resignas
tion from the party.. What about discussing his views first? ‘Oh no,
not that! He dropped the document into ocur laps and .fled like a wmuan
who had screwed up all his courage and then shot his wad in one super=-
audacious act,

Is it posslble that ‘he felt his differences with the organlzatlon
to be-so deep and irreconcllable that it seemed like a waste of time
to discuss. them? Yes, it is. possible. But in that case, why was his
Lrief letter of resignation accompanied by & long document addressed
to the mewbers of the Workers Party and its National Committee? Just
to notify them of his departure? That formality was satisfied by tl
letter of res1gnation which stated that he no longer agreed with the

vprlnciplea -and program af the nerty. Then- perhaps to explain in: per-

g
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suasive detail what wes'wrdﬁg~with these principles and program, sut of
a feeling of responsibility toward those he had worked with so leng and
who had honored him with the.position of a leader and teacher, out of

‘enxiety over their.persistence.in theoretical and political error, out

of a desire to put right where wrong was?

: That might of coursgna ‘ccount for the document and its salutation.
But’ in that case,.why d1dhe not appear before this membership (to hell
with the leadership) to, argue his views, to win them to-the right way
to flght for socialism which he has finally discovered? It goes witha
put saying that he had all the formal and actual opportunlity to-do so.
He-did not aveil himself of it, He threw his rock .intd the window and
took to his heels like thosé who throw rocks into windows and take to
their heels. He has no confidence in his own. views, He had no confl-
dence in his ability to defend then, in s fair @nd square discussion
before the membership, from the Marxian criticism to which they. would -
Be submitted, It was safer to nibble away-at us. firom & distance, in a
closed-off corner. Our critic is discreet. 1

. If the guthor would not come to grips Wlth ush We can ceoms to.grips
with his work. If we lacked enthusiasm for the task to begin with, we
must admit that it has ecome and grown considerably in the course of
performing the task, on about the same principle as the appetite grows
with the eating, If the first reactlon, upon reading the documendt, is
downright repugnance, the second is consolement, and both for the same
reason, If, after all the_readinp and cqpitating-which the- suthor
claims, this document is all he could produce as the criticism of our
principles and tradition, then things are not so bad with us., It is
certain that if we get no heavier blows .than this, we will manage t0...,
survive, Irber?s document is really so lamentably porous that it is
ot worth & minute!s aftention 80 far as settling sccounts with him is
eoncerned. But in sp, far as it offers the opportunity to re-state our
principles, to-demonstrate their valldity again, to reaffirm the fight

_for internationalism and socialism, it is worth treating. 3 K

: Before taking adieu from our late .friend, .we Wlll consxder the
three questions.with which he concérns hlmse1f° the Mapxzian theory of
the state; the nature and unfoldmen+ of the Ru381an Revolution- Lhe'
Bhird Uorld War and the soc1a113t attltude toward ite

IENIN AND THE "»mr‘iv'mn THRORY oﬁ THE STA'I;E

Erber starts with the Russlan Revolution and follows with Lenln's
concept of the state, towrhlch.he ‘counterposes the Marxian concept as
he understands it. Ve have no particular object;on to that order and
hope that none W111 be offered if we reverse it. . S

Erber beglns with an acknowledgment- The theory of the state is
of key importance for :socialists, The attitude toward this theory is -
‘fhe bedrock difference between Leninism and reformism (and "centrism" )
since it determines the road to power, Lenin's theory-cannot be ace
cepted "without following the strategy and tacticsg outlined in the
basic documents of the .early Comintern," This acknowledgment must not
be lost s;ght of for a single momente What. is demonstrated -on this '

_ 3cOYe cennot settle ewery question before the soeialist ‘and -1abor ove-



Qmentg. But it gan settle one.very lmportant p01nt

. If it can be shown that Lenin's theory of the state is in confllct
with Marxz!s theory, then the. ‘strategy and tactics of the early Comintern
which follow from Lenin's theory certalnly do not follow from lMarx!s,
and therefore the rejcction of Lenin 1s not -~ or is not necessarily a
weisatim of Marxism, ( Erber rejects Lenlnis*'l in the name of Marxisi,)
However, -if -it can be shown that Lenin's. thcory is nothing but a re=
‘statement of what Marx and Engels taught, then the rejectlon of the
_former anmounts to the rejection of thé latter, and the repudiation of
the strategy and tzctics of the early Comintern amounts to the repudie-
ation of larxism, that is,-of the prclctarian stru"gle for socialisu,
(It should not be necessary to add that when we speak of the “bﬂsic
documents of- the early Comintern" we are not spcaking. of this or that
oomma, vord, sentence, paragraph or page, but of-what was fundamental,
of pr601sely that which distinguished the revolutionary Marxists of
that time from the reformists and - W1thout Erber's condescending quote
atlon marks -~ the centrists,) : .

- Erben. PGJOCtS Lenin's theory of the state oocause 1t is - hold :
fast, nowi{ = "simplistic, crude and static," dogmatie, falso, ond -in:
¢onflict not only with Marx and Engels but also with. historical and -
political reality, How & theory that is so patently gross-and preposte-
erous could have fooled an eye as critical and a mind es. luminous as-
Erberts for so many, many years, is hard to understand, But that!s: an-
other matter which relates far less to syes. and m;nds thqn it does to
-fect ‘in fllght and we pass on,

L Why is Lenin's theory of the state crude and simplistlc? .The min-
ute this not entirely inappropriate question is. applled to Erber!s doc-
ument , you sece how completely he has immured himself in. a fog so dense
that it is almost impossible to find a‘landing place in it without the
aid of radar equipment. .To accept or reject Lenin's concept of the. .
state, you ought to know what it is and be able to express it., There
are two good mreasons why this should be easy, even for Erber. .The
first is that Lenin's concept 18 not cloudy, complex and dynamic but &,
thanks to years of patient and finally successful explanatlons made £o"
Erber by Keautsky, Martov, Algernon Lee and the late President Roosevelt
« crude, simplistic.and statlc. ‘The second is that Lenin not only de-
voted at least one work spec1flca11y bo this subject - State and Revo-
lution - especially since that is precisely and particularly fthe work
in which Lenin seeks to show, in painstaking detail, the view held by
Marx and Engels. -

Doesnlt Erber quote from' this work9 No, Not even one paragraph9
Not even one, -A sentence, perhaps? No, no sentence, .At least a line?
No, and not even a word, .The only document from whlch.Brber does quote
s what Lenin wrote in "his" theses for the Second Congress of the Com-
munist Internationals on "Communism,’ the Strurgle for the Dictatorship

‘ %TE Theses were not written by Lenin, but in all llkellhood by Bukhar-}
in.‘ The . onl work of Lenin from which Erber quotes was not even written -

by Ienin, , That.does a little sllpshodedness in such matters amount to?
He reads and doesn't know what he s reading, He writes and doesnlt
know what he is writing, So, he also gquotes w1thout knowing whom he is -
guoting, .But we grant: Ienin.is politically responsible for the Com-
intern's theses,

o0
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pf the Proletariat and Utilization of the Bourgeois Parliament,' Why
"this document, and particularly the quotation which deﬂls.almost entire-
ly with the question of parliamentarism, is chosen against the work
which Erber himself regards as "the textbook of the Léninist school,"
is a conundrum which only its fogbound author can answer. Ve will
leave the question of pquiamentarism for later and try to stick to

the goneral and basic quostion which Erber started'to describe as the
“one of key importance, How are we to learn what Lenin's theory was, at
- least -in Erber's view? Ve have to grope around in the fog until wve
come to somcthing thdt has somp corporeal feol to it, It is not ecasy,
Careful searoh discloses two more or less specif;c references, and that
_is all, Yec will cite one of them briefly, not in order to got it out
pf the way, but because adequate treatmont of it belongs elsewhore.

"Lonln could conccive of only two states - a bourgeois state and
a prolotgrian stato. The former directed the economy in the interests
_pf capitalism, the latter in the intercsts of soc;alism.

"Had Lenin not been blinded by the simplistic notion that a state
is merely an instrument of one class for the suppréssion of another,
he may have conceived of. the possibility that tho state apparatus could
free itself from class control, wicld its powor over the cconomy againe
8t bothclasses, and constltute itself the ncw ruling class, based upon
sto%‘"bwncrship of property."

1]
l

. You have to read this three times under a light before you can be-
. lieve 1t was actually written, ZErber, on the hunt for proof of Lenin!s
simplemindedness, provides us with perfect proof of his own lightmind-
edriess, . Lenin, you sec, could conceive of only a bourgeois or a pro-
letarian states Lenin's theory was simpleminded., Why? Listen cnre-
‘fully now; Lenin did not foresee the bureaucratic-collectivist, the
Stalinist state, which is neither bourgeois nor proletarian] He did
not foresece it because his thoory rulod out such foresight in advance,
"1t "plinded" him, ,
Lenin lived right up to anmd including the year 1923, plus a few
weeks in 1924, How was 1t possible for him to fall to foresee the non-
proletariaon, non-bourgeois Stalinist state? Vhat excusc cen concelv=-
ably be found for his ridiculous simplemindedness? Erber, severec, re=~
Jlentless, unSparing, in other words, dressed up likec-a rcal theoretici-
" an, refuscs to let the quality of mercy drop likoe the gentle rain, He
himself is distinetly of the school of Marx and Engels, whose unapolog-
etic champion he makes himself., Engels - there is the man who really
had the rlght theory of the state, ith it, as every child knows,
Engels, in contrast to the crude, simpleminded and static Lenin, gid
‘foresee the Stalinist state without waiting t11l 1924 to die, because,
as every schoolboy knows from the mountain of evidence in Engels! writ-
‘ings, hc did not conceive of only two states It should of course be
added, in a lame attempt to apologize for Lenln, that anels also had
the advantane of being equipped with a very hlgh-quallty crystal ball,

- & ouija board and an astrologer's chart found in a royal Egyptian tomb.

At least, we must assumc they belonged t o Engels, for where clse did
hia prescnt champion and helr get. his thoorotlcal 1nstrum0nts°

" 1r we ‘had Erber!s ruthless sta ndards, we fear. we would have to
paste the label of siwmpleomindedness nph: only on 'T,c ain Hat also on Marx
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and Engels,. Ve would add to what Erbor says about Lenin the same thing

*that was ‘said about Marx and Engels flfty vears ago by Erber!s predeces-
sor, Eduard Bernstein, But we would be unable to stop there. Ve would:
have-to admit that tlere were some thinkers outside the lMarxian move=-
ment who dld'TOrosee" ‘the SEallnlst state, and were there;ore not sim-
nllstlc or Crude.

. Has Trber evcr heard of Herbert Sponcer or Hilairc Belloc and the
"Servile State"? If he has not, he will. Has he ever heard of any of
the rest of the anti~-socialist schools of thought, down' to our Robhert
Michels angd, our present day Hayeks, von Mises! and the cditors, poli-
titians, priests and turncoats from socialism whom they 1nsp1re° The
verytheart of their teachlng 1s this: A bourgcois state is possible
but the "socialist state" ncver was, neVOr can and: nover will be a
workers! state because the victory of the "socialists" must inexorably
mean the triumph of .2 tyrannical bureaucratlc class which crushes bour-
geoisie and proIetﬂrlat alike; and the existcnce of the Stelinist state
is proof of this and proof of tho fund mental invalidity of Marxts
thcories. - : .

iBut really now is Erbor!s criticism of Lenin idontical with their
criticism of Marx? Of coursc not, Tho. latter is, however, ‘the nob: .
too distant cbusin of the former. We sincerely hope that Erber does
. not discover this relaticnship and draw the plain conclusions from it,
- fs Eastman and others already havo, But his document doos riot provide
vcry much solld ground for such a hope,

e w111 lOaVO ‘Erber!'s flrst "spccific" referencc to Lenln's theo=
rv for a m0ﬂent und procecd to- - his second and only othcr.referencc.

"In Lenln's view,.e¢.the bourgeols state was now stripped down &0
its real functlon as 'nothlng ¢lse but a machine for the supnross*qn
of the working class by the bourgeoisic, of the mass of.tollers by &a
handful of caﬁltﬂllsts." '

This is t06 nuch and too little for Erber. This twenty-five~word
quotation which sums up Lenin's thcory of the state is just too crude
and simplistic « cven static - to be accepted by a refined and subtle
1ntollect. He re jects 'it, and accepts in its place the theory of larx
arid Engels, pdrticularly Envols. Wny the latter in particular? Be-
cause in nls hunt, he has discovercd, late in life, Engels?! . famous let-
tér to Conrad Schmidt (Ootober 27, 1890), .from which he q otes with
such confluonce, frequency and a fcu11n¢ of relief that for a flceting
forent ‘2 dozing readermight got the impression < which is patently
‘ridiculous ~ that Erber has so much as a glimmer of conprehension of
wvhat he is quoting, . Before we citc this lcttor wvhich Erber so luprude-
eritly selected out of tho voluminecus writings of Engels and Marx on -
the state,.we can establish beyond question the cloar, unequivocal .
views that both these great sociclist thlnkors put forward at all tlmes.‘

i "esethe state " wrotc Engels in hls new 1ntroductlon to llap:xls
Civil*VWar in Tf"ra*lce, 'is nothing more than a machine for the oppression
of one class by another, and indced in the democratic republic no less
than in the monarchy," oo T

“Vlhere doés this differ in ome single respect from Lenin's view
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-which Erber quoted, except to stroengthen it by the additional omphasis
on the fact that the state is no differcnt in the democratic republic
than it is in the monarchy? Lenin, we recall, was "blinded by the sim-
plistic notion that a statc is mcercly an instrument of one class for
the suporecssion of anothere. Vho originated this simplistic notion,
who blinded Lenin, if not the man who wrote that the state "is nothing
more than a machine for the oppression of onc class by another"? What
is the diffcrence between the two? That Ionin says "morely" ond Engels
says "nothing morc than"? That Lenin soys an "instrument" and Engols
seys & "machine™? That Lonin says "suppression" and Engels says "op
pression"? That Lenin had a short beard and Engels a long onc? That
Lenin dicd in Bussia and Engels dicd in England? We have given all
thesc possibilities the consideration they merit, and we have concluded
that nonc of them gives us the answer. The right answer, charitably
formulated, is: Erber is o muddlchond, .

But aftcr all, it might have been a chance formulation - crudc,
simplistic and static - that Engels lct slip into an introduction to a
brochurc by Marx, but which did not rocprescnt his refined and profound
and truc view. All right, we will try agoein, On January 24, 1872,
Engels writes to Chcodor Cuno: .

"While the grecat mass of the Social-democratic workers hold our
view thot state power is nothing more than the orgoanization with which
the ruling classcs, landlords and capitalists, have provided themscelves
in order to protect their social prerogotives, Bakunin maintains that
it is the statc which mns created capital, that the capitalist has his
capital only by favor of the state," (A depressing thought strikes us
at this points:: 1f that is what Engels said about Bakunin, what would.
he say about Erber?)

"our view," says Engels, If vic may gucss, that mcans Marx and

Engcls, But isn't that view pretty siluplistic? Hrmm, Then Lenin was
simply plagiarizing from Engels, Hnmmm, UYell, thinks Erber, if Lenin
can plagiarize from Engels, why can't I plagiarize from Bernstein?
That'!s not an easy challenge to take up,

On April 18, 1883, Engels writes about the state to Van Patten in
exactly the some velm and in almost the same words, :

"Phe main ob ject of this organization has always been to sccure,
by armed force, tle economic oppression of the laboring majority by the
minority which alone posscssces woalth," : .

But why do we nced private and posthumous letters for this miscr-
able Jjob of grubbing for queotations which are familiar to all studonts
of Morxism, knowledge of which siould bec a sine gua non for everyone
who presumes to write on the subject? Didn't Engels write a wholec book
on the subject of the origin of the family, private property and the
state? Didn't he stick firwmly by the views he set forth in it, in
evorything he wrote subscauently, including his preface to the fourth
edition written only a fcw months after the letter to Conrad Schmidt:
that has so overwhelmed Erber? Isn!t the text avallable, in 2ll modern
languages, including English? Yet, Erber finds it possible to write
about the state, and about Engels! theory of the state, without so much
as a mention of Engels! classic work, let alone c¢ iting from it, After
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all, why should he? Anyonc who emn cdiscuss Lenin's theory without cit-
ing St‘tc«"nd Revolution would be untruc to himself and his mothod of
exposition 1if he quoted The Origin of the Fanily while dis cusu'n"
Engels?! thoory. Since we cursclves prefer the old-fashioned woy, we
will cuecte from Bagels:

-

"The state is the resu’t of the desire to keep down class confle-
icts, DBut having arisen amid those conflicts, it is as o rule the
strte of the rniost powerful cconomic class that by foree of its cconomic
suprcmacy vecories also tho ruling nelitical class and thus ccquircs new
means of suodulng armd cxploiting thc oppresced masscs., The antique |
stete was, therefore, the state of the slave owners for the purpose of
holding the slaves in check, The fcudal statc was the organ of the
nobility for the opprcssion of the serfs and dcecpendent fhPlCrs. The
nodern rcprescentativwe state is the tool of the capitalist cxploiters of
woage labor,”

And further: "In most of the historical states, the ripghts of
the citizens are differcntinted according to their wealth, This is a
dircet confirmation of the fact that the statc 1s-orgenized for the
protcetion of the possessing ageinst tic non-posscssing classes,”

And still further: "The cggregotion of civilized society is the
state, which throughout all typical periods is the state of the ruling
class, and in 2ll en scs mainly 2 mochine for controlling the oppressed
and cxploited class,"

Engelst theory, and Marx's, raomained to the cnd the one they sue-
cinetly advanced in their ecarliest works, in ons that is so wecll kneown
that Erber must have heard of 1t at ons time or another - the Cormunist
Manifesto,

+

"fho exccutive of the modern strtc is but o committce for manog-

ng the corron affairs of the whole bourgeeisic,” :

Under socialism, the state will die out bocaa e therc. are ﬁo
class distinctiens to maintain, Lnﬂ sbate - the "public power' -
"will lose its political charsctor.” LAnd what is this powsr, accord- -
ing to the ianifesto? ”Prllt1oﬂ1 pO‘PP, properly so ca llod is mecrely
the ors unlaCd po”er ‘of one closs for oporessing 2aarther,”

In cvery casc, almeost word for word and comma for comma, Lenin's
forrmla igs identical with the one lf"”rluDlJ crpleyed by Harx and
Engels, It is not the basic theory of Lenin that Erber has abandoned
in his demoralized flight from rovoTMtlonPry soclialis, but the basic
theery of larx and nnpols. :

Still, what about the 1etter to Conrad Schmidt in which "the
theorctical bhasis for such understonding was laid dovn by Engels many
yooars boefore Lenin began his studv of the state," in which “unnbls
gave us an insicht into the rclations of the bourgecrisic and tho gtato
appzratns from which we can undcrstond such politically diverse
trends towand sbtatificstion as the New Deal and the Nazi state®?  The'
letter has beon familiar te students for sowme time now, first in Sid-
ney liook!s publication, then in a slightly revised publication in ®he
.New Intornotional and later in th= Stelinist oA ti0N of sl -Moprx—
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Engels loctters. ¥What we have to deal with is an Erberian rediscovery
of Americn, on authentic once becausc he teoo does not know what contine
ent he has actually landcd on,

"There is a reciprocity betwecsn two uncgual forces (vrote Engels);

on thoc one SLQC, tfe cconomic movemcnt; on tho other, the now polltlcal

ower hich strives for the greatost ressible.indopendence -and which
huv1nb onco orisen is cndowod with its ovn meoverient., The econoniic movee
ment, upen tHthe whole, asserts itsclf but it is affccted by the reaction
of the rclat ;vnly indcpondent politlcal movement vhich it itsclf had
sct up, This political mevenmont is on the one hand the state nover, on
the other, the oprosition which comos to life at the same time with it,

Then, skimaing 1ight1y over Engels! polemic agninst Dlihring, he
snops up another morsecl: s otho exereize of o social function vas
gveryitcre the basis of politlical sunromacy,”

The conclusinns vwhich Erbor draws from these thoughts arc cnough
to raise your hacltles, Here is anothor of these all toe frequent cases
which show thet your politiss are not unrelated te tke functioning of
your inteilectual cquipment., A statc of political demoralization can
so disarronge your gray matter as to prevent an intclligible thought
from £iltering iInkto it. This is not 2 horsh but renlly the kindost ob-
scrvation that can be made: hn docsntt understand what he is rcading.

With the "insizht" ‘wnich the quotctions frem Engels give him,
FErber werizs out these novel ideas:e

The officers of the primitive orgmized comrmnities "developed in-
to tho occaoxluul1J dominant class,” frcoeing thewselves from the control
of the co. unity ond dominating over it by virtue of the incrcase of
the productive forcoes Uhl“h added to their, the officers'!, social funce
tions, These officials "continued to serve o social function bub they
now had an additional function -~ 2 c*1:1"1c’t:ly class function = to pro-
serve tho now class division against atteck from the exploited ulquu.
This ncw closs function requirced 2 specicl apparatus, ormed men assiste -
ed by matcrinl apnendages, prlsons and repressive institutions of all
kinds, "It is this apparatus that Morx: and Engels called the statel”
But he L“phﬂSIuCS, even when it had "the added function of an orgm of
rOpress1on, the social function of the state not oaly did not ond,
but "on thc controry, it could wmaintain its supromacy onhly 2s long as
it carricéd out this sccial function,” All right. Next

If the stato, under capltalism or under any other class socilcty,
"takes steps to keep society from QLSlAtOgP“tlnb, rogardless of tho
necds of the economicelly doeminant class," it can survive, and only then,
But "whenover thoe state safeguardcd the needs solely of the rling
class ot a time when these needs ran counter te those of the econouy,
i.e., when the stote no longer fulfilled its sccinl function, it lost
its t'politicel supremacy!; 1t was overthrowvn, The French Revolution is
the classic exanple of this." But that was cnly the classic cxarple, |
YOu sce, "Wot all feudal states wers overthrown., The feudal-monarchice-
burcaucratic state in Germeny adepted itsclf to the needs of the econ-
omy ard ruled on hehalf of the bourgeoisic, whilc keeping them at arnts
length from the state apperatus iteelf, (This was the real content of
Bismark'!s policy.)" You get thc point? The non-classic but nonetheloss
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real examnle shows that the feudal stnte did not have to be overthrown;
it could bve transformed by the feudnlists themselves or by their smart-
est, Bismarkian, revrresent~tives who could.continue to rule for sand
without the bourgeoisie by "adapting itself to the needs of the econ-
omy," Do you fecliow so far? Then we will o ahe=d one step further.

What iiade possible this "adaptation to caritalist society by
feudal stnates"? Zrber has no secrets from anyone: it w~s mnde poss-
ible by "the pecullar nature of the bourgeoisie." Which is vhat? It
is "a class that confines itself to econo«ic functions and deu~nds on-
ly that the state bec in friendly hancds, that is, th»t the rolitical
porer is not used to obstruct, but teo facilitate the econonic orera-
tions of the bourgeoisie. Trat is not how it was before caritalist
gociety rose. "In sl-ve socisty And under feudalism, the holders of
econoric rower occuried theuseclves directly with the excercize of rol-
itienal rower,... In contrast, the bourmenisie occuried itself with
business and left the ncmlnlstra+1on of the s+tate %0 thoge who, in
time, made a yrofession of it.... The result w=s the develornent of a
etate apraratus which, wiiile under the influence of the hourgeoisie in
grenter or lesser mcasuro v+g not under its comrlete control," At
this roint, Erber shows that e knows very little =about feudal society
and nouﬂlnr at all about slave socicty. Fe would have the devil's own
time vrrovinz that esrecially in the latfer the sctual ovners of slaves
always exerciged rolitical nower directly. But let's skir over this
piece of siarlistic and crude ignorance and get along with hie recu-
liar bourgeoisie and the s*ate which is undér its influence "in great-
er or lesser neasure" but "not under its comvlete control.!

"The modern hourzeois democratic state, based on universal suff-
race, is an exceedingly comnlex mechanisn" and it "defies simrle def-
inition." Very good, even the lowly nuoeba "defies simple definition.®
What wmould be a commlex definition? "If it is an instrument for the
bourzeois domination of the working class, it is also an instrunent
for the vorkers' struzgle azsinst that domination. ' To add to the com-
rlexity, the bourpeois state is forced to intervene in the econou
against the resistance of the bourgeoisie and develops & mouwentum of
its own which conflicts now with the one nnd now with the other of the
two basic soci~l classes," Tie comnlexity of the bourgeois deriocratic
gtote is not at an end. Neither is the state of confusion of Erber.

He is really working up to something. "Its (the state's) reciprocal
action uron the econonic base can often be opriosed to the interests of
the econouically-dominant class. In rpcricds of socinl crisis, and wmost
acutely in neriods of revolutionary (or counterrevolutiorary) chanze .
the state can be wrencuned lcoose from its economic rocts and used arain—
st the economically-dominant class, with the result that the stnte, in
turn, uncergoes vast internal changes in the rrocess. This is above
all true under caritalism."

The fog is beginning to 1lift, isn't it? OCutlines of something are
beconming discernible. First we have a state., It has two functions.

One is a social function, which is rather nnble., Pasted on to it, like

a dirty and ignoble TlaSter, is a class function. If the sginte cor-
ries out a purely class function, it won't lmst long - certainly not
if Erber nas anything to say Qbout it. It can survive only if it crr-
ries out its social function, which is not, we hore ynu understend, &

‘glass function, The cesrit n11e+ class has onlv a ¢lass function, Which




is not - this you also underst-nd, we hore - a social function. The
worst of it all is that this state, even vhen bourzeois democratic, is
an instrument for the domirnaticn of the working class. - But - 1ift up
your hearts! Erber is riding to the rescue, his head bouncing steadily
) in the saddle of a guotation fmpm Engels. All is not lost, for the

state is also an instrument for the workers' strusrie against bourgeois
domination. The bourzeoisie has a certain influence in the state (Ereat.
er or lesser measure"), but thank God, i doesn't have courlete control,:
If Erber arrives on time, maybe we can wrench the capitalist st=te

loose froa its caritalist economic roots like a rlucked notato, use it
against the dowinant caritalist class, and introduce vast internal
"changes in the process. Word of honor, it is possible, "above all...
under canitalism,"

A little wore patience now, for we don't have :auch further to go.
Zrber is not content with gray theory alone., He riles evidence upon
evidence, stra2ight frou the rich mine of living history. He shows, by -

one exauple after another, that wherever the tourzeois democratic state
vas based upon an extensive elcctorste, "it became nn arena in which “
-the other classes fouzhkt to benc the porerg of movernsuent to their own
purroses.”" " Every cgroup has a firwntine chance.tn get its interests tnk-
en.care of by the bourgeois~democratic state, to "bend" it to i*ts rur-
poseE,

And suchk historical erudition, so imrressive, so overvhelmingz, so
conclusive! There's veen notiing like it outside a hieh school text-
book for years! All about the struceles of Hanmilton and Jefferson,
Biddle and Juckson, the Rertblicans and the slavevcracy, Johnson and-
Stevens, And not only strumzzles between sections of the rrorertied
classes. .When labor comes.on the scene, it too shows that it can bend
the state to its purroses: - the Clayton Act, the Norris-LaGuardia Act,
universal suffrage in Belzium and Austro-Fungary (even thouzh it was a
monarchical and not a democratic state, mind youl!). And then the New
Deal itself, vhich "remains inccurrehensivle from the Leninist theory
‘of "the bourgeois democratic state." And earlier historical-evidente
than th2t, even more erudite =nd overwhelwming, vhich can be found only
in Erber and in high school texts on civics and history (Seccond Year
eourse), jammacked with the Athenian Democracy, the Roman Sennte, the
cantonal democracy of the Swiss wountaineers (no mention of Willian
Tell, but only for lack. of space), the Hanseatic Lencue, the Dutch Re-
rublic of the merchant families, Hamilton, :dadison and Jay, »and Giron-
dins'and Jacobins, nnd anything elsc your heart desires.. It is 21l |
there.. All that, plus thnt ~mszing and Leninisticallyv-incourrehensible
New Deal, yproves it to the hilt, ‘ ‘

. Proves what? Froves th~t the state loses its rolitical surremacy
if it "orerates solely to safeguard the interests of the bourgeoisie."
We know tunat it u=sn't lost it, Why? EHold vour breath now: "This has
not happened to date because the states of the capitalist world have
taken wmeasures to fulfill their social function,"™ Hold your bresth
just one more minute and you'll finslly find out what this social func-
tion - not the "purely cless" but the social function - is: "7o rro-
tect society as a vhole from econowmic dislocntion ~nd general ivrover-

.ishment, the state has intervened increasingly in the economic srhere,
. -t0 regulate the economy in order to secure¢ its more normal oreration."
There, we've quoted it at lost and we feel that an enormous burden has

S e e s
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rolled off our shoulders,

Isn't vour imarination electrified by the maenificent vistas oren-
ed ur berore wenkind by the rossibility of the bYourseois state ripping
off *h2 rlaster of its vurely closs function sand going about its nrop-
er busineces of fulfilling its socinl function? Aren't we all endlessly
lucky tast the bourceoisie is » reculiar class which only has influence
tut not uontrol in the state, "and that the rroletariat con bend the
state to iis cvn nurpose? Aren't ve favored by Nature and the Alnichty

pimself by the f20% thav the bourgmeois state can adapt itself to the
Aecd of the econowny, despite the selfish resistance of the selfish
wourgeoisie, and nroceed with its social functidh of nrotecting society
as a whole -‘Whlch means ali of us, them 9s well as you and ne -~ and of
}evu11+1d'“the economy, which selfish coritalists are braking, so that
its more nornal OLer“tlon is secured? Intoxicating thoucshts!

Intoxicated with then, Erber breaks out into lvrical song about
his-state and its social functions, "Theé trend toward statificntion of
nroduction, foreseen by Zngels and observed by every wrominent jiarxist
theoretician since, is nothing else but the effort.of the stnte to ful-
fill its social functlod. It has succeeded in fulfilling it to a re-
markable degree aesrlte bourgenis or 031t10n.... The state is adarting
1tsclf to theé needs of +h€ €conouy. " ~

The temrtation to shout Hurrah! for this highly commendable state
which not only mskes an effort btut succeeds in a remarkable desree in
nrotecting society as 2 ¥whole, is overcome only by the sickening and
humiliating tliought that at one tinme Erber wns allored to edit a nagac
zine which calls itself =2n organ of revolutinnary liarxism, After firht-
ing off the wave of nause=, we re-read that all this wns foreseen by
Encels nnd observed by every rrazninent Marxist theroretician since..

What did Engels foresee? The continuing tendency torard what he
calls in his Anti-DUhring "the conversion of the great organizations
for rroduction and coumunication into joint-etock comranies and dtate
prorerty," which shows that for the rurrose of controlling the modern
nroductlve forces "the bourgeoisie can be dispensed with." Then
Engels addés: "All the social functions of the cavitalists are now car-
ried out by snlaried emmlovees. The caritalist h3es mo longer any
social activity save the rocketing of revenues, the ¢lipping of coupons
and gambling on the stock'Exchange, wbere the different capitalists
fleece each other of theilr carital. It aprears that in Engels! view
the canltallsts did not merely have a "purely class" function but."also"
a "social" function., As we shall see, this is entirely correct, and
it is likewise correct that Erber has been srnlashing around in a senant-
ie nuddle. But according to Engcis, who foressw, what is the social
significance of this state intervention into the econony?

"But the conversion into either -“pint-stock cowmranies or state
prorverty cdoes not devrive the productive forces of their character as
capital, 1In the case of jointwstock coupanies this is obvious. And
the modern state, too, is only the organization with wiich bourgeois
.society proviaes itself in order to mnintain the ceneral external cond-
itions of the capitalist mode of nroduction against encroachrients eith<
er by the workers or by individusl caritalists. The modern state, what-
ever its form, is an essentially caritalist machine; it is the state of
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the canitalists, the ideal collective body of all cnaritalists. The
more rroductive forces it takes over, the more it becomes the real col-
lective body of all the caritalists, the nore citizens it exrloits.
.The vorkers rewain wace-enrners, proletarions. The ceritolist rela-
tionshir is not nabolishcd; it is rather rushed tc an extreume.”

First, thcn, th¢ modern state, "vhatever its form" - be it demo-
cratic or monarchicnl -~ is an essentially caritnlist machine, the ide-
al collective body nf nll caritalists. This is such a shockingly
crude, siurlistic and static de¢finition, so much like Lenin's even
though it was vritten by Engeis, that Erber rcfuses to dignify it by
quoting it. Second, this state exists in order to maintain the condi-
tions of caritalist rroduction agninst encroachrment by the worxing
class or by individual cavitalists. Thc social function of the state
is nrecisely i*ts class. function. The latter is not an "addition" 4o
the foruer, like an extra suit of uncerwenr which the statce ruts on
when one class infiucnces it anc tokes off when another's influcnce is
grenter,

- The class function of the bourgecisic is rrocisely its social func-
tion. The function of tue bourgroisie is the ormonizntion, direction
and control or rroduction ani’ exchanze, the develorument of the rroduc-
tive forces, the rrescervation (2nd eztcnsion) of the nntional fronmework
("the fotherland") within which the s0li’ basis of this rrofuction and
exchrnge exists, This 1is its social functien., It can fuifill it only
ag 8 class function, on the basis or the caritalist exrloitation of the
rroletarint and on no other, When Trber t=lks about the hnurececnisie
not-having a sncial function but 2nly » rurely class functinn, he just
shows that he doesn't know whnt is semant by the words he is vhacking
avay ot in his rudile., He secas tn think that n class functinn is not
2t the s-ue time a social function. Aiainst such iegnorance vou feel
prretty discouraged if not helrless., :

In the coursc of fulfilling its social function, which is =2lso its
historical function, the bourseoisie develors the rroductive forces to
the rpoint vhere they come into violent conflict with the linits rlaced
unon the. by the copitalist mode of rroduction itseif, Crisis! Coll-
arsr! Widesrread destruction of the vrroductive forces! Stognation or
retrogression! In the "olJ dnys," the rroduction cycle was resuued by
the orerntion of the "natural rnrocesses" and without any significant
intervention by tlie st~te. The capitslist class cmerged from the cris-
is by itself, as it were,

But the sharrer ani decrer and more convulsive the crises becore,
the less cirable the caritalists show themselves of resolving them on
a caritalist basis, The ":cconomic movemeént" of vhich Engels writes to
Schmidt is herec the movement of the nroductive forces which "rress for-
ward with increasing force to put an end to the contradiction, to rid
themselves ¢f their character as carital, to the actual recognition of
their character as social procuctive forces." Corresrondingly, the
caritalists are Iorced morc nnd more "to treat them as social wroduc-
tive forces, in so far vg this is 2t nll rossible within the framework
of cayitelist relntions.” Tois last nhrasce of Tneels', undorlined by
us, is esrmecially iancrtant.) By specding the centrnlization n»nd con-
centration of carital by wmeans of corrorations, trusts "nd thc like,
the bourgeonisie continues to fulfill its social function - Erber's
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mortifying ignorance and confusion to the contrary notwithstanding.

But the more severe the crises, the harder the productive forces
"eress forward...to put an end to the contradiction" - the more help-
less are the individual capitalists to deal with the economic problems,
This appiies even to the biggest of the individual capitalists or of
the aggregations of capital. Increasingly, the problem must be dealt
with by the "comuittee for managing the com:on affairs of the whole
bourgeoisie" -~ the state. Incréasingly, it is "constrained" to inter-.
vene in the cconouy. ' .

Erber knows that and every child knows it. The guestion is, why
and how it intervenes, what function it fulfiIl®.in its intervention.
The state intervenes because, by its very structure and character, it
is in a better position to recognize the social nature of the rroduc-
tive forces and to treat them as such, than is- the individual carital-:
ist. It finds itself obliged to take over the management and control
of more productive forces, and in some cases or for certain periods of
time even the direct ownecrshir, That is what Engels calls tsking over
"the social functions of the canifzlists," and he is rieght, Rut the
modern state, even in its democratic form, is the state of the capital-
ists. It takes over more 3nd worc those socisal functions which dccay~-
ing capitalism makes it difficuit or immnossible for this, that or the
other caritalist to perform. But the more it takes over, "the more it
becomes the real collective body of all the caritalists, the more cit-
izens it exploits," exrlains Engels., The modern state, being what it
ig, intervenes in the cconomy not only in a caritalist manner but in
the interests of the capitalist class as 3 whole (which means more and
more, the most mowerful and mononolistic sectors of the canitalist
- class) snd above all in the interests of maintnining the shaky founda-
tions of canitalist exrloitation itself,

When ®rber, however, speaks of state intervention in the economy

- to protect society as a whole, he is not just talking like a libernl,
at least not like =2 half-educated liberal, but like the most vulgar

and backward of liberals. There is no such thing as "society as'a
whole" and thcere has not been hundreds ~nd thousands of years. That

- Erber can even use such language sghows he has reached new shores where
a different tongue is spoken from that of warx and the socialist move-
ment. There is such a thing as capitalist society, divided into class~
es with conflicting class interests. The wmodern state can and does in-
tervene to protect carpitnlist scociety as a whole, nothing else, That
is its social function, It can fulfill it only on the basis of the
class society in.which and for which it perforus this function. .In-
deed, by performing this social function, the class relationshinp of
capitalism is not abolished, "it is rather pushed to an extreme." So
much for the Ingels who fores=w nnd who gave us an insicht nlus a key
to an undersiancding of the state.

To quote from Engels has more than one value, amone them the im-
portant one of finding out what he really thousht and wrote and advoc-
ated, the important one of keeping our theoretical lines from being
fouled and distorted by anyone who is cavahle of testing the matience
of paper. But there is no need to stor at ocuotations frowm M=arx and .
Engels or Lenin, We can go on to see how their theories - and Erber's
~ st2nd up in the light of social reality, .



Outside the Stalinist c¢ountries, what is the" outstanding -example
of ‘the increasing intervention of the state in the economic sphere?
The-German Hitlerite statel There indeed was a first-class example -
because it wss carried out on so intensive and extensive a scale - of
how "the states of the capitalist world have taken measures to fulfill
their social function." Was it not under Fascism that we saw most
clearly that "trend toward statification of production" which our fog-
bound - ¢ritic Of Lenin-tells us "is nothing else but the effort of the
stdte to fulfill its social function"t Why doesn't Erber give us a
few pages, or ‘at icast a few words, about how that state intervention
worked "to protect society as a whole from economic dislocation and
general impoverishment," how it worked "to regiulste the economy in’
order t0 secure its more normal operation." Even a-few words on this
subject would make interesting, if not instructive, readine. For ex-
axple, & few words on how the New Leal led the U.S.A. right into the
Second World War, ‘which wag a splendid model of vrotection from £CONOM-
ic dislocntion and imroverishment and of securing normal econonic op-
eration, We grant that the war wng only s trivisl erisode, but that
1§ why ‘we npropose that only a fer words be devoted to it, o

. Erber tells us that n study of Marx and Encels does not rrovide a
" ‘"finished ansver" and that "fifty vears of hlstorv since the death of

*- Engels provide us with materials on thie subject infinitely richer

than that on Jhich the founders of scientific socialism had to ‘base
themselves." ~ All right. Isn't the cxperience of the Nazi state rich
enough material for Erber? OCr is it too rich? 'In either case, he has
nothing to seay about it. He has spa2ce to tell us that there was once
a Hansentic League (vhich we must ~dmit is a fact) and that the Brit-
ish bourgeoisie eventually aonouered Parlisment but not without the
Cromwellian interlude (which, with a yawn, we must 2180 admit is a-
fact), but no -sprce to de~l with the Nnzi state. " Yet, if our memory
does not ‘betray us, the Hanseatic League and even Cromwell came before
Engels died while Hitler came ﬂfterwnrd lorets the p;ty. We confess
to a -somevwhat morbid curiosity about how our cat would have walked
around this bowl of ‘hot porrldge. '

But enough of this talk about the Nle state for the tine b01nq.
It w's on the whole a decidedly unvlecsant experience. Let us take
instead a more attrqctlve bit of infinitely rich material, one which
makes the bosom of every forward-looking Aumerican heave 1nd Oleer
“with patriotic pride - the New Deal, Two reasons ocualify it for-
Irver's consideration; ~ it occurred ~fter Zngels died and it is "ine
comnrehensible from the Leninist theory of the bourgeois denocratic
state." Erber writes about the Ner Denl as if it were his most crush-
ing @nd unassailable argument against Lenin. Actually, it is just -
sbout the sorriest section of his sorry document - not the sorriest
scction, for the comretition is ‘strong there, but just about. What is
“be refutatlon of: Lenln‘s thcory that the New Deal renrosonts?

",..in the mldst of 01“1t"llsn's worst crisis, one_ that shook it

“ down to its very depths, the bourgeois democratic state in the United

States passed as much pro-labor lcglslwtlon ina few vy o"rs as took the
Euronean workers drc"dos to win," .

We are duly 1mpressed but not more, In n few years, democrﬂtzo
~American cavitalism, rlchest 1n ‘the world, movre powerful induetriallv.
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financially and in resources than any country in the vorld has ever
been, clothed in vast layers of economlc fat, more advanced technolog-
1cqlly than any other land - gnve the worklnq class as much pro-labor
legislation ns took the European workers decades to win, but which
they did win long, long before the Aumericans,in the backward and rel-
atively backward countries of Europe, including the Germany of the
Hoiienzollierns, the dual monarchy of Austro-Hungary and half a dozen
other countries. 1In this field, then, the United States finally and
belatedly caught up to Western Turove. That is indubitably an aechieve,
ment, but on the face of it, it would seer to be 2 boast that would
1mpress peopnle in Arkansas more than it vwould veonle in England and
Germany. In any case, we are too obtuse to have gotten the point as
yet, so far =s Lenin's simplemindedness is concerned. We must read
further. .

"Roosevelt had = relatively free hand vis-a-vis the bourgeoisie.
HEe took over at a time when widestnresd stste intervention in the econ-
omy was the only me~ns of restoring social and economic stabilitv,.
Such intervention was firmly resisted by the big bourgeoisie, desrite
their weakened political nower, which reached its.low point in the
1936 elections, As A counter-force to the bourgedisie and ns o mass
base for theiselves, the New Decal bureaucracy encouraged and facilit-
ated the organ1zat1on of labor, especially the €IC. With the vower of
labor increased, and the power of the bourgeoisie weakened, the two
fundamental c;asses were more evenly balanced and the 'Bonapartlst'
p081t10n of the state enhanced.

"Yet this *Bonapartlsm'iuas'unlike the rcéimes to which Marxists

have troditionally applied the term.. These regimes were invariably

dictatorial and relied uvwon police measures. The New Deal, on the
contrary, vasg overwhelmingly porular with the masses....The New Deal -
encroached uron the freedow of prorerty and exvanded the freedom of
organized labor. While the bourgeoisie organized the Liberty Lecague
to defend the 'freudom of propertv' against state intervention, the
richts of labor to bargain collectively were vritten into law and en-
forced through the National Labor Relations Roard." :

We lcarn also - for the first tiuze, of course, which is why we
read with such tooth-tearing yawvns - that » contradictory trend was
at work in the New Deal: a process. of regiuentation affecting all
classes, greatly enhanced police powers, a3 huge state bureaucracy,
But once adumitted, it isn't really too muchk to worry about.

"Yet this process hnd no adverse effect upon rolitical liberties.
Even the war brought no serious curtailments of civil liberties. To
the extent that restrictions took place in sone fields, grins were
registered in others. It is necessary to conclude that to date,
there is no evidence that state intervention in the sconOﬂv has result—
ed in the curtailment of political democrecy....

"If state intervention Temnins purely bureaucratic and unaffected
by the labor movement, its expansion will pit the workers! economic -
struggle incremsingly ag~inst the state., The bureaucracy will seek to
defend its ovn interests by restricting the freedom of the labor move-
ment. Even here the 2tt~ck will be against labor's economic rights,
since an attack upon volitical liberty must necessarily effect that of
all othér strata of thé porulation and confront the state with & unit-
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"ed veople, Unless a mass fascist movement avprpe~rs, the conversion of .
‘tha desocratic state into a voiieexstite can only be a slow nrocess

“punctuated by struvgles. The 11k011bood is-that it rould erupt, at
SOmF cru01°1 roint in‘a v1ol€nt struvglr

"But tnert ATC no qroun 8- for ble ving thﬁt state intervention
wust incvitqbly take = purely burcauctatic form. Such 2 perspective
ig v=lic only on the-nssumption thut the vorking class will not rise
‘above 2. trode union level and will prove incrhable of entering the

‘politic~l arens as an independent class force to fieht for its ovn
progrza., - The latter development cahnot but have o trecendous impact
upon  the governuent's role in the¢ econouy. Tids is vhat Engels wennt

“Vhrn, in dendiing vith the éffect of polltios uron cconomics, he vrote;

Tuis political wovenent is on -the one hance the stnte porer, #nd on

; tre other, -the opwasition which comes to Iife 71t the srtie tive with
it. tn . ’ 3 :

_ Rcno these.lines over again, if you hsve the intestinal stonina
for such a job. "I+t is ntcessary to conclude that, to da*te, there is
no eviaence th»t steote intcrvention in the economy hns resulted in
the curtniisent of nolitical democrrcy....But there nare no grounds
for believing that stote intervention must inevitably toake = rurely
buresucrrtic form." You might sty thnt "it is necessary to conclude"
that these lines conld be writ-en only by =an extraordinarily clever
verson who st cdovn with the deliberate nurrose cof secinc if there
rere any limits to the smount of confusion that could ke nocked into
a. few lines. Obviously, this is not the case¢ vith Erber.

How exrlain, then, that he did write these lineg? Have ve not
bau, ant nrecis clv during that reriod in vorlid nistory when Erber
‘s still alive, the results — including tie results in the field of

political de:ocricv - of the sost extensive and intensives state inter-
vention in the econowy in Germ=any, Itnaly and Jaran, to s@y notaing of -
the orgenization of tie e¢conoay by the Stalinis* states, to s»v ncth-
ing of the intervention into the econcuy of all tre states in wartime?
Are these knovn results whnt Irber weans by "there is no evidence'?
There is inCeed evidence thnt state intervention need not "inevitably
t=ke a purcly buresucratic form," and tirt evidence is provided ex-
clvsively by the intervention 1nto the cconosy of the revolutionary
workers' stzte of Russi~ after 1917. But Zrber is certainly not talk-
ing ~bout that; he is tolking nbout bourgeocis siates. Con he adduce
one seriou xumrle of interventicn by such states which was not or is
not bureaucratlc whichh ¢i¢ not und does not increasc the ranks sand
the power of the stote burceoucricy, be it in the fascist or the bour-
geois-dewocratic states - one serious exa.yie, just one, to vrove that
he has given any serious tnouzit to what fie hirs written? Eow can he
write this tediocus trasii sahout bourgeois stote intervention not result-
ing in eny sc¢rious curtailzent of civil .liberties - ve ask ag?in - in
the.light of the clear and *ronounced trend that onerates in rresent-
day caritalism as a whole? Tuhe only ansver is:  his thinking has beer
corrunted by the extraordinsr V and_cxcentionnl rover of Amcricon im-
‘perinlisi. The ghost of Roosevelt nnd the ghogt vho succeeded hinm can
congratulate thesselves on the nev “““rx1s*" scnln thev have added to
their belt, : ' : : ' .

O0f all the imvortant boungeoié'statés,lthe United States is the

,
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only important example which Erber can point to as one in which there
has been widespread intervention into the economy under ar out-and-out
bourzeois regime without "gserious curtaiiments of civil liberties." We
can grant that without hesitation, all the more readily since we point-
ed it out snd explained the reasons for it at the very besinning of

the war (vhen Erber wos in a sweat piling up evidence of a speedy
pclice-state develorment in this country!).

A serious thinker, writing nbout suck 2 fundament»l ouestion,
could not and would not cornfine himself to +t+he mere recording of this
fact. He would attemnt to relate it to other relevant facts. Cnce _
stated, he would have t0 nsk himself why the state intervention led to
stich different political {and economic) results in the United States
and, for examnle, in Germany. Does the difference lie in the nature
of the "German soul" perhans, or the chemical mnkeup of the Italian,
or those commoniy known gualities which enable any red-blooded Americ-
an to lick 2nv ten Japonese? Does it lie in some nmyvsterious and myst-
icnl inability of. German caritalism $0 resist the laws of capitalist
degeneration »nd nn egually mysterious and mystical inability of these
Jawg -to make ~n impression on Anericsn c:nitalism? If Erber is awrare
that this i8 vrrecisely the rroblem that any scrious political scient-
ist or sociologist, to say nothing of a Marxist, must deal with when
he writes about such things as the New Deal, he is very successful in
concealing it.

American copitalism is subject to exactly the same economic and
political laws of develovment and decenerntion as German capitalism -
exactly the sime and no dififerent. But as with all such laws, the re-
sults of their inexorable operation depend at any given stage upon the
concrete wnterials within or upon which they operate, upon the "resis-
tivity" of these wmaterials. To overcowe the social crisis in Germeny
in 1933, on & cavitalist basis, recouired fascism - given Germany's
poverty ~nd cconowmic wreckage, given the mirans and rescurces she had
at her disposal, given her position in the capitalist world, given the
state of the working class, given the relationshir between the contend-
ing classeés. The social crisis th=t nssniled Americon capit=lism ot
the s=mrs %time was caused by the saime fundoamentnl contrndictions of
capitalisma. But to overcome it in this countrv in 1933, still on a
caritalist basis, did not reocuire fascism. For that, the fantasmagor-
ical motlev of the New De=l wog sufficient - oiven Americats inmense
wealth, the means and resources »t her disrosal, given her world rosi-
tion, the state of her workinz clnss, given the relationshir betwreen
the contending classes here., When Hitler snid that democrnacv is a lux-
ury of rich nations, he¢ showed 2 better ernsr, if not of Marxism thsn
of economic and rolitical renlity ‘than is revenled in all of Zrherts
incoherent muasbling.

The Rooscvelt New Deal sihowed thnat 1ts chamrion was a nmuch wiser
and abler bourgeois statesmen than, let us say, KEoover, The foruer
seved the caritalist order which the 1latter's rolicies rere iuperili-
ing. Time and again, Roosevelt rointed out that, under the given cir-
cuzstonces, Lis vas the onlv course Tor restoring the caritalist system
including caritalist nroduction and ~rofit. The results nroved his
casei Time and agnin, Roosevelt pointed out thnt in order to save
crpitnlism frow chaos, particulariv "revolutionarv chaos," it was nec-
epssarv for the state to "prime the opump! for *he bourseois economy and
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to grant to the:American-working clnss the-nuch-belated economic con-
cessicns waich their felle™ workers in the+advonced European countries

- had obtained in struggle vears and decades:before, If he succeeded

- with his "prining" ‘and. ‘nisconcessions to.a far, far grenter extent

- than any bourgeois stdtesawn in Eurove durineg thc saizc veriod, it was
not because the latter werc tolltloallv stupid or inept in coannrlson

. with hia., It was not because tie bourgeois state is anything elsec but

“an instrument for vreserving -ca pltﬁllsm ond suppressing the rroletar-
_iat, It was because Liserican capitaliem was and still is a "veculinr"

caritealilsi in that it has .resocurces - layers of fat around it ~ +4hat

© 'no otiner cavitalist country possesses or csn-afford tO‘diSﬁGnSG'With.
<~ From these layers of econoaic fat, accumulated for the bourgeoisie by
" the wvorking class, ERooscvelt nrl(d locse a few SllCPS for the vorking

class #nd @ sllco or two for the grov1ng aocb of: burrﬁucrq+s nerdcd for

‘the oreration.

Naturally, the hourceceisie hovrled with r=ain at this unnccustomed
operation; natur=alliy, the werking class shouted with glee nt this con-
trast with Hooverism. PBut Roosevelt, true +o his unsrateful clnss,

.and. the Roosevelt demeocratic stote, true to its caritalist nature,

stood firm, wore or less, and continued with its opcration, more or
less, Rocsevelt's class conscicnce and the class nature of the Roose-
velt st-tc both remsined in%ttct, To keep the bulk of the =1t on the
caritalist body, to add morc fat to the caritolist body, and to save

_the. body itself from forces that vwould thresten its comrlete destruc-
tion [

as an intelligent bourgeois statesman could see from the revolu-
tion=ry expreriences to which Eurovenn cnritﬂlism-wns being subjected)

.~ it was wise and necessary- to throw a few slices to the vorking class,

'Did that operation bring Roosevelt oand the New Deal state into

;conflict with certain sections of the coritnlist class? Of course!

Did it even bring them into conflict with blg sections of that class?

'-Pertalnly! Did it force them to seek sur—-ort in the ranks of the

rorking class? To be sure! But what does thnt prove about the valid-
ity of the liarxist-Leninist theory of the s+ﬁ+(7* .

Capit= list gsociety could not 9x1st for ten winutes w1thout the
Caplt”llst strte, That holos true not only because the main contend-

* The New York Times recently showed how weli a bourgeols c¢in under-
stancé tie "social function" of the bourgeois st2te when it intervenes
in the econowy. In an ed¢itorial (Jenuary 8, 1%49) on the economic
progras of Truman, who pointed out that we "may require the tcanorary
exercize of selvctive controls in.our econoxy," the Times chides those
critics vho, becouse of their op osition to a given nrornsgal for state
economic 1ntrrven+1on (concrctelv, Truman "threatening the steel in-
dustry with subsidizecd governiment comretition 1f it doesn't cxrand as
fast ns Washington thinks it should"), fail to erasp the significance
of state intervention as a wheie. The editor’savs: "If exvericnce is
of anv vaolue 28 2 .guide in such matters,. thers:are times, we think,
when governuzent has a rositive resronsibility tors2ve the free enter-
prise system, not frou.its cnemies, but from its uore _zealovs nnd une-
critical -fricends.¥  The Times editor understﬁnds the nrobler a thoue~
sand times more clearly .thon Erber; The- state-must step in, desrite

-the resistance of carltnllsts, in order to save caritalism. for the

capitalist class!
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ing classes-would, in the nbsence of s state norer to regulate their
conflict, 1mmpdlately tenr each other »nd therefore society as n

whole into bleeding shreds, but also because c¢ach caritalist and group

of cavitalists would tenr ono another to bleeding shreds in the unre-
-strained 7nd unregulnted struogle for the greatest share of the total
surnlus value, for the grentest power. The state is necessiry not
only to regul@ate the conflict betwecen the clesses (in the interests of
the economically dominant class - not as Erber so loosely puts it, thc
"wishes" of the canitalist class), but also to regulate the eonfllct
within the carit»list class which is united, as a rule, only in onros-
ition to its mortal eneny, the proletariat, . This 1nner—cmp1tmllst CONw
flict, the state 180 Tegulntes (seceks to rezulntc) in the interests
.of the cconOﬂically dominant section of the capitalist class (monopoly’
copital), coming into conflict with it only when the promotion of the
ingediate interests of this section would endanger the preservation
of the entire class ond its social systen,

Neither the Eitlerite state, on the one side, nor the New Deal
state, on the other, defied the Marxizn definition of the state. Roth
oan be understood on;y in the light of the teachipngs of Marx and Lenin,
In both cases, it w=s shown that the modern state is the "committee ¢
for managing the common affairs of the vhole bourgcoisie" - .not of :
‘this particular ldorgan or that rparticular Thyssen, of the Liberty
Leaguers or of the German-Jewigh capitnlists, but of the bourgeoisie
- as a whole. 1In both cmses, the economic =and social power of the big

- bourgeoisie wns strengthened, In both c2geg - the "Wew Order" of
Hitler and the "Nev Deal" of Roosevelt - culminated in the economic,
political »nd hunman massacre of the seoond world war, For that w-r,
both states turned to the production of cannon and the consequent
fortification of the strength and power of monopoly canrital, Rut if,

- 4in doing so, Germony had to forego butter and the United States still

. had butter twhich we usc here 2s a porular synonya for everything from
real butter to "civil liberties"), that vroves nothing against Lenin's
theory of the stmate. It proves onlv thnt 2 noor c¢apitalism can ,FTO~
duce cannon only by foregoing butte., whereas » rich canitalism can
produce cannon without foregoing butter al*othher. And it also
- proves that this vealth, which underlies all that is peculiarly Amer-
ican in prolitical phlllstlnlsm and peculiarly Anerican "exceptional!
chauvinism, is still dazzling enough to blind weak-eyed people to the
fundqmentnls even of American c“bltallsm to twist their thinking
. machinery, and to twist and subvert the p011+1cw1 allegiance of Amer-

. ican revolutionists.  With tris ncknoledgrment, cheerfully made, ve
pay our tribute to the pover of Awericon cn*uv1nlsn and express our
contenpt for the cx-larxian Trilbys whomn 1t hvnnotlzes into intellectu-
.. al paralysis. :

Erber has, therefore, discovered, with siinttering effect upon
.himself, that the bourgcois state can coiuse into conflict with the
bourqe01sie, and that the working class can extroact econonic and pole
itical concessions from the bourgeois state; esveciszlly from the
bourgeois~demnocratic state. It is an 1”rortant discovery, At any
rate, it was iuportant when it was first made, a2 century or two ngo,

- We truly regret that in the wearisome daily routine of narty work, we
-neglegted to tell Erber ~bout it and left him to re-discover it for

himself, It is somewhot disconcerting, ve sdmit, to think nor that

the De Leonists are suffering from Leninist simvlemindedness in their
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opposition 40 .any. struggle for reforms from the bourgeois .state; that
the early: COﬂ“unlst Farty ovement in this coun+rv vhicl ‘had a sinmil-
aT 1tt1tuce -Wﬁs likerise Leninist in 1ts,ﬂqlﬂdv °u+ e are relieved
to think +hat the Stnliniets of tocday =2re not Leninist, since they do
e for all aorts of reforcs vrhich thev demand from +h9 bourve01s_
state; and that both the Socialist Workers Party and ourselves, who
-sinee our incertion Liave nrde v rious demands on the hourQ001s state
for economic and political mcAsures in the interests of the workrrs,
are also-free - from the Leninist curse. We are also verv L-nrv to read
that the only tro sirister -exammles of our sectarian Leninist Sl”riﬁ
mindedness on the state which Erber records was dur failure to derand
: of the Los Angeles School Board t.at.it refuse to 1let G.L.X. Smith
speak in a nublic school (which would have given us a vowerful basis
for demancing that ve be allowed to spenk tnere) and that we did not
DTONCSE ~.VeTY Dr°CtICﬂl alternntive to trial of the Nazis by the Nur-
emberg Alllnd court. (Tnis infurinates him so such that he forgets %o
offer his own "practical" alternative),

S OurAAuddlebequ is not yet flnlshej Wlth this ocouestion., "Blue in
the -face, he insists that the workers should try to and can get reforms
-:from thc,bourgp01s-nemocratlc state. (Why only from. the bourgeois-
democratic state? They con even get then from outright totwlltqr;an
bourgeois stntes. Erber cdoes not seem to know that under Fitler, the
“German workers received quite a few economic .concessions, inciuding im-
provement in their conditions, rarticularly so far as cheqr Housing is
.concerned, that they never had under the Weinsr Rerublic, at least.not
.to the s2iie.extent. We sbudder to think of what would hapoen to Erber
if soaeone were careless enougn  to tell him of a few facts like thls')
And theése refocrms can be obtained by parlizzentary weans, he insists

. further. That is vhat Lenin's theory rrecludes and rXblUd@S, o

The render will recerll Erber's iong ouotntinn from Lenin's theses
-@Qn varliaugsentarisn at thie Second Congress of the Com-unist Internation-
-8l wiich wag not wvritten by Lenin, We will not say that Erber is dis-
Lonest, because ve want to be kind as well as accurate. Fe has simrly
lost his sensc of wrorortion sand his sense of context. We will denl
with the ouestion of Tﬂrllﬂ‘Fnt”IJSM in mere cogent reference in anoth-
er chenter. Pcr€ only = fer words, o '

1?”verv real. student; every rf8hon31%19 1nvo°+1ﬁﬂtor can under-
stand Lenin's position on thiis cuestion without dlffloultv We are not
‘gpenking of wrlicious noliticnl eneunies, sunerficinal journclists, catth-
me-on-the-fly iupressinoniste ~nc rrofessionnl exrosers of EolochIe‘,
-but of resl students. The latter know that Lenin.not only favored the
most militant etrusgle for a genuin ely rerresentative parliasent in
Russia_ (the struzele under . Czarism for the Constituent Assesbiv, ~bout
which more later), but thmt he strongly surrorted rarticiration even
in the Czaris®t vseudo-parlianent, the Duma. Thev nalso knor that Lenin
devoted A cliassical volenic az~inst the "left sickness" of uitra-
radicals in the Comintern vho opposed narliamentary activity and rart-
101p°t10n. :

qulnst what was Lenin, and the early Comintern, fightineg in the
S8econd Coneress theses? Agn;nst the Kautskyane and reformists of the
~world who were comzitting.a double sin against socialism: . first, in
thnir,ac\vnnamr of tlhe 'nhrelv parliavent-ry rood t2 wor‘nrr»-nln-sa POWET,
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in general; and second, in their advocacy of this view above all in
those days. And what were they? They were the dave when an unprec-
edented revolutionary crisis was sweenping over all of Europe; when
civil war between proletariat and bourgeoisie raged in one country
sfter another; when power lay in the streets, very often, and bour-
geois parllamentarlsm had collapsed to the noint where 1t could be
propped up oniy by the degraded social-patriots in the labor movement;
when the idea of the Soviet form of government was in the mind of
millions of militant Europeans workers (even in far, far-off Seattle
and Winnipeg - yes, American Seattle! - Soviets, workers' and soldiers!
councils were being spontaneously csv'blished') and the watchword of '
Soviet power was on their lips~ when parliaments were the last trench
f the bOHIQGOlSl(. A

The issue was not, as so often in our own day, the defense of
bourgeois democracy from fascist totalitarianism, but the social.
democratic defense of prarliamentarism and capitsalisia from revolution-
ary proletarian power. Erber once knew this so well that he went out
of his way (qulte rlgntly, t00) to insist on including this thought
in one of our party's political decunents (our resplution on the
"National Question" in Eurore, 1943)., Now he has the familiar polit-
ical dlsease of amnesia. '

Once the big post-war revolutlonary wave hnad ebbed it was nec-
essary for the defeated revolutionary and working-class movenents of
'Europe (Lenin's theses were, of course, primarily though not exclusive-
ly concerned with the situatlon in Europe), accent had to be shifted
considerably to "parliamentary" activity. Lenin was not only aware
of this, but at the Third Congress, along with Trotsky, he led the
struggle against the contrary-minded ultra-leftists and even threaten-
ed to split the International if they prevailed.

That did not change Lenin's fundamental position on parliament-
arism! First, parliazentary activity thst is not subordinated to the
daily class struggle of the independently mobilized workineg clasd, is
parlismentary cretinism, Second, prrlisuentarv government is the
ideal form of bourgeois rule over the working class and it can and
must be utilized to the full with that Pasic fact in mind, Third,
parliamentarism is not and cannot be the governmentsal form of vorking-
class rule, inaswuch as that reouires the €omiune-tvpe of stnate.
Fourth, with the sharpening of the class struggle and its development
to revolutionary situations =nd civil war in one country after another,
the strugele of the working class is necessarily tronsferred outside
of the vparliamentary field, and rarliaments offer less and less poss-
ibility for even minor roforﬂs for the working-class, they become more
and more an obstacle in its revolutionary struggle. Finally, the
peaceful, organic, parliamentary road to socialism, in the light of
all historioal exnerience, is an illusion.

: These five points of Lenin's views are sufficient for the monent.
A refutation of these views ought, one would think, to deal with these
points on the basis of the experience accumulated in Lenin's time or
since Lenin. Not a word about this from Erber. He gquotes frow the
theses, and with his customary empty poupositv, considers them dispos-
ed of without further ado. But just to make sure, in case the idiocy
of Lenin does not cowurunicrte itself directly to the reader, he points
out one of its horrendous consequences:
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"The view that it is !'their state,! thet we make demands only to
expose it, that we expect nothing from it, that we will tutilize! it
since the bourzeoisie is stupid enough to permit us tc, creates a
frame of mindé in our wmovenment which is alien to the workers of a nol.
itical democracy and isolates us from them. This aprroach robs the
Leninist of a moral basis for his struzegle in a democratic aren=, »nd
congeoucntly, makes his azitation devoid of the moral indienation over
violations of democracy by the bourgeoisie.”

As Zngels would say, that's enough to give you erilensy! We do
not believe that the bourzeois state is a genuinely democratic state.
We beiieve that even the most democratic bourgedis state is still a
form of rule of the bourgeanisie over the precletariat, Therefore, how
aan we be nmorally indignant if the bourgeois state outrages the work-
ing class? This argument is so stunid, from every conceivable roint
of view, that it is hard to believe evon a demoralized man can be very
haroy with it, It is not ornly stupid, but old and hoary, and unlike
wine it has not improved with age.

Let us take a man like John Ch?rberiain. He is an honest liber-
al, an honest dewocrat, a1 political thinkcer, with a full understanding
of iarxisa which hLe Just tave acguired while reading the Co*qunist
¥onifesto on a subway train one night. Like Erber, he is not a olind

Few Deaier. In fact, he is a bit. critical of it. Unlike Erber, he

does not clai: to be a socialist, becruse, vou see, if vou start with
socialis:i you ent up inevitably with Stﬂllnlsm. Like Erber, he vrites .
& book on politics, Like Zrber, he desals with the question of the
state, the very first words in uis book being alwmost o dead copy of
Erver: "No book on nalitics can be worth its snlt if the author lacks
a clear notion of the origins »nd evolvine nature of the state," Like
Erber, he has no such clear notion., Like Erber, he does not care for
our attitude toward parliruentarisn vrlc“, like ZTrker, he traces to

our theory of the stete., Listen to vh2t he s ys - he, Chamberlain,

not Erber:

"The 2rxian mayv protest his belief in the temrorarv uses of
parliamentariss, but he will incvi+ﬂb1y be less interested in making
the aenocratic for ss ork than nhe will e in vrroving thot they can't
vork beyond 2 cert2in point. The Marxisn is committed by his theory
to a usc of rarli~wentary institutions nnd free speech not 2s some-
thine good in theuselves or becnause they ~re nreded instruments of
people mhose love of freedonm tronscends purely naterial interests, but
merely 2s a sounding board or » therter for rropaganda looking event-
ually to the strict rucket of the proletarisn dictatorshipr. In his
fight to preserve and deepen deuocracy tbe ¥arxian is beaten before he
starts., For by the very nature of his vhilosorhical assusptions he is
psyehologically unprevared to fight for democracy beyvond the point
wrere his strict racket succeeds in capturing the Stnte. He is by
definition interested in class power, not in freedom or democracy."

This apre~rs in Mr, ChﬂMberl11n' The American Stakes (an excell-
e X , pub-
lished nine yeurs ago, in 1940, Wullk our aprroach robs us oI moral
indignation, we have enough of it left to denounce Chamberlain's out-
rageous plagiarlsm from Erber, In this anticipatory plagiasrism, how-
ever, he does not try to separ-te udrx from Lenin, because, 268 we sald

=
St
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.he is, after all, an honest liberal., But that apart, he simply "re-
-peate"‘Erber's cr1+101sm sentence for sentence and almost word for
word,. .What is ouoted above is only one s=mnle. - There are so-many
otnerslln Chomberlain s chopter on the state that for a moment you get

. the feeling that Erber must have copied whoxcsale from it, which is of

‘course un*rue for Erber is a Harxist, isn't he? and an orialnal think-
. er. 3o boot, whereas Chamberlain is ﬂntl-Mnrxist and not very original.
If we didn't feel fairly sure th=t there are two nersons 1rvolved\aere
we would suvnose that there is only one. It is not Erber - -God forkld'
= but Chﬁnberluln who then adds:

R . ...iI +he theoretlclens ‘continue to populmrlze the belief .that
.the State belonﬂs solely to the canitalists, they will be encour>01ng,

h;,dot Tevolt but a dangerous vassivity. The only sound slozan is, 'It's

our Stetc" Under that slogan you can raise a fighting arny or.the
eferise of 'rischts." Under any other leQan you merely encourage the
growth of cynlclsm " .

But aray from Gnomborlaiﬁ, the plagldrlst and back %0 Erber, the
. -original and seminal thinker. We nave never b(llCVPd that moral in-
‘dignation is a substitute for objective political analvsis 2nd rolitic-
al conclusions and we¢ Gao not believe it now: But to-say that our views
- pob:us. of moral indignotion is, if we may reoeat the harsh werd, stupid,
.-Jjust plain stupid. Erber has some dubious praisc for the I.W T, The
extreme vier which most Wobbliecs had of. the s*~te in general and- of

.. the dcmocrﬁtlc bourgeois stzte in this country in martiecul-r, is’

pretty widely known. - Did this view rob theum of "a moral b131s for

_their strugclé in’a democrrtic arena' when the state clubhed, framed,
.1mrrlsoned and even shot tic¢m down? Was-the annrchist camraign. to

save Sncco and v"~*‘ze’c*'1 from dcmocratlc judicial murder "devoid of

. moral 1nd1an“+1on" ecause of their view of the state? Or still. better
and stlll clearers If someone snys the Hitlerite state is "their

state," the ‘state of anti-Semites, of anti-larxists, of anti-democrats,

of Fuscist assassins — which i% ”nd@bﬁtably is, or-was - is he.robtbted

of moral indignation when he cnrries on a struesle against the whole-

- sale murder of Jews and Harxists and democrnts by the state which he

. s2ys isg organled to murder Jews and Merxists and democrats? If Erber

. is not saying th2t, then he is s2ying that because Marxists (or Lenin-

ists, s he prefers to call then) believe the bourgeois state is a
bou:g601s state, they have no basis for fightine against the murder of
Sacco and Vanvetfl or the lvnching of a Negro and rnobody should .take
their f1qht serlously. In that case, he is saying soumething re~ction-
- ary qs well as stunid. : -

‘ ‘However, we will restrain ourselves and "for thc sake of arguuent'
" admit that it is not "their strte. Whose is it? 1Is it "our state" -
the state of the wo rking class? f course not! Do vou think Erber is
‘a total blockhead? ~ He doesn't say that for a rninute, and'+o,nSCribe it
to him would be downrlgzt calumny. Right is riont. It isn't their
state qnd it isn't ours, It is not the bour960181e's or the proletar-
iatts. he state, Irber reminds us, is what karx and Engels called
"armed mcn" with mauerlﬁl annendqqes like "prisons and . repressive in-
-gtitdtions of ali kinds."- Presumably the armed men put the workerd
inte the prisons when the bourgcoisie exerts the greater preesure on
the state and the bourgeoisie goes into the prisons when Lhe vorkers
exert the greater pressure. ".,,the bourgenis democratic sinte is
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amenable to various class pressures." If the New Denl hasn't proved
that to you, you are pretty hopeless....

It may have taken the New Deal or even post-Ner Deal reflections
for Erber to learn that working-class struggle and nressure can gain
many reforms and concessions from the bourgeois state, democratic or
avtocratic. The nolitical facts of life come to him slowlv. We do
not complain about that, uvery an has his rhythm. Rut ve suggest
that we learned this some time back almost immedi iately after discov-
ering that two nlus two makes four.} Among others, me lenrned it from
Lenin, : .

In his two best—~known classics on the ouestlons, State and Rev-
olution and the Antl—Kautsky, Lenin just doesn't bother with rereating
the veriest coummonplacces of the Marxian movement. His two works are
devoted to the guestion of the stnte in connection with the revolution,
with the direct struggle for pover, and not in connection with the
daily volitical struggles of the working class in non-revolutionary
periods, What those struggles are, how they are to be conducted, what
they can accomplish - all that he takes for granted. He is 1ssum1ng
‘that his rcrders are at least half-educnted socinlists to whom fifty
rages to prove that two plus two mikes four would be a bore. In fact,
with reference to Kautsky, whose arguments on the fight for reforms
and concessions are nlso "plagiirized" from Erber, Lenin impatiently
writes, in the first pasphlct: "Opposition and general political stru-
ggle are beside the point; wc are concerned with the revolution." 1In
‘his second pamgphliet, he apostroohlzus Keutsky as follows: "It would
not be axmiss for you to know that 'opposition! is 2 concept that be-
longs to the peaceful and only to the parliamentary struggle, i,e., a
concept that corresponds to the non-revolutionary situntion, a conceot
that corresponds to a situ~tion wmarked by an absence of revolution.”
Lenin knows all about the state beinz "amenabhle to class pressures,"
31l about the usefulness of bourgeois democracy to the strusgle of
labor and socialisn,

But he also knowrs that what he was called on to deal vwith vasg the
fundaaental ocuestion over vhich a tremendous controversy had broken
out -~ the state and rsvolution. It is there that Lenin made his great
“contribution to the debate - not by revising but by reviving the Marx-
ian teaching on the state in the licht of the cxperience of the Russ-
ian Revolution. It is this contribution that has to be att-cked, and
‘the dull vpage uron page. to nrove that in the rich and wonderfully
peaceful United States workers can zet reforms from the bourgeois. state
and that the bourgeois state collides with bourgeois opinion, is "be~
side the point" and oniy gives you a headache,

Even Arber begins to feel a little uncomfortable about not hav-
ing gotten tc the ouestion that bothers him at the outset. Trodding
ever soO gentlv on the extreme c¢nds of rls toenails, he vrites toward
the end of iis document:

"It may be argued that even if the bourgeois democratic stote is
amenable to various class pressures, this does not prove that it can
be 'vressured! into solving any basic nroblems in accordance with the
workers' needs and certainly, could not be taken over by a vorking
class parliawmentary majority to establish socialism, :
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i ., "It is.quite true.that tsiis-khas not-beén proven. However,: ‘fieithe
er ras it becn dlsprOth. _Nq.onc can say over what road, -of comblng :
tion of ro:ds, the struggie for pover and socinlisim w1ll lead, What
is necessary for us is to establigh thrt both Sc“eideﬁann's road and

. - Lcnln s ro‘d W cre fuliurcs.< Both must - be rc1£c ed,

Ho sohéezed it out at lonn last! Conarn+ulp+iénst

_ Is tihe. rﬂrlln*cnt"rv rofﬂrm of c*rltﬁllsw the IO“d to sccialism?
Mot rxlctly » brrond-ner guestion, I+'s 58 old ad .the ¥=rxian novexent
itself - even older. It's been debated thousands of times, by thou-
sands of people in and out of the rmovement, in dozens of countries, in
. tens of thousands of books ~nd articles ﬂnd sneechcs “under the most
alverslfled of circunmstances., The debste nor hag. 2 good hundred. vears
“of living historical exveriences of all kinds =nd in 2ll countries to
bqse 1bsrlf on - not- just voecks ané thcories 1no abstr“ctlons Hut
whole spectrum of actual exnorlences.” :

oo Erbcr nlunges into all ‘this, vithout a st1+ch o‘ clothing. on” hiu,
"vlthout 1mnea1menta of any kind, naked a8 o baby, with 2 "fresh 2p-
p¢020h" thrt is highly coamsndable. He dives in.negain ~nd againj he
sWiﬂs, he. flonts; he darts to the bottom, stirs up the rud, 1ifts up
*oall’ klnds of. stones to find vhat he's looking for; zoows to the . tor
.again, tries out evvry stroke, flo2ts on niis back an<! on his belly.
At last -he comes .out of the water, Just the wav xe went ‘in.,
"mhﬂt' id vou *1nd? What-did you'learn? That do you think?"
asks tke .anxious throng. that immedintely surrounds the fearless vent-
Turer .into the depths. "Is there anvtninq to the reformist rodd of '
Scheldemann after all?" . . . N

W He sits down . slowly, 31nks his chin on his hwnd tlahtens hls
Yrows, focuses nis eyes t0 an iupressive faraway loox, draws 1 deep
breath, wmuiables and sighs for two solid hours, and with oracular maj-
esty prociaims' :

"It 1s now clear +0 e thﬂ+ twmo olus two makes four!™
- Tre'endous ex01te"ent and plqtlon from the throng! "Rut vhat
' ubout Sche¢icdemann's road - is it rlqht?" : ‘ : :

Anothor deep breqt“, another sign, qnot;er broclaﬂqtlon' "It
. is ouite true tant thls has not been nrov g

Flnp sulpndld very: statesmanllke very cafeﬂorlcal no shilly-
shallylnz +“ero' "Tnen Scne1de~ann s roqd is “ronn?"

- Th@ chln 31nks acener the brows zrow sterner: "However, neith-
er has it.been disproven. Poth Scheidemann's road and Lenin's road
rvere failures, I finally saw thvt when I hit six fathoms. Both rnust
be rejected."

: . There is 1 sllqht,“urmer 04 dlsapn01ntment in the trrong But
f _hope .has not . .yet fled, "Tell O Tise One Who Has Risen from the
. Devths, what ro~d shall we t= kn to.get out of this infernal mess of

ours?" L L S
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¥ The hoble heac is lifted, the eyes~acou1re a pogt-iniinity.
stare you can virtuaily sec the fine wi iecis Of the mind, churning at
a furious pace as The All-Revealins Revelsntion is uttered: ™o one
can: say over what road, or coqbination of roeds, the strugols for
_pover And soc1allsm wili lead, -

*’”~"Np one7 Not even your'.

« -7 .#No, no one, not c¢ven-I."

Tiis need not be told to the end. Any reﬂdor can easily ‘iwagine
the ensuing outburst of JOV anc enthusiz2sm in the +hrona the rervad-
ing feeling of new morale in the siruscle that courses @xhlln*“tlnalv
“‘through their blood, the renc¢wed determinstion thev feel for launchine

+ the assauvlt on c“nitﬁllsw, the profound gratitude they fe€l.tovardé the

Almighty snd toward Nature for vouchs~finz thom so, lumlnous 4 thinker,
- 80 1nsn1rinﬁ a leader, such a ¥an among men. .

It hasn't been oroved, but then again, and horever and neverthe-
less, and on the othcr hand, and to give all sides-a fair shrke, and
to rut it clearly, neith&r has it been disproved,

"But the experience in Flﬁ‘ﬂ“x, in Gerasany, in
Itsly, in Snain?! Do they not rrove soucthing ahou t
rosd 0 Wis« One Who Drips Watqrt"

A
+
o
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stria, in
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"What does that vrove?" savs the Wise One impatiently, shaking
of f some more water, "Only five countrics! ©hv, there are amore than
" fifty countrics belensing to the United Nstions alone!l When I say it

““hasn't been vroved, I mcmn it hasn't becn wroved to the hilt, Eas it
Zbegn proved in San KEarino? in Ecuador? in the islands of the Polynesi-

an Archirelzgo? O0f course not! Then how con we be so Leninistjically

“dogmatic? Just because thousands of wpeople have died frowm a stiff

'dOse‘Oprotassium cvanide, does thst prove it is necessarily. fatal,
“or tnat it wes wmore thon a coinciaence? EHave we any conclusive. proof

.:that. it wrs ndministercd properly, by dirlomaed :edicnl men,: under

A.Z

controlled laboratory conditions, or thot the victim. did no+ actually
"dif;GT boredor:?. Thousands 0F neorle - wnnt is thot t0 2 scientist?

Why) there are four hundred willion veonlie in Chinn »lone "hq bave not
béen tested ¥ith votassium cvenide, The s>ornling to d-te is too small,
and there is always Ecuador. I 2a 13 scientist, not » dogmatist, I
‘gay, gon't I, that Scheidemannt!s road hns not be@p rroved;, Put I olso
S?y it has not been: cisproved., And Gon't I afd tpet T don't know -
‘what road %o take or to recosuend?. Thst shows. how Wﬂﬂe . I o, how

éfhumble T.an, Low ighorsznt.i sm., . I »: honest cnouzh n3+ fo “refend

t

]

: 'totallﬁ 801ent1¢1c reason, Yor not doing anv*k nq."

~that I . kner the answver, as you conceited- £olk do, Thzt nav not apreal
“to everyone, but I know: some peonle it will noreal to:.-those who do
not want: Lo co anyt‘.ln*r in the gtrugele, or vho have zrowh tired in

- the strugzie, . 2and vho. enqlfau¥ adm-ire ang, thank we for :1v1n~ + em

e

Hav1ng r»gecuea +u€ r‘Lorﬁls+ ro"d and tpo cvolutionﬁry;rond,
Erber con no 10ﬁzcr remain in the Workers Partv, "Worc I a zexber of
B broad darzist educnrtional .society, without a progr=an, WludOUt 2
,'11n9 qpq ‘based unon iicTe than one ulgtOIlC%l trndition, where all
views hava eoual s+mtus, tne strug le-¢or LV Jdems (w a+ 1ﬁeas?) would
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have an ‘educational significance aimed toward the crystallization of a
: programnatic grouring at a later stage, " .

Let us help out Erber with a free and sincere suggestion:

Foru vour educational society! You will find plenty of somewhat
faded material for vour aembership. Title: League of Know-Nothing
Socialists, alternative title: Loose Alliance of Associnted uuddle-
heads (L.A.A.l.). Program? No progra:, Line? Likewise none. Size?
Broad. Historical tredition? MNore than one and toke your pick, Views?
All wen are created equal and your views are as good sas wmine if not
better. Purpose? Crystallizntion, but not now, %eetlngs? On c2ll,
‘mhenever a ewber gets an idea, or thinks soueone else may have zot+en
one. Rules and regulations for meetings: First half hour devoted to
proving that Lenin's road has been disproved. Second half hour devoted
to proving that Scheideuann's road has not been onroved or disproved,

One half hour of silence, devoted to earnest searching of the soul. One
ouick minute of mutual questioning, for the s=ake of formalitv, to see

if any one has yvet founc¢ the right romsd to socialism. WNo collection ,
taken to vay for the light in the hall since none has been shed., Sing-
ing of the familiar Leauue (or Alliance) song, first stanza becinning
~with "Iznorant and muddled are we, with notrlng to sayv or do." Adjourn-
ment. All that taxes less than two hours, leaving enough time to see

a late movie, S

We will cheerfully provide Zrber with the names and addresses of .
enough prosnective menbers for foundation nurvoses, We are even ready:
to go further and arrance 2 definite division of labor with Erber and
his arzy of friends, If anyone coires to us saving that he is for soc- .
~falism, we will try to convince hin that the revolutionary road is the-
only road by which it can be re=lized; therefore he should join our
~ranks. If he says, at the end of our dlSCUSSlOH that he is not con-
vinced, and that he wants an or?anlzqt1on that tﬁkes the refornist road,
re W111 unn681+9t1ngly give him the address of tlie Social-Democratic
Federation (if he is over 80 years old) or 6f the Socialist Party (if
he is under 60), ‘However, if our argunents prove unconvincing and he
says he wants an orVPnlzatlon that knows how socialism cannot be achiev-
ed, but hasn't the sllhﬂtest notion of how it can be achieved, we will
: thank him for his patience anc .recon.:end hin to the ministrations of
~ Erber's League, We do not insist On'recipr001ty. What could be fairer?

.Upon reflection and closer reading, however, it occurs to us that
~one sector of this civision of labor may well be sunerfluous. Erber's
rejection of Lenin's road is clear and categorical. The same cannot be
said about-iiis view—on Scheidemann's road. His rejection of it is pure-
ly verbal and confined to the mere statement in the gquoted passage.

Read a little further, and you see that Erber has accepted Scheidemann's
road, that is, the road of reformis“, the road of narliamentarism, the
road of class collaboration in industry and in zovernment, His rejec-
tion of this road is rure camouflage (conscious? uncoq301ous? That is
beside the point). The camouflage consists in falsifving the classieal
reformist position!.: - ’

Why Erber rejects the revolutionary ro2d, he tries to exnlain in
page after page of stertorous gasps. But why does he reject Scheide-
mann's road? (We assume that Scheidemann etonds not for the individual,
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4

‘but for the "road" which he syzholizes,) OCh that, Erher cives us one
sinzle sentence, not less but nlso not more: "Social Demncracy cane

" to view the strurgle entirely as a parlianentnry one, with the econom-
_ic organizations of the workers lizitinz their role to imrroving the

. lot of the torkers under cornitnlism, until a parliamentaryv mmjority
“wvould introduce socialisu frow above." Anc¢ how, -in contradistinction,
hrg the Wise One Who Drins Water cone to v1ev t} S+IUdLlF?A

"In the last analysis, the strensth of the T"or‘unsr cl 88 1s
therefnre, econozic. ts volitical strensth has renl ~eaning onlv in
terins of its econos iic strength, The latter connot be ziven to it by
socinlist mariiarentarisns nor can it sudarnl"“unnca* ‘under the cond-
itions of the highest tension of the class woar,' What is wrong with
a 'purelv refornist' particimation of the workers in 1eAsuUres 0f econ-
omic control in a non-revolutionary yperiod?...The organized nower of
the workers must seek mecans of asserting itself in econcnic controls
on the level of the deparimnent, plant and industry., Without such econ-
omic power ‘as its base, tioe politicai victoriés of the workers rest on
a very frail foundatien. o IR

"This exceedingly importont cancept was' crt of Dc Leon's contrib-
utions to Harxist thought," . .

As you can see, the Wisc One is back at his wmuddlehended march
in two directions. The npoliticrl strenzth of the vorkers has real
meaning only in terwms of its econcuic strength., PBullte-eyes! Wh-t
follows? Wh»t could follow excent o muddlc? The achievement of
Reuther's Gl progras vould Lave been n tre-endous stride. forward for
the workers,..,.&né the I,¥.W. goncent of workers! —ansgement of indus-
try v=g not altogether v"romo, ... All right, =211 richt, - Where is the
muddle? What +the revolutionists of all obﬂﬁlncs - Leninists, Luxem-
burcists, even militant svndicalists - have nlways $alked ﬂbouu is the
workers! manczescnt of industry as = function of thedir ornershin of
The =eans of rroduction and exchange. = Short of th=t, re have talked
about workcrs! control of industry, vitl the bourmenisie still ovning
prorerty and wanaging - incdustry, buf this control only s the direct
transition, in a reriod of sharp clags strurele, to ousting the rara-
sites altorether, But w¢ LHove alvavs rejected the shoring of control
or managenent of industry by the two irreconcilably hostile classes as
a long-lasting stamge in the developzent of the s+rua~19

Why? Out of some abstract dosmatism? hot at nli! . Qur nos_ition
is only a generalization from exmerience in the class stru"qle. we
are for the workers, through their organizations, fie rhting at all times
for certain richts and rrivileges in industrv, which safegusrd Aand im-
prove their econctic and social position, strcngthen their self-confid-
ence and veaken the power of the exploiter. We =are for factory inspec-
tion, for reducing the workweek, for increases in oay, v, for workers'
control of hiring and firing, qqq the Llike., 'RBut we 1re not for joint
rorker—esployver cowmzittees or boarcs in industry, any more than we are
for joining together the A.F. of L. and the Chanmber of Com.ierce, the
C.I.0, and the National Assocjiation of aanufacturers, . ‘

What are these “JOlut labor-managesent councils"? First of all,
they are based on the conception of the Tessential 1dent1ty of 1nter~
ests" betreen tvo classes whose interests cannot be reconciled, which
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means their very basis is false and rotten, Second, they are one of

the means whereby the workers' representatives in the councils are

called upon to police the workers without heing able to police the em-
ployers, that is, to enforce upon the workers the decisions which, at
bottom, only the employer mekes or can make by wvirtue of his ownership

of industry. Suchk joint councils exist and can exist only on the bas- =
is of the mutual underst-nding thot ownership reguires and legitimstizes
profit, that the industry must be managed in such a way as tc assure
nrofit. And since profit can be realized only bv the exprloitation of
workers (or is that too a siupleminded Leninist dogma?), the guarantee
of profit is the binding framework within which any wmanagement - "pure'
bourgeois, "joint labor-emvloyer" or "joint government-emplover" - can
operate under canitalisn, ‘ : :

That is why, wherever such "joint councils" have been establish-

"ed (with the enthusiastic or enforced agreement of the bourgeoisie),

they have opernted for the benefit of the caritalists and against the
interests of the workers, The workers and their rerresentatives are
required to take the responsibilitv, sinzly and coliectively, for the
anarchy of carnitalist nrofuction vhich they cannot overcome so long s |
the bourgeoisie runs the economy and so long ns the working class does 4
not organize and contrcl the economy in its own name and its own way, '

"Times are bad, The company is not making any wmoney, Things
are all wrong in the econony." The revolutionis®t renlies: "If that
is the pass to which thiings have been dbroucht by our 'managers,! they =
are social bankrupts, They cannot keep ‘industrv going properly., They
cannot keep the workers at a decent standard of living. Throw thenm
out! We have enough ability to organize industry proverly by our-
selves." The reformist, the labor dbureaucrat, the class-collaboration-
ist, the champion of labor-wanageuent comxittees, replies; "We must
keep this industry going. We¢ wmust work harder 2nd make fewer demands,

"We say even have to take a wage cut, because 1f this industry goes oust

of business, we are wiped out of our jobs, Ve have seen the bosses!

" books - thev're-really up against it."

Is it such "joint labor-managerent councils" so dear to the re-
formists, to our own Gourersists ~nd their imitators in the A.F.of L.
and C.I,0. %today that ZTrber has in minc¢ when he vrites that the norer
of the workers "must seek xzeans of nasserting itself in economic control
on the level of the devartment, plant and industryv"? That is the only
conclusion w¢ can couze to from the nmost carefvl reading of his muddy
prose. In that case, he docs not differ from the socinl derocratic
reformists! —_ '

He has falsified the Scheiderann concertion! Eis description of

how the "social democrncy csme to view the strugele" is one-sided and ,
a misrerresentation, and we do not hesitate to come to the defense of
the Scheidemanns against their wrisrepresenters. "Strict" social-

democratic theory declared that just as it was »possible and necessary
to win parliament to socialism by gradual nenetration, so it was poss-
ible and necessary to win industry to socialism by joint factory counc-
ils with the employers.

Just as a coalition with the bourgeoisie wns necessary on the
political plane, so it was necessary on the industrial plane, The
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social-democrats wers the originators, particulnrly in Scheide=mann's
fatherland, of the joint labor-.anazeuent councils in industry, and ex-.
actly and c¢recisely on the basis of Drber‘s not very novel idea that
the power of the werkers in politics wust be courled by "asserting it-
self in econoizic controls on the level cf the depnrtient, plant and
incdustry." .

What, if not that, hos been the "pro-labor" side of the argunent.
in this country, for decac cs, in favor of all the "joint lahor-menage-
ment" scheizes? What, if nct that, hos been mcant by all the "indus-
trial desocracy" sch eﬁes of the labor le~ders, reformists, liberal
muttonheads and enlightened conitalists in thiz country? We used to
know what planct Erber inhnbited, We mre not so sure todav,

It vas through their "joint councils" that +he Germnan Socinl
Democracy TIinally discoverc¢ that, in the decay of coanitalisn; labor
is called upon to be not the nravn-dlgaer of caritalism but, as it was
put, the "doctor" who seeks to cure the ill, If Erdber is 81 mrly ignor-
ant of thrse familiar facts, Le should stop abusing the soeial democrat
If he is simrly isnoring thesc facts, it is only in order to nresent
his accertance of class odllpborntlon in a "less SGFeldeAannlstlc"
light. :

It way be said: This is too strong. Ve rerly: It is not strong
enough, and here is proof of that, . :

Erber criticizes "our cdewmnd that the LRP be ousted fron the MRP-
SP-CP governnent during the crisis of 1948 (in France), instead of de~
manding the ousting of the CP.% (Erbrr does not indicate thnt he
agreed with us 2t that tiase and now considers tlat he wns in error.
Trat is not new. 1In none of his writings hes Erber ever acknovricdged
that he made any politicsl error - we repeat, in none! As he v-s told
years ago, he suffers fron the oifensive n;ady vhich the Germsans call
Rechthaberei and therefore always writes Wlth a pained exuression of
injured innocence on his face.) Then he adds: "The minority, which
oproscd the slogan of 'CP-SF to Power! dared not even think of the
latter alternative, ana tuacrefore had no poiitical nronosals whotso-
ever. " : '

This is not the placce for rehashing our 1948 discussion., Only
one thine is interesting. According to Erber today, the correct polit-
ica2l course 'at that tiwe would have been to densand theat the S+2linists
be ousted Irosz the coalition governuent, that is, to demand a coali-
tion governa :ent of the Soci=l Dewmocracy and the Ponular Rerublican®
Moveent (MRP)} ' '

There is your true un-Leninist socialist nolicy& Erber mavy not
know the whole road to socialis:, but he knows his intermediate sta-
tions, He is not a Scheidemannite. Oh no! qo's just a ¥autskyan,
wkich means he differs frowm Scheidemann like one banana frow another,
The road to socialism lies through a coalition government with the MRP,
that is, with the varty of the bourgeoisie. Anc not just any old
rarty, but the party of the Vatican, the varty of social Catholicisn,
of clerical p011tlcal obscurantisu, beloved by the Lord and by Washing-
ton. S
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A man rmust nossess a stupendous amount of trinly distilled ef-
frontery to be nble to advncate a Social-Deueccratic-.i.R.F. coalition
governmzent in the name of socinlisz, and in the very sauze docunent in
vhioh he associates himself, to even a uinute extent, vwith sucii people
as the Debs, Enywood and St John of the I.W.W., rﬁniol De Leon and
Rosa Luxenburg.‘ If any one of then a?‘lilve todzy, the best that
Erber couid expect is that they would hang theuselves after Secing who
took their naxzes and toward what end.

4 Erber is .for collaboration betvecn tine working class and tlhe bour.
geoisie in.industry.” Erber is for coalition governzents betveen the
working €lass snd a bour2001s party in Dlrlln‘FFt Erber is, os ¥wc
. shall see, for support of an uperlqllst wvar, That 2ll this serarates
hiw shir*ly fro.: karx and Lenin is seif-evident, - In what significant
way he considers himself scnarqtcd frew Scheidemannisaz, i.e., frow
traditional reformisn, is a puzzle thot is insoluble in rolitical terms.
It a2ust.be unravéled by students’qf psychology, vhich is not really
cur province. We still think there is room for a League such as wve
have regou.ended, But it is now doubtful if there is roowm in such a
League for Erber, vrovided it adheres firmly to the basic nrincinle
which alone JustlflOS its existence: "We do not khow what to say or
do." If he is aduitted to wesbersiiir, then enlv on.-the ground that he
hirnself does not yet know that hie has become a rerfectlv housebroken
-go¢ial-reformist. -

- Maybe he doesn't know that, but at least he knows sormething
about .Engels' letter to Conrad Schmidt, doesn't he? Therewith ', We Aare
a2t the. lnst point in this chaptcr. No, he deoesn't know anythineg about
Engels' letter; he doesn't understand it. A1l vou can say about hin
is that he rema1as faithful to the virtue of mwuddleheadedness. So,
 back again we go to Engels,

In his letter, as in sevaraol others written toward the end of his
l1fe Engels deals Wlth greater nreciseness than ever before with the
ouestion of the 1ntrract1na relationship between econony and politics
betreen substructure and supcrstructure, betrecn economic devel opmcnt
and "force", He found it necessarv to fatroduce a balancing correc-
tive into the rovular undersianding (misunGerstanding) of the darxist
theory. &s he wrote in anotiier letter of the sane veriod: Miarx =2nd
I are ourselves partly to blaue for the fact that yvounger writers
soretines lay wore stress on the cconoulc side than-is due it. Ve had
to eurhasize this ain princirle in oprosition to our adversarics, who
denied it, and wve had not alwnys the tiue, the place or the opuortunity
to allow the other eleuients involved in the interaction to couxe into
their righits." (Tae yphenomenon is 2 familiar one, and applies no-less
to Lenin than to iarx or...Trotsky.) - :

. Tno let+cr to SCLath is occasioned by an anti-Marxist criticism
by the Geruan, Faul Barth, who charged thet the Marxists "denv =any snd
" every res ctlon of the “Olltlcal efc., reflexes of the oconOchAmove—
nent upon the movewment itself. n’ ‘"He is simprly tilting at vrindnills,
jeered Ingels,. Taere is ~n imrortant interrnlay =2n? recirrocal 1nf1u€n-
- ce exertet by the econouic imovement and the molitical rower which has
.2 relative inderendence’ frou tlie economy, but "it is the interaction of
two uncousl forces." The state rower con speed the economic develop-
ment by moving in the same direction. It can stand in the way ¢f the
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economic devclonmrnt in which case it can do it rreat damage Oor be it-

self smashed., The . same thoushts ate exrressed, .even more trenchantly,

_in the _chapter on "The Force Theory" in bnqe;s‘ Anti-Dbhrihng.. Let us

surmlement the Schmidt letter vith an instructive guotation from the
Anti-D%hring, which will makc it even clearer that Hrher Just doesn't
know what 40 make cut of the material he stumbles over:

o Mo ocafter the political force nas made itself inderencdent in re-
Lﬂ+1on to sdciety, apd.h2s transioraed itself froua its servant into
its master, it cnan work in twvo aifferent directions., Either it vorks

-in the scnse and in the direction of the normal econonic development
-in which case no conflict ariscs retween them,: the econoanic develop-

nent being accelerated, Or, force vorks against economic develonment;
in this case, as a rule, with but few ercertions, forcec succurbs to
it.... But thre - wpart from cases of concuest - the internal rublic
force of a country s*ands in cprosition to ite econamic develornment,
as at a certain stoge has occurred with almost every nolitical ' power
in the past, the contest has alwarys ended with the downiall of the
political power, . Inexor~b¢v and without excértionn the econowmic evolu-
tion has forced its way through - we have alrendy .zentioned the latest
and most striking examnle of this: the Grent French Revolution.,..

"That force, Lowever, ylays ancther rolc in history, a revolu-
tionary rcle; that, in the words of Marx, it is the widwife of every
0ld society which is rregnant with the new, that it is the 1nstru.ent
by the 2id of which socinl uovement forces its way through and shatt-
ers the geacd, fossiliized, political forus - of this thhre is not a

‘word in herr Dﬁbrlxg.. I‘ is orly vith siabs and groans (Engels is
spcaking Lere, rest assured, of Dhhring, not of Zrber,) that be ndmits

the possibility that force Wl;i rerhaps be necessary for the overthrow

.of the econduic systen of exrleoitation. - unt0r+unﬂtplv, -becruse all

use. of" ;orce forSOOtu, oeuor111z9s the person vho uses 1t."
In ¥ bF*I‘ s sch l‘“rly 7—1*10 CT‘J.L ite su rvev of human history (vhere-
in the W"DSCﬁtlc League and the Long Pﬂrﬁlqmnn+ flhﬂ the. nlace due

them), he co1e nt length t0 the French Revolution.. . It is the "class-

-, de exaa*L@“ ‘T the ‘state (feudal) lost its politienl suUnTeraCY

,1;“en it "sa?:guﬁra(d “the necds solely of the rdling clags at » tine

. when these ‘needs- Ton .counter to those of the .economv,!" "Porever "
Ihotes thc observer vhoss viq lant c¢ve misses notiting, "not all feudal

stotes TETE: overthrovn, ; = feudnl_monnrehic bvro“ncrqtlc st2te in

Germany adrnted- itself to tnv neecs of thceconony and ruled on behalf

of the Bourg90181e, rhile keenirg them at-nrm'e length irom the stote
annaratus itself." From vhich folliovs at ;oas+ one "sugcestive" con-

.- alusion: "The possibility of adantstion to canitalist society by
. 8§16 A
feudal St&tES was hased gn the ﬁecuilar nsture of the bourgesisie.”

The "econvulc hovoment“ under LCUCTllSu w-s the tendency to re-

.place R“IICH;*hIG ane.aan01cra** by -ac;lnnfxc+urv, land: by ‘capital,

rroductlon for use by production for profit, the shut-in rrimitive
market by ‘the world markct. Force vwas remresented by the political
vorer of the feudal state ond its nossessors, the feudalists, The

~econoxic ucvewent vas rernresented by the auve“ of maohlnvry by

rmerchant and lcnulng cavital, and by its possessors, t“v-vounz, nixed
bourgeoisie. In ﬁrance the staté power persigted in fettering with
outlived feudal bonds +nc unfola. ent "of . the econo.iic uover ent. The
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revolution, which also represented force, a force opposed to the state,
overturned the state, cut the bonds =nd, under Napoleon in narticular,
the econouic movement, capitalist production and exchange, was vastly
and rapidly accelerated not only in France but elsewhere in Zurore,

The young bourgeoisie took clearer form, and consolidated itself and
its social rower, under the protection of the new bourgeois state.
Right!

Just as right is the story of the Gerwan development. There,
the gifted ané ruthless statesman Bismark led Gerwanvy to national un—
ification by brenking the power of the narticularist nobility, consol—
‘idating a Ger=an nation, and promotina the "econowmic movenent, He
promoted » capitalist develoﬂnent of Geruany under a canltallst state
(not under a feudal state), but without vielding the rolitical rower
to the very voung and very corardly German bourgeois upstarts, vho
vere terrified at a rrproductlon of the Grent French Revolution be-
cause a nevw force - the militant rroletariat - wns already on the
scene threatening to make the revolution..,permanent, So, while it is
not as simple as it apvears in Erber's version, the fact is absolutely
indisputable that for Germany to move frox feudalism to cavitalisn,
the vielent overthrow of the feudal regime by the new class, the bour-
geoisie, was not an indispensable requirement, From which our innocent
one shvly sugcests, does it not follow that to move frow camitalism to
© feudalism, the v1olent overthrow of the capitalist state by the new
‘class, the proletarint, may also nrove to be not an indispensable re-
ouirement? '

One by one, your hair stands on end! Reasoning by analogy is al-
ways risky, but at times necessary and enlightening. But there has to
be gome basis for the analogy in the first place. To establish such a
basis in his case, Erber would have to show, by his Bismarkian exanple
that the bourg60181e tihie young, rising and oppressed class which was
the authentic bearer of the new social systex, began its ciiwmb to nower
by 1nflltrat1ng the feudal stnte, exerting imore and wmore "political
pressure" on the- feuaal s tate, forcing it more ond izore to "adapt it-
self to econouic needs," and vra@umllv after n while and without o
revolutionary overthrow of the feudal state and the feudalists, taking
command of the state, Once he showed this, he aight have at least one
square inch of ground to stand on in saying that, correspondingly, the
proletariat, the young, rising and oprressed class of today, can clixb
to porer by infiltrating the bOLIgf01S state, czxerting wmore and uore
"vrolitical rressure" on it, and so on and so forth,-until it hns con-
verted this stpte into 1ts ovn instrument for the inaugurntion of soc-
ialisn, —_—

But he not onliy does not try to shor that this is what haprened
in old Germany - he insists that sowething ouite different harrened,
It was the representative, not of the bourgeoisie, but of the old
feudal caste, Bismark, who brought about the social transformation in
Germany. And the young, rising bourgeoisie? 3Ilserhere — without any
-~ thought about what he is writing, without any thought of the neecd of
tying together what he writes on one vage with what he vrites on
another - Erber tells us: "The German bourgeoisie was fated never to
establish its control over the stnte arparatus; its control passing
from the Junker domination %o reformist labor dowmination to Nazi domin-
ation." This is exaggerated, but it will do. Yow ‘then, since it is
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generally understood, that modern Gcrﬁdny has been a bourgeois state for
gever~l decades, re ,us+ conclude that the other end of the analogy
would have to lcok sonetllnq like thiss

Under c “ltﬁlls‘, so.e Bigmarkian renresentative of the bourge01sq
ie will use bourgrois stq*n in such a way as to adart it to the
needs of *Lc econo y. -He will sge to it that the bourgeois state does
not "opercte solely to safeguard tle inteérests of the bourgeoisie". He
will see to it that it fulfillis a "3001al function", Ee will direct
the transformation of copitalist . society tc socizlist society, just as =
‘Biswmark directed the transforlatlon of feuwdal society to caritalist '
society. Then, to wake the analogy rezl ang co=plete, Erber will ‘tell
us a hundred yvears from now that "the Axerican rroletarint was fated
never to establish its control over the state av naretus."_

1

Socialism without socinlists! SOClallS“ W1+bout rnvolutlon'
Painless socialiswi! .Testimonials by Fredrick Engels, certified by
Trnest Irber, nroduced on reguest! Caritalist teeth vrtracted mith
Bismarkian laughing gas! Come and roll on the floor with hilarity!

Rut bless our scul, nll this bears = frizhtening rescublance to
the new theorv of sone Troiskyists and ex-Trotskvists: jusk n2s Ris-
mark and Hapoleon brought cartitmlism into existence without giyring
the bourgeoisie any political power t0 svpeak of, so Stalin and the
Stalinist bureaucracy nre destroying caritsz llsm and bringing socialism
(a workers! state) into existence without giving the proletariat any
polltlcql vower at all., Be it said in extenuation of their madness
thot they have not tried to xsake roor Inz Pls rcsron51ble for their

"."theory "

For all the difference b between these two theories, there is one
thing btasic to the: both; Iei*ntr one 0f them understandsthe srecific
characteristic of the nroletarian revolution, of the socialist trans-
formation of snciety. BRoth theories are re«ctlonarv.

i

Erber writes: "The rossibility of adartation to camitalist soc-
iety by feucdal states was based on the raculiar nature of the bourgeois-
ie." He nicked upr this clecudy notion in one of his daydreams, Vhat
is "peculiar" about the bourzeoisie is the characteristic it shares
with all preceding ruling classes: it is an exploitinz and oppressing
mlnorf¥?'wnlch Trecuires a state rower to vrotect its social doninstion
from assaults by the expioited ~nd orpressed majority. It is, like
its predeccssors, a "c~lth-,os essing and pronerty-ovning class. . The
state of antiouity, the slave state, could be transforumed into a feudal
state without neccssarlli,undera01no a violent revolution 2ané destruc-
tion., Wny? Becruse this social transforuation could tnke place with-
out the slave-owners necesstrily being destroved, without the slave-
orners necessarily beiny cxpropriated of their vealth (an?d therefore
of their social rower), The slave-owner either vas an nwner of land
already, or the wemrlth accurmulsted for him by hiis slaves enabled hin
to become a lanGowner and therewith a nart of the new feudal ruling
class, Wherc the old state rower did not "run in the same direction”
as the econcmic movenent, it wns, generally sreaking desiroyed, Put

it also could run in the same direction; and the old ruling class could
become the new ruling class or rart of the new ruling class.
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Similarly, in the case of the transformafion of the old feudal
states into capitalist states. They did not necessarily have to under-
go 2 violent revolution before the transformation could be completed
(although if it did not undergo one, the transformation was'never as
"classic" and "comvlete" as in the cas¢ of eighteenth and nineteenth
century France). The wealth and power of the feudal lords did not
necessarily have to be expropriated and destroyed for the transforma-
tion to capitalist society and the capitalist state to take place,

The economic wealth and the political power accumulated by the English
feudal lords under feudalism were the means by which they perpetuated
themselves - in the form of capitalists -~ in the course of England's
.transformation from feudalisu to capitalism; which is how the roll of
the British capitalist class today includes so many distinguished and
aristocratic noblémén, up t0 and including authentically titled cap-
italist Dukes. " The same holds true of Geruany, where the roll of the
capitalist clasg included not only the sons of authentic old bourgeois’
(merchant capitalists and loan sharks) but also sons of the no less
authentic ex~feudal Prussian Junkers, Similarly in Javen and in any
number of other countries, ' :

. Ta achieve the transition from feudﬂ11sm to caritalisn, from the
feudal states to the capitslist stotes, it w~s not necessary to destroy
wealth, to expronriate it, to destroy its possessors. It wag only '
necessary to establish the sunremaoy of capital over landed rroverty,

of capitalist econoumy over feudal stagnatlon, of the cavritalis$ nation

over feudal dispersion and particularism. That revolution could be
and in some countries wag achieved "or*anlcally" (more or lessi in
others violently. But more japertant: that revolution could be -
achieved in some countries by the pessants, nrtisans, incipient pro-
letarians and petty-bourgeoisie; in other countries bv the hourgeoisie-
itself; and 1in still other oountries by the feudal caste itself. :

- The his+orlcally-out11ved class was able in many cases 1o _adapt
itself WITHOUT wUGE DIFFICULTY to the social transformation, i.€,, to
the bourgeois revolution. It could do it by beco:zing part of the hev .
class which was the principal beneficiary. of ‘the new social order, It
could adant itself even without becoming part of the new class,. simmly
by remaining & landlord class, which, while not strictly speaking a

capitalist class, shares in the surrlus ‘value extracted bv the.capital--

ist class. (Landlords are not part of a "ture" capitalism; they are -

a class "handed down" from feudalism; and since almost nowhere have
they been wiped out by capitalisz, the latter continues to exist -side -
by side with this "feudal rem nan+“ to the present day.) Erber does
not give the slightest sign that these thoughts ever occurred to him,

How do matters stand with the sociallst transformqt1on of society

Here is exactly where the terua "peculiar nature" is'aprropriate. The
proletariat is the only class .in all history that counes to power not
for the purrose of oppressing or.ruling over another class but in .
order to abolish all classes, itself included. It cannot consolidate -

its power, let alone move on to socialism, without akolishing ‘all prive

ileges and all class wealth, including all private property in the
means of production and exchange. Some proletarians may no%t vet know
vhat their historical mission is on this earth. But the bourg901sie
of the entire world does know - including all the ex-feudal capitslist
aristocracy of Italian and Swedish Counts, German Barons, French, Jap-
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anese and Georgisn Princes, and British Cukes. Hence, their fierce,
unrelenting, intransigent, irreconcilable hostilitv to the socialist
revolution or, to use ~ salon terw, transforwation. 1In comparison,

the ovrosition of the feudal lcrds to the cavitalist transformation

was insignificant.

Take the wmatter from another ancle, The class which is the
bearer of the nev econoiic :movement under feudolise is the bourgeoisie,
It alon:s can bring this roverient to full unfoldment, But c=awnitalist
society nnd the cnritalist s*tate, as we have pointed out, does not
necessarily have to be brougiat into existence by this bourgeoisie. It
con be brought into existence by Ieudalists rnd even dv si:ve-0ovners;

it can be brouq“u into existence by popular Tevolution or by buresu-
cratic ueasures frow above; it can be brought into existence by the
political power of the bo rweowslv or without that rorer, by depriving
the bourgeoisie of such power; it con be brought into exlstenoe deno-
crsticaliy or by blood znt iron - becausce all it needs breicnlly to
assure its existence is the supresscy of capital, of rrivaete ovner-
ship of the useans of nrocuction and exchanee,

The class which is the bearer of the ner econowic uevenent under
capitalism is the proletarint, Its "veculiar noture" is that it is a
socialist »roletarinrt, It alone can estnblisk a socialist econonyv.

But the socialist state - morc accuratelv, the workers'! state - withoug
which all tnlk of a socialist s001ﬂtv renrins talk and empty tolk, )
sucl: a state cannot be breught into existence by slave-orners, by,
feud=l lords, by copitalists, by Sicdney ¥Vebbh buresucrsts, bdbv trade-
union buresucrrts or bv Stalinist buresucrats. The vrolet~riant is -~
the only class in history (see how peculiar it is!) that nobody but

the proletorist itself can exancinate,

Being peculirr, it is unlike the bourgeoisie in another respect.
For the triumph of caritalist b001ct" over feudalism, the bourgeoisie
does not have tc have political pover. But for the triusmmh of social-
ist <001Pty over capitnlisw, the rrcletariat iust have vroliticul power
a strte of its ovn, No “OllthPl pover for the 1 rvoletmrlat no deno
cratic rvie by the prolet-riat, means - no socialisi, Only %y rieans
f this molitical morer - ite own state — can the ru 1ling nwroletariat
carry-&nnugh its socinlist cconocic transformtion. It cennot even
begin to carry it out within the woib of capitalist society the way
carit=lists corried out their econouwic transformation within the v-orib
of feudnl society.

Erber quotes frow Engels'! letter to Scniiidt to shov that Engels
understood that the stnte pover can greatliy influence the econouic
mevenent, "Force (that 10, state nower) is also an econonic rover,"
Erbver is as honest as the day is long. But he wig c¢ither in a hurry
or eise ne was uanxious to spare us the troublie of reprinting too iong
a docuacnt. That is the oniy explanation we cnn aake for Erber!s hav-
ing cecapitated the gquotition., But poor as we are, ve still have '
enough paper to print an extra sentence, esnmeciallyv if it was vritten
by 2 man vwhose conception of the state made such an illuminating io-
préssion on Irber's mind., Here it is, head as wcll as trunk: "Or
why ¢o we fight for the political dictatorsiiin of the proletariat if
political power is econosically imrctent? Force (th=t is, state power)
is also an economic vower," We think that with its head restored, it
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'pieSGnts a more rounded ricture.

But after all, cannot the dict~torshin c¢f the rroletarint be

‘achnieved by rurely rarliamentary aeans, without violence? and can it

nct be exercized through a cewocratic parliuzent? Didn't Kautsky once
exrlain that there arce more workers than caritnlists? Cannot tne form-
er get their pariismentary majority Qemocrstically and rule over the
tiny-¢ving-off capitnlist class? Is it not - den't be dogmatic - just
bﬂrely nossible? Faven't you forgotten that while the bourgeoisie had
no democratic political rights uncder feudalisia, the proletariat, at
least in sou€ caritalist countries, does enjoy democratic “Othlcal
rights vhich it can use for imrressive varliawentary v1ctorlos? Isntt
Erber speaking, after all, of bourgeois dewocracies?

Let us see how far we get once we have granted this. Just to
srread the grentest harpiness among the grestest nusber of Lenin-
killers, let us sny: Abstractly, we csn conceive of o speecinl couwbin-
ation of circumstances under wnich a, genuinelv and resolutely socinl-
ist nroletarian party - not just 2 party of reforanist erPWLcrats -

‘can obtain an electoral majority and & :ajority of seats in 2 porlin-

ment. We say 2 pariianent ond not a Cengress and we norc that this
distinction is clear to every render, We know guite vell that ©To Cis-
cuss the oquestion of vwroletarian revolution in connection withk the Con-
gress oI the democratic United States is, 1f not cownrisht subversive
and iilegai, very much frowned upon, and wo are reluctzant to be frovn-

- ed upon., Eence, attention! We 2re sreaking of any countrv you con

find on the map but not, of course, of the Unitec States.) Abstractly,
we can even conceive of such 2 conbinnation of circuastances under
vhick the bourpcoisie is so0 denore lize? and feels so horelerss and help-
less that it decides not to offer resistance o the democraticnlly-
exrressed vili of the reople ~ndd throws in the sronce. Good enouch?

We have cranted the nossibility!

Where does th~at leave us? Even the nost orticistic socisl dero-
crat, to say nothinz of so intr-nsirent a socialist as Zrher, chnnot
guarantee that this is a certainty. It may turn out that way, hut
then sgnin it may not. "It hns not been distroved, hut neither has
it been nroved.," Wor, if the Ifighting codres of sccislis~, and the
militant vorking class as a wihole, are rrerarsd, intellectually znd
orzanizationally, for notaing tut the reaceful transitinn to socialisnm
throuch the denocratic narliamentary method, as it wrg in Germany and
Austria ané so any cther ceountries, vhat Vlll karren vhen one fine
day it is sudiently confronted vith a dawmnably stubborn hourgeoidie,

rmed to the tecth with its state armarntus ("bodies of arsed aen with

_rrisons") and ite unofficinl fascist iegions, deterumined to drown the

reaceful, unrrepared proletarint in its ovn blond? That might very
vell turn into an unrleasant situ~tion for us. :

On the otker hand, however, if the socialist militants nand the
working class in seneral nre nrepared , intellectually and orgnnization-
ally, to uaeet 2ll conceivable foras of resistnnce to the inevitable
social chonge which the tenrcious bourgeoisie 2y offer, nothing is
lost and everything is grined. We do not thercby cease or e¢ven ilurede
our electoral and rariiamentary efforts. If the bourgeoisie turns act-

“ively counterrcvolutionu:ry, the yproletoriat is rrepared to ueet it,

blow for blow, But if we find, in the crucial drys, that the bour-
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ge0181e has dec1ded to bow to tHe democratlc will of the peonle es-

pecially when this will is backed up by organized and unxllnchlng

“fpower - why, s0 much the better! It will be an enormous relief to all

of us and a hapry augur for s fairly painless transition to socialist

- brotherhood and peace, Nothing can be lost by instilling the revolu-

tionary concept into the minds of the working class! A lot can be
lost, including seas of proietarian blood, by instilling the rosy re-
formlst concept into the minds of the WOIkan clags! A lct can be
lost by forgetting the sanguinary tragedies of the workineo classes of
Europe ‘in the last thirty vecrs of exmerience ‘with reformism, Those
who cannot remember the pasu, as Gcor*e Santﬁvanﬂ snlé are condemned
to repeqt it, : : : :

Bourgeois democracy is an excellent thing for the working cless,
It is as surerior to autocracy ns it is inferier to woerkers'. democracy,

Universal suffrage is an excellent thing for the working class, vhich

fouoeht to get it and will firht 40 retain it. But like the nrettiest
girl in all of France, universal suffrace canrot give more than it has,
Erber ouotes Engels, but h2s only an ectoplssmic graso of what he is
ouoting, We-will cite for him another passage from olr old Zncels in
which every word is a jewel in a modern settinz, and which is so lucid.
and simple that even IZIrber cught tc verceive its true Jeanlng.

"The rossessing class ruies directly through unlversal su‘frage.‘
For =as long as the orpnress<d class, in this case the nroletariat, is
not ripre for its economic ewmenciration, just so long will itS'majority
regard the existinz order of eocietv as the only one possiblie, and
form the tail, the extreme left wing, of the capitalist class. PBut
the more the nroletarizt nstures toward its seli-emancipaticn, the
mere Coes it constitute itself as 1 serarate class and elect its own
representatives in rlnce of the capitalists. Universal suffrage is
the guage of the maturity of the working class, It can and will never
be anvtning clse but that in the modern state., But that is sufficient,

'On the day when the thermometer of universsl suffrage reaches its

boiling voint among the laborers, they as well as the canitalists will
know what to do," _

Engels is writing about the bourzeois denocratic republic!
Every word is a jewel, :

Erber may not unazrstand ul”SOl¢ Dht ve understend hiz, Erber
may think he h-s rejected the reformlst rong, but like HMoliere'ls
doctor-ln-spltc ox—hlmS(lf Lrber is a reforﬁl,t-ln—srite—of—nlvself.
Trhe vpassage from revolutlonnrv marxi tao reformisn is not hard in®
our times, espacially in the United S*?t“S. "I*s. chauvinism eats into
the working class =nd it e¢2ts into the. revolutionary rmovezent. Its
saristocratisn ents into the working class and it €1+s into the revolu-
tionary movenent,

The class str"vzle in this country is still in a vrinitive
stace. It will not teke as long here as it did in old Zurore for the
primitive stage tc become a very advanced and sharp stage. But for
the moment it is still primitive and moves, or seems to move, slovwly.
The proletariat aas not vet even constituted itself here as a sep=2rate’
class, although we arc confident that once it starts it will wove with
startling speed. The proletariat here is still the tail, the extreme
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left wing, of the capitalist class, although we are confident that
one day that ta2il will reach over and crack the head. It is these
circumstances that wake it vossible for Erber and those like hin to
write such puerile, liberalistic, retty-bourgeois, fog-soaked, nuth-
entically "American" trash adbout the state, about deuocracy, about
pariizzenteriss, about revoluticon, : ' 4

) . Over forty yenrs ago, Trotsky wrote th?t impntience is the hall-
mark of the opwortunist, Even thouszh tine nresses, ve =re r~tient,
The awrerican working class will not end as it is, When this giont
renliy ankes, he can recreaste Azerica and perhans the werld, Ve
rill mersevere and tell him the truth: about himself and about his
leaders, nbout the bourgeoisie, about hourgecis democracy, shout
workers! democracy, about the state and revolution., On the dav - and
it vill come - vhen the theruoncter of universal suffrage reacles its
boiling voint, then, 1f he hnas learned %the greot lessons of our vict-
ory as well ns the great lessons of our trsgedins, he - and not only
the caritalists - will know what to cCo, .

| STATE AND REVOLUTION Il THE LIGHT OF TWO EXPERILNCES

Erbcr has also rnodified Lis viewg somewnnt on the Russinn Rev-
clution,

" He writes that "The Octoher Revolution"is an impcrishahle page
in the history of the areat uovencnts of the nasses to tnke their
destiny inte their ovn hands tiiat began with the French Revolution,'
Trhis is, s thiey sny in the Aruy, S.C.P. It can be found in the 1lit-
erary sobbings of any heartbroken liberal: "You know, the Russian
Revolution was &n interesting exveriuent, However, it didn't turn
out so well., The Inboratory biew up, tne scientists blew up, the
building blew ur, everytuing around it biew up, No zore exrweriments
so far as I apx concerned, No .ore totalitariarnisw for me, I am not
enthusiastic about another war, a wor against Russia, But if it has
to be, it Las to be, and if we have to use the atonic bomb, and
Franco, and de Gaulie, and Peron - weli, you just have to be reziist-
ic in politics.”

Yesterdsy, Erber was a charnion of the Russinn Revolution., OQOver-
night, ouick as 2 flash, he reexamined its history vith *he tencer
objectivity vhich distinzuishes i, Wihnt he cdrenved of rather set
nim back on nis heels., By worning, it turned out that the worid
would be a better plece to live in today if the imcerishable voaee had
rerished before it was written., The Rolshevik Revolution wns = mig-
t~ke frooz start to finish - A grotescue and monstrous wmistrke. Every—
thing we suffer froa today, evervthing the Russisan peonle suffers
from, everything the rest of the worid suffers from or hos suffered
from in the 1ast thirty veasrs - everything! includine TIrber's read-
iness to join the great Awericnan crusade against Russia -~ is the re-
2171 of the October Revolution.

Surely, this is an exagneration? It may be possible to exag-
gerate Irber, but it is not necess~ry., ‘e cite his own words,

T
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"Rarely in history has a pnlitical leadership appeared that
was so thoroudghly motivated by a selfless idealism or so completely
dedlcated to the lofty mission of liberating mankind., But the
course they chose had a terrible logic of its ovm, Once they emn-
bariked upon it, they became its »nrisecners and there was no turning
back, This course conld not be traversed without the suvpression of
the sozlalist opposition, without the Cheka terror, without one-nan
managetent of the factories, without conpulsory labor, They are all
fa*al linlks in a chain that began with Lenin's revision of the trod-
itienal Marxist concept of the relationship of democracy to social-
ism in Taveor of the anti-democratic view of the party ruling on he-
half of the masses, as was expoundecd by Lenin _con the eve of “tel wing
power in his essay Will the Bolsheviks Rotaln State Power?"

At the basis of the Bolshevil course was Lenin's revision of
the Lar:iiiéan crncept of democrucy and socialism (the one thing rber
fi d unendurable is a revision of Marxian concepts), which led with
a lo“lu of its ovm to all the succeeding horrers. Including the
Johnstoym floed? HNot yet, that cores later,

“Once the Bolsheviks had dispersed the Constituent Asserbly
and decided tn rule alone, they had set foot on a course from vhich
there Was no turning back, The suppressicn of the socialist OUﬂosi-
tien, the terror, the secret police and the long, bloody, desiractive
Civil ‘lar, were now inevitable, As the latter developed, all inter-
mediate soluticns became impossible, and all forces that could Lielp
bring them about were ground to bluS.“

Ccupled with the first error is the attitude toward the Con-
stituent iLcsembly, Once dispersed thers vas no turnlnﬁ back, llore
horrors followed, So far, the "imperishable page" 1s not doing oo
well; it looks more like the most accursed rage in history. Bub
have paticnce and hold your nese. You are about to see how it is
possible to catch up with and outstrip the rantings of an English
aristocrat against the abominations of Jacohinisus

"The evidence is pretty conclusive that Lenin made a bad mige
calculation in believing the German workers would make a successful
revolution. Yet, he had staked his whole course in Russia on this
gamole, If Lenin won, history would absclve the Bolsheviks of all
the charges their socialist orponents made against them, But if he
lost? The aviesome consequences of Lenin's miscéalculation are vritt-
en in the last thirty years = the whole tragic history of Sccial
Democratic sterility, Sta linist deceneration, fascist victory,.a
Second orld ‘ar, and our world of Stalinist totalitarianism qd
capitalist decayl."

ot less, and probably more} DBut in heaven'!s neme, 1f that
is true or even half true, how can you have onc single kind word for
people vvho, DYy revising larxz, dispersing the Constituent Asseibly
and miscaleulating the German revoluficn, inflicted upon umankind
such an appalling series cof calamitics, disa sters and catastrophes
as you cescribe? \What place in history qm)ld be assigned te thesec
people, from Lenin on down, vwhosc "Alstakes plunged a vhole genera-
tion into our present abyss? Devil of o lot of good it doecs us to
‘know that they werc selfless idecalists and completely dedicated to
a lofty mission, They ruined the world, they didl A plague tale
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them a1l and all like trem, and thrlce accursed be their names and
the mewory of uheml :

But there, we!ve become angry and 1ost our temper again] ‘As
everyono knows, this is a friendly discussion that should be conducte
ed vith cowrtliness, affability, dlupassion, critical independence
and a soft musical accompaniment, Right is right. In defense of
our unsecmly outburst, we have only this to say: »

To us, the Bolshevik Revolufion wasfthe great dividing line
between soclalism in theory and socialism in practise - it was not

+ . yet socialism, but tle end of socialism as mere thcory and the be-
‘ginning of socialism as living social practise, 1In the Paris Comew

mune, the .people ruled their own destinies for the first time in
history, but only for bten weeks, without support from France, vith=-
out support from Europe, without the strength, the time, the poss-
ibility of mustering such support; without clear consciousness, with-
out clecar leadership. It was the dawn, but a false dawn,

In the Russian Revolution, the pecople ruled for years, theo

socialist proletariat ruled with understanding of its status and its

role, vith & leadership such as no class in history ever equalled.
They proved -~ in a backward, tlrec-quarters ruined countryl - and
rroved it once for all, that the socialist prcletariat itself can
take power in its ovm name, hold pwer, and proceed to put the in-
herited chaos into socialist order. Beset by every conceivable foe,
handicapped by every conceivable di fficulty, they proved it beyond
anybody!s dreams, beyord what they were rcquired to prove, beyond
what a vorking class encircled and isclated in one backward land
could e expected to prow. They proved at long last that the prow-
letariat does not have to have a rmster to exploit and oppress it,
that there 1s no quality inherent in the proletariat that precludes
its taking povier for itsclf., They proved thnt in the dark mass for
which all rulers and their retainers have such lordly conternipt is
hidden deep and powerful springs of resourcefulness, idealism, passe
ion for TLoerty, capacity for brotherhood, enormous creative genius
which await only revolutionary relcase to inundate and fructlf” the
social 3011 corrupted by the ruls of man over man until it blooms
for a beaceful world, :

Thoa not only proved that this dark mass, once lighted up by
revolutionary fires, can gowrn itsclf, but they found once rore,
to an infinitely higher degree than the Paris Commune or the Rovolu-
tion of 1905 in "Russia, thaet natural state form vhich the working
class necds for its ovn rmile until there is no rule by anvone over
anyone -~ thce Commune-type of state, the Sovict-type of state, It
was there t0 b found, not becausc it had been invented and artifi-
cially 1Hnos°d upon thc people by somec doctrinary, but because it
developed noturally in theilr class strupggle first as a fighting
weapon end then also as the form of their rule, With this new and
highest form of democratic represcntative government, they passed
above and beyond bourgeols parlicmentarism just as surcly as parlia-
mentarism had in its time passed above and beyond monarchical rule
by divine right, And ceven after they succunmbed to powers beyend:
their str cpmth, the proof was not undone, for they succumbed hot be-
causc tic socialist moletariat hoad dared te takse pouver but becausé
the prolctariat 1n other countrics hod not dared.,



- 63 -

o

Practically every bourgecoils in the world rccognized wvhose reve j

oluticn it wes and who ruled Russia. Giillions of workers and c¢ole

enial slaves recognized it too. That is why revolutionary Russia i
(3] it % H

wos able to light the fires of freedom all over the world, That is

why 1t aroused rassions and hopcs, combattivity and confidence in {
millions and tens of millions viio vwrre never bLefere inspired. His- o
tory decs not know of oo ther event like i1t; this old world was H

never before shaken as it was by the triumph: in Russia,

It was our. revolution, It remains our revelution, our victor
T ’

and vindlcetion - even now) Even now when it has been killed, strang.

led by its imperialist cencirclers, deserted by.those who should have
been its sccialist comrades-in-arms, speared in the back hy its

Stalinist assassins, dragged in the mud by every backslider and faint-

heart, it i s our revelution, How casy and contemptidle it is %o
draw ncar the slain Achilles and kick his head now and spit on hiun,
Every craven, every desertcer, every dilletante can now track his
dirty hocts on to the iwpnrishablo pvage and relax his wretched bov-
els over it. That 1s cheap, it is populur in the most respectuble
quarters, it rcquires no courage,

The defense of the Russian Revolution moves along with the at-
‘tock on it in the same way and with the samc aim that the fight for
socialisy goes on by the side of the ficht against socialism, Rcad
all the "socialist" attasks on the Revelution that have been written

in recent timos, including Erber'!s, If thelr authors have the slight-

est avarencss of vhat is rothy invelved, they give no evidence of
it. Tno attock upon the Russian Revolution conducted nowadays by

the traditionally anti-socialist and anti-working class bourgeoisic
is not different in a single oszertlﬂT from what- it was beglnnlng
with 1917-19018, All that is new in it is the ammunition that Staline-

ism has provided it with. Othorvis the attack renmacins the sane,
It has & political meaning dotbernod by its class aim and the class
interests that prompt it, What does it boll down to? Ve have ine

dicatad that before: , : :

'Y ou worlters, whatever clsc you do, do not_toke state pover,
do not even think in such terms] ‘le have becen warnming you against
it since the days of lierx, In Russia, they didn't listen to us, and
look what happened. Lenin carricd through a Harxzian revelution, Ve
are even recady to admit that Leanin himself was 2 noble idealist, but
that didn't mocan wvery much, Once SUurtod on the road, the movencnt
had an iron logic of its own, Its incvitable outcome is the Sta]in-
ist stote tncy heve today, which oven the radical Trotskyists soy.is
an inferno for labor, Once you abelish private vrowcrty, once you
put- all cconomic power into tho hands of the state, we arc 211 done
for, you as well as we. Socialismm is o Utopia, Capitalisw is not
absolutely perfoct, but so long as we have free enterprise and dernio-
cracy, you can gzet as much out of it as we can, Go ahead with all
the reforms vou want %o . Ve will dlsagrece with you here and therc.
But lsarn from Russial! Do not think of revoluticnary soc 1u1lswl“

Thnt is the ohly volitical mccning of the "theoretical struggle'

to prove that Sta 1lnlst totalitarionism was the inevitablc outcome
of the ftussian Revolution, that Stalinism flowed "logically" fron
Leninism which the bourgzcisie understands perfectly to have boen
nothing but revolutionary Marxism, That "theoretical struggle' is

T
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purt and pwrcel - a very, very big part today - of the bourgeois
‘strugglce cgainst socialism and agoinst the working class, You have
to be o perrnianent resident of one of the remoter plancts not to see
this demonstrated 2 hundred times over in the daily ideological and
political life of our times,

then we defend the Russion Revolution, its great principles
ard its great achicverents, 1t i1s not becausc we are hopeless stick-
in-the-muds, ‘le are not idol-worshippers or iconoclasts in principle,
Ve are not troaditionalists or innovators in principle.' Ve do not

‘beligve thnt what is old is gold or what is new is truc. Our dcfonse

of that Rcvolutlon, even morc than our defense of its pioneer, the

-Paris Commune, is nothing but the coutinuation of our fight for the

socinlist emancipation of the people., And whoever docs not know
ought to lmow that the whole line of the bourgeois attnck on the Reve

olution is the continuastion of the contury-old fidht agoinst social-
ist liberty and part of the century-old fight against the working
class, :

"Come now, are you saying that any attack on the Russian Reve
olution or criticlism of it is reactionary, bourgcois, a blow to
socialisw and the working c¢lass? Isn't that dangerously closc to
the method of argument usod in the notorious Stalinist amalge ams?"

-Vle onticipatc the familiar question, Since that is not what we

srid, ve ore no clescr to the Stalinlst mothod than we ever worec,

Lenih submittod the Russian Revoltuion and its course to crit-
icisim; Trotsky had his criticism, during the grecat days and ldter in

“his llfO' Rosa Luyorburg eriticired it; we oursclves have a critieal

reovaluqtlon to moke, HMarx criticized the Paris Corrmune, but so also
did tihe British bourgeoisic. It all depends on what you are critic-
izinﬁ, what you arc attacking, how you criticize or atteclk it, on
vhat is yeur political point of dongrture, on what is your nolltlcal
conclusicn, We do not even dream of derying anyone the right to
criticize the Russian Rovolutitn or the labor movement in gencral,
Vle hope in tuwrn that we shall net be denled the right to criticize
the crities., .There 1s tho proletarian, the socialist or Marxist
criticism of the Russian Revolutlon- thore 1s the bourgcols critic-
isn of it, And thore is the 1nformcd1at criticism which renounces
or re joccts the struggle for sooLalian\flthout*yot adopting in full
the position of our class eneny, .
Erber's criticism, like those it is nat+orned on, docs not bo-
long in cither the first or thoe sccond cotegory It is "intermediate’
betwsen the tWosesebut not equidistant.from thcm. Read arx!s mcime
orial to the Paris Communc, It was net an uncritical culogy of
everything the €ormunards theught or did - far from it, Indecd 1t
was written by a man vho, a fow weoks beforé the cstablishment of
the Commune, regarded the idea a8 prcposterous] But every line
vibrated with a challenging defensc of the ‘revolution,

"orkingmen's Paris, with its Communce, will be forever ccle=-
brated os the glorious hoarbinger of o new society, .Its martyrs are
enshrincd in tho grect heart of the working class, Its cxtermina-
tors, history has 2lready nailed to that eternal pillory from whish
all the prayers of their priests will not avail to redecm them,"
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Read Rosa Luxemburg'!s criticism of the Polshevik Revelution
which she sct dowvn in 1918 in her froaguontary priscen notes, She did
i not drow bock from whet she felt she hid to say abeut the resime of
Lenin ond Trotsky. DBut she was blood-kin of liorx, she was a revol-
unticnlst to her fringer tips whoe never for & moment rclaxed the
struz7lce npoainst the cnemy for socialist froczdom, VWhat risht - pel-
itical, moral or any other - do tie backsliders and tired and rc-
tired radicals have toe pull into their camp the roqolutionist Vo
ended her critical notes with these clarion words

"ihot is in order is to distinguish the cosscntial from the

n=csacntinl, the kernel freom tihic accidental-excrescenscs in the

pOliGlOS of the BolshcoVikSeeselt is not o motter of this or that
secondory question of tactics, but of the copacity for action of the
preletarict, the strength te ncet, the will to power of sociaolisi as
such. In this, Lenin &nd Trotsiy and their fricnds vwerc the first
these Who ”“nt shcad as an examvle to the proletarint of the Worlidg
. they arc still the only oncs up tr now whe can cry with Hutten: VI
~ have d”fedi’

"Phis is the osscntiol and enduring in Bolshevik policy. 1In
this sensc theirs is the limortcl historicrl serviece of having marche-
cd 2% the head of the international proletariat with the concusst of
poelitical pover and the practical placing of the problem of the reale-
ization of socialisw, and cf having advanced micrhtily the scttlemncnt
of the score betwecn coplibtl rnd labor in the entire world, In ;
Russia the preblem could only be poscd. It could not be snlrcd in '
Russia, ﬁnd in this sense, the future everywhere belongs to 'Pol-
SbOVluH.“ .

ihere can you find so much as o lingering tracc of this spirit,
this attitude, this intellcctunl ?’iS, in 2ll of Erber's docurment,
vhich sniffles 2s though 1t had a porpe tuﬂl cold, which moans and
groans ond squoaks as though 1t cched in evory 301nt° Ne usc locke-
ing for it, It 1pn't there, His pelitical fever has burncd 1t out
of ; '

"still, abuse him 2ll you vwant, you ought to take up his views
objectively, oughtn't you? Just becousc he rojects Leninism and
Scheddemannism, does it follow that his views should not be glven a
hoquRé, cr that thoy should not be answercd - 1f you can ansver
thom?

<

wring and an Qe
ants

Yes, you ore right. He should be given a hear
cednt!t hove, ond why
\r

swer, which is vhy we printed his document who n
vie arc vriting this commentary. You are right, de rcader, Dubt do
not be ©Too surprised if Erbor's reojecticn of Lenin "ana" ocnoidomann
turns out to be of elcctrono-microscepic ilumportonce., As Horrls
Raphacl Cohen once said with a skepticisn we frankly shoare: "The
retion thot we can dismiss the vicws of 2all vrcovious thinkers surely
lonves no basis fer the hope that our own work will prove of ony
value to others,” ¥e shall soon sce whot value Erber!s work has,

&
G
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_ It is no great problem to attack the Belshevik Revolution to-
day., Duy any of a dozen such atthcks and you find all the row mot-
erials required by an eutcrprising ncrson., For a modest investment,
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you get two or three standard blueprints plus a wide range of parts
to choose from fcer the finished preoduct, You get: what Trotsky
said about Bolshevism bofore the revolution; vhat Luxemburg scaid
about Bolshevism after the revolution; what Lenin said about the
revelution before and after; a few loose frcts and figures about the
Constitucnt Pssenoly, n seloction of stories about Kronstads by any
number of people who weren't therc, authenticity guaranteed or your
rioney boel, plus & choicec of figures on how many stilors vere murd-
ered by Lenin or Trotsky or DzorzhlnsLJ (one, onc hundrecd, onc thou-
sand, ton thousand - whichcver looks better); a seloctidn of quota-
tions from Lenin end Trotsky about (1) dictatorship and (2) dewoc-
racy; o calendar showing that Stalin toeck power after Lenin died,
“proving with actual dotes thut Stolinism flowed from Leninismgy 4iff-
ercntly coclered bits of gossip, 2ll very spicy and rev“wllnﬁ, about
various Bolsheviks, certified bv o number of political Pee ing Toms;
labals marked "Cheke Lorror," "Soorot Police," '”wnnrcss1on of Soc-
lullSTo,' all lithographed in scarlet teo imitate bloodstains and

are children; an assortment of wiring, surlno, nails, screwvs,
ngtchs iclts, nuts and bolts, and a bottle of rubber cemont. All the
quotations nre casily pasted togcthor, for they core carcfully chopp-
-ed out of context ond cut down to cenvenient size., No special skill
or training is requircd; any child can follow the dircctions and as-
semble all sorts of articles from the kit, including o full series
for the NHow Leader which can be cxpanded, with the aid of o little
morc vork and ingnuity inte a full-length beck for a venturesove
publishcr.

Once you have this handy little kit (more claborate ones are
available if you want to invest in more of these sccond-hand beoks),
you can vrite a critique of the Bolshevik feveluticn as good as
Erbert's. e urge the reader te belicve that very little skill is
requircd for this sort of job, They will all come out looking about
the scie,

In the beginning, there was the Error, At the othor end ¢
the wocsgs of the vorld to&uy. The shortcst distance between tvo
points is 2 straight line, You draw 2 straight line betwecen the be-
ginning and the cnd, and you get & clecar and complcto understonding
nct only of the developnent of the Russion Revelution but of all
world politics for the past thirty yocars., It is a2 triumph for onc
of the clementary principles of gl.no geometry.

But where is the three-dirconsional reality of the country
knovwn s Russia in all this, with its class stroatifications ond
their rcciprocal rclations, with its cconcmlic and social situction
and the urgent nolitical and secial problems it poscd at a gilven
tinc, with its rclations to the rest of the capitelist world in which
it actually lived? Doesn't cxist, It is just a discrcte point on
the straisht linc,

tThere orc the classcs in Russia at the tine of thoe revolution
and oftervard, what wos their pesiticn, vhat were they thinking,
what were they doing, whot did they want? ‘Yore there othor politie-
al groupings in Russin, apart frow the Bolsheviks, and did they play
any rolc in the development of Bolshevik policy, in the developmend
of the Revolution? 1Yot important, Each class cnd cach party gets
no morc than onc discrcte point on the straight line,
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The sane question with regord to the classes and their strug-
glc outside of Rassin, the pelitical grouping carcelally the Soc-
inl-Democrntic parties, and their policics, and what cffect they all
had on the Brlsheviks and the Revelution,. gets trhe sare answer, Not
verthy of noto. A fer more discroto roints en the stroight line,

: Dut at loast the strnight line is made up of all thesc dise-
crcte points? .No sirl Got ncthing to deo with it! The line proe-
jeeted itsclf by & logic of its awn right out .of the he~rt and sub-
stonece of tle Error itsclf, just o s rundanc wickedncss cmanttes
frow oricginal sin, Erbor knmls a 11 there is to lznow about the in-
teraction between on2 foerceo, the cceonomic, antd another, the pelitic-
al, “hot abeout the intcracticn of Hio multit”de of occnomlc “nd pole
iticnl {'arcos which affectz2d the develepment of Belshovisim and the
Revolution? Not important., Vaste of thO. .Thereforc, not onc word
about 1% 1n his roexnminﬂtion" of the ﬁnvolutloa. Yihe t nbout
Trotsizg!s studics and anntlysis of the, coursce and the causcs of the
dOF”nhT”bLPn of thc Revolution, which Lrber 'mst surcly mve rcod
wh11, ho was still alive? Of no value., Doosn't rave to be rcfuted.
Docsntt ¢von have to be mentionod, Yaste of time, I'w working vith
ny kit :

L—j

"'nit & minute} Do you menn teo tell e thht Erber hosg writteon

a reovaluction of the Russisn Revoluition and Ut”lLHLSM\flthOHt docal-
ing th Trotskyts analysis, vhich hc himself shored for so many

yo qrs? Yes. "And he doesn't even montion 1t?"  Thot's right. "But
that ts utterly impossible, I canl!t bolieve youl" Then read Erber's
document for yoursclfl, dear friond, and don’t bo se dognotic about
vhot is impossible nowadays, We, mennwhile, will mocced to Erber!s
rcevaluation in seme detQ1l

Ve start with the three guotations in which Erber cxplains how
Belshevisw ruined fhe werld, The ruination boegan, in the theorctical
ficld, “”1th Lenin s revision of the treditional Morxist conccpu of
the reloticonship of damocraecy to sociclism in favor of the -ui~
derpcravic v;om of the party ruling on bchalf of tho mnsses, ond it
gnthered real womentum in the politicel field “once the Belsheoviks:
had disperscd the Constituent nsso%b]v end decidod to rule alonoe,”
Thatt!s plain enough and straightforwar@. Theret!s nothing muddlehecad-
cd about that; or morc accurately, nothing mere than usuall,

.

Yihat is the traditional Brpxisy conc“nt vhich Lenin, says Erber,
held to firmly up te 1917 and rovised in that year ond aftcrward?
e will repeat from Erber tho quototions wherein it is sot forthy

“If thern is onything that is certain, it is this, that our
p2 rty.ond the working class can only ceme te power under the form
of a doﬂrc ratic repuiblic. This is, wmt's merc, the specific form
for tue di Cthtﬂrublp of the prolotariat, as the great Frencli revelu-
tien has alroedy shown," '

Thot from Enmels, And thi's Trom Rosa Luxemburg:
"Deiocratic institutions - and this 1s of the arentest signif-
icance ~ have completely exhousted their function as n~ids in the
developiicnt of brougeois sociotV...'/e rmust cenclude that -the social-
ist movement is net bound to bourgeois demeocrrcy, but.that, on the
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_contrary, the fote of democracy is bound with the socialist novement,"

A —

And further from her Roform or Revolution?: "We wust conclude
from this thet democrccy does not ccquire grecter chonces of life in
the measure that the working class renounces the struggle for its
emancipation, but that, on the centrary, deornocracy acquires groater
chtnces of survival as the socinlist moverient becones SufflClOutly S
strong to struggle against the recactionary conscquences of vorld
pclitics ond the beourgeois descrtion of democracy, He who vould
strengthen democracy should want to strengthen and not wooken the
sociclist woverent. He who renounces the strug ﬂlo for scciallism
renounces both the labor movement and d mocracy

Thore is the concept that Lenin reviscd in theory and pract-
ise} As usual, Erber sinply does not may what it is he is quoting,.
He deozsnl!t know where 1t comcs from, what it rcefeors to, or how to
apply it, Lonin scaid SOﬂ“thing cgoinst bourgeceis democracy? Horcls
sonicthing by Luxewburg in favor ol denocracyd Fine quotation, Throw
it at Lonin with full forcel Lenin was against pﬁrllanontar1s19
Herel's something by Engels in fover of o doewmocratic republic, Vonder-
ful quotaticn, Throw that one, tool ILet us, however, be a bit
ftiore corcful,

The quotation from Engels is taken from his long-concecled
criticism of the draft of the Erfurt program of the German Social
Denmocracy in 1891, It is not dircctcd at sone over-radical oppon-
ent of porliamentarism, but at the oppertunists in the porty. In 2 a
letter to Kautsky cccompanying the criticism, Engels writes that he
"found an opportunity to let fly at the conﬁlll“tory oppertunism of
VorwHrts (the German porty organ) ond at the cheerful, pious, nerry
and frce lgrowth! of the filthy old mess 'into sociolist 3001cty.1"
This gives us & hint of vhat Engels would let fly today at Erber,
What occasirned Engels! reforcence to a demncratic republic? Perhaps
sorcone in the German party who wanted to disperse a Constituent Ase-
~serbly ond sot up a Soviet governrment? Quotations from our teanchers
do not decide p011tlc&l Qaestions for us; but if they are uscd, they
should Hbeo Uscd in context so that their real scnse and purpese is
conveyed, PEngels complained b;ttorly about '

. "the inrocds which Op?ﬁrtunl"” is making in 2 great section of
the Sociol-Dorperatic press. For foor of o revival of the (Bismarcke
ian Anti-)Socialist Law and frem recollection of all manner of pro-
nmature utterances which werc let fall during the reign of that Law,
the present legel position of the party in Gornany is now all of 2
sudden t0 be trestod as sufficient for the carrying cut of all the
demands of the rorty by peacceful meons, People tolk themsclves and
the party into the belief that 'tho prescont SOCthJ will grow into
soclialismt without asking thomsclves if for this it is not cqually
nccessary that society should grow out of its old sccial constitu-
tien and burst its old shell just as violently as the crab bursts
its old shell - as if in Germany socilety had 1nt in addition to
smash the fetters of the still u;uL“ﬂbSOl”tlSt and moreover indose
cribobdly confused pelitical order.es’

This alreedy gives us quite o different picture from the one
our muddlehcad wonts to draw for us} ‘Ye will net grow grodually inte
socinlisn, insists Eneels., The old shell will have to be burst, And



the opportunists are keepihg quiet sbout the meed to destroy An the
very first place the semi-absolutist political order, the Hohene
zollern monarchy, That is why he concludes that "our party ona the
vworking class can only come t0 power under the form of the democrat-
ic republic." Engels 1s simply posing the democratic republic in
opposition to monarchical semi-absolutisml UNot an inkling of this
from Ziber.

‘Jes the democratic republic synonymous, for Engels (and lerx),
wvith bourgeois democracy and parliauentarism? If that is the cone
cept Erber viants to cenvey, it is his righty 1f he wants to make
Tngels responsible for it, it is not his ripght. Engels, in his
Origin of the Family, calls the democratic republic the "highest
form of the state,’ 4ddding that "the last decisive struggle between
proletariat ard bourgeolsie can only be fought out under this state
form, In such a state, wealth exerts its power indirectly, but
all the more safely." In his letter to Bernstein on March 24, 1884,
Engels writes that: : ’

“The proletariat teo requires democratic forms for the seizure
of political power, but, lile-all political forms, these serve i%
as mpanseeecsfurther, it must not be forgotten that the logical form
of bourgeois domination s precisely the democratic republic, which
has only bescome too dangerous owing t¢ the development already ate
tained by the proletariat, but which, as France and America show, is
still possible as purely bourgecis rule,,.the democratic republic
alwvays remalns the last fam ef beurgeols domination, that in which
it is broken to pieces,"

It 1s under bourgeois democracy that we have the last form of
bourgeols domination, and under bourgeols democracy that the rule
of the hourgeoisie is breken %0 pleces. And that is precisely what
the Paris Commune almost suceeeded in demonstrating, and what the
Russian Commune did succeed in demonstrating to the full} Not, as
we shall sce, if the Russian Commune had followed the free advice
of the emlnent Marxist Erber, but because it followed the leader-
ship of Lenin,

~Does the shattering of bourgeols rule mean that the proletariat
dispenses with a democratic republic? Not at alll That follows on=
ly for parliamentary cretins who cannot absorb the ldea that there
can be any democratic republic other than the bourgeois democratic
republic and the bourgeols parliamentary system, The Paris Commune
was not a bourgeois state., Engels callec it a dictatorship of the
proletcriat, But the Paris Commune was a democratic republic neverw
theless, and a thousand times more democratic than the finost bour-
geols democracy!. The democratic republic is "the specific form for
the dictatorship of the proletariat, as the great French revolution
/The Paris Commune/ has already showm,"

Thot is precisely what the mreat Russian Revelution also showed,
The Russian Comrmune was not a bourgecols democracy, but a democrate
ic_republic, Neither in 1871 nor in 1917 did the revolutione-
ary proletariat, in establishing its ovn democratic republic, set
up a parliamentary state but a fonutne =ty of state, Engels calls
the Paris Commune a democratiC rcpublic in fu 1l kunowledge of the
fact that it was not a parliamentary regime, How does Erher eXe~
plain that? He doesn't, He gives no sign of realizing that there
is something here that merits explanation, In the fog with whish
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he has surrounded himself to match the state of his political mind,
democratic republic and bourgeois democracy become synonymous . and
inseparable, democracy and representative governwent become synony-
mous With parliamentarism and inseparable from it. He sees the
bourgeoils rerublic and parliamentarism as a tremendocus advance over
autocracy and despotisms of all kinds, he sees the great advantages
they oifer the working class. But he cannogt see beyond bourgeois
democracy and rarliamentarism to & vorkers republic which is neither
bourgeois nor parliamentary, -

Lenin devoted page after page of his classic, State and Revolu=-

tion, to showing = in our opinion ivrefutably - what Marx and Lne-

gels saw with their critical eye in the Paris Commune, what they

learned from it and vhat they tried to teach to the working-class
movement. It is sim vly 1nconcelvu019 that Erber is unacquainted
wvith vhat Lenin shows in these passages. That is precisely where
Lenin should be grabbed by the throat and exposed for having revised
the traditional Marxian concept. There is not a peep out of “rher
on this score, not a hint, not even a wink of the eye., Why? Be-
cause he's an honest critic, a scholarly thinker and an objective
one., Lenin guotes striking and 111um1nat1ng sections of Marxzls
study of the Commune: :

The Cormune vas to be 2 working, not 'a parliasmentary body,
executive and legislative at the same tine....Instecad of deciding
once in three or six years which meuber of the ruling class was to
represent the people in Parliament, universal suffrage was to serve
the pecople, constituted in Coymunes, as individual suffrage serves
every other employer in the searcih for workmen and manzgers of his
business."” :

A zood deal more can be and has been written about parliamen-
rism by Marxists, but to save yrur 1life coulé you conpress the
revelutionary criticism of parliamentorism inte so few vords as suce-
cinctly and unambiguously as Marx has dore here? You can arcue for
years on vhether Marx was right or not, but no debate is possible
en Where larx stood in this question} We will return to it later,

‘/hat Brber does not urnderstand (as you see, we are very polite)
is that Lenin onyosed purllwmentarlsm not becouse 1t was democratic
znd not becouse he was ‘for dictatoership," not in order to replace
democratic by anti -democratic institutions, but for contrary reasons,
"The vay out of porliocmentarism,® wrote Lenin, "is to be found, of
course, not in the abolition of the representotive institutions and
the elective princirles, but in the conversion of the representative
institutions from mere ttolking shops! into working bodies." On
vhat greunds did Lenin attack parlicmentarism? Because of its in-
feriority to despotism or becuuse of its inferiority - from the
vorking-cless polnt of viewr, of course - to the Zommune-type of
state?

iTake any pa rllamonuary country, from fmerica to Switzerland,
from Tronce to England, Norway and %o forth - the actual work of the
tstate?! there is done bohlnd the scenes and is carried out by the
departments, the offices and the staff, Porliament itself is given
up to talk for the specilal purpose of fooling the ‘'common pPDple.'“
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- The real government wachine of the bouvpeois~-democratic state
is the locust horde cf bourgeols and bourgeois-minded bureaucrats,
greviing s in nuwiber, powser, arrosance arnd contemnt for the masses
every year, Even en kmericanized Mg g gt ought %o xnow this by
now, JLf the #merican pvecple as a vhole do neot know it better than
the penple of other countries, they are being forced to learn fast,

. Ever an fmericanized "Marxist" ought to know - that is, ourhb
still to know vhat he once knew and taught others - that of all the
bourgeois (lemocracies, tle American is the most reactionary and

the. fenss resyonsive tec the will of th.e masses, No other bourgeois
democracy has a rolitical system so Cunxlnﬂly calculated to tlurart
the will of the people: with 1its statels riehts, its division into

a bicaueral legislative body, its enormously burecauc ratized erecu-
tive with unprecedented powsers, its appointed Judiclary with law-
making and lay-bre aldng powers, its outrageously. undemocratic SyS=
tem for amending the bOEStltUuiﬂn, its broken-field system of
electing Congressmen every two years, Presidents every four and
Senators every six, with its boss-patronage political machine

wviiich parallels and mocks the lesal rovnrnment machinery from top

to bottom - to mentiorn only a few of the traditidnal end fondéamental
charactzristics of our bourgeois dGMOuPaCY. Ihe mess proposes;

the bur¢aucracy aisposes, The mass is allowed te vote once a yoar
and to "petition” the government et all times. The rest of She

time, it has nothing to do with running the government, with the
adoption of tho Llaws of She land, and even 1lass to do with carrving
them out. The porliament talks; it adopts the laws; the execuulve,
the locust~lorde of the bureaucracy, carries them out in its own
fashion., +hat is in the very naturc of pérllamentarism. And that

is why the Paris Comrune end the Soviet systert marked such an enor- |
mous advance in genuine demnocrscy. In the Paris Comrmune, Lenin !
noted,

. iRenresentative institutions remain, but parliamentarism as a |
special PU“*PM as a division of labor between the lesgislative and
the crecutive nctions, as a privileged pesition for the denutles,
no lonmer. @fk,E:L tithout representative 1not1uutlons, we cannot
1m-(th (erios racy , no+ even preletarian demoecracy; bHut we can and
cmust thiuk of democracy without parliamentarisnm, ir criticism of
bOJ””FFlS scclety 1s rnot mere crmpty words for us, 1ff the desire to
overtiipow the rule of the bourceoilsie 1is our serious and sincere
"desire, ant not a mere telection cry! for catching vorkingmen's
vebes, as it is with the llenshevils and S.R.!'s, the Scheidemanns,
the Lesiens, fthe Sembats and the VYVanderveldes," o ‘

Mhis was written by Lenin in the micddle of 1917, before +the
Soviets tock nover, while the Bolshoeviks were calling for the con-
vocation of the GConstituent A4ssembly vitich the bourpgecoisie and
the liensheviks and the S,R.'s and all the later champions of the
Assgerdly viore sabotaping with all the strength end tricks at their
commend, 41t was not written after thre Bolsheviks dispersed; the
Essembl-s “1d in order to pive a ‘theoretical cover" tc thelr actiond
It was written in breoad daylichi, for everyone to see, and no
political’ pnrson had vhs ileht Uc misundergtand vhat the Bolsheviks
stood for,
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So far as Luxemburg is concerned, arain Erber just doesn't un-
-derstand vhet he reads and so imp"uﬁently or inanpropriately cquotes.
Lyxemburg is attacking the Bernstelnltes, the revisionists, the op-
portunists, the very ones whose pathetic iceas Erber has already
swallowved hook and line and 1s preparing to swallow sinker too. If

any criticism is to be made of buxemburg'" formulation, 1t is that

it tends to be a little absolute. 3But that does not conc~rn us at *
‘this time, #As a general statement of the Harxist view it is une
assailabls, It does not in the least speak acainst Lenin or the
Russian Revolution; it speaks azainst the muddlehead} "ile nmust
conclude that the socilalist movenient 1s not bound to bourgeois demno=-
cracy, out that, on the contrary, the fate of democracy is bound
‘with uhG socialist movement,"

Luxemburg is a Marxist. She distinguishes be tvieen bourgeois
deriocracy and ...democracy. She is saying nothing more than this
(it is a2 good deall): The victory of socialism does not depend upon
the preservation of bourgeois democracy; genuine democracy depends
upon the victory of socialism, upon utrengthening the socialist
movement , upon. the independence and militancy of the proletariat,
upon the unrelenting struggle for the socialist goal, on no oompro-
mise with boureccois noli+1ﬂs "He who renounces the struggle for
socialism renounces both the labor movement end dénou“ acye"

Does Irber understand Nhom Dosa Luxomburp is speaking of here?

Of the men who, decades later, was to attack the Bolsheviks for
establishing a workers' state 1notead of a bourgeois democracy, for
exprovriating the Russian bourgeeoisie and taking scclalist measures
instead of maintaining capitallst economic relations., That man'ts
name? Erbeor will flnd it on his birth certificate, | You mean Lpe-

\

i

er?" e de, "The same Erber vho just quobted Luxembure?"  The
same . But Lrber could not have a*taoked the Bolsheviks that way;
it's impo sible; I don't belicve you." You will, as soocn as ve

have quotecd from Frber, #gain, do not be so dog matlc about vhat
is possible nowadays and what is impossible,

ile ave not finished with the question of Lenint's "revision®
of the llarxzist thecry. Ve will not even attemnt to finish with this
‘theorctical and historical question in these pages. The reader is
referred to the reverding study, s¢ neglected in our disorganized
and suncrficlal times, of at least three basic documents without
which & serious discussion of the question is impossible: ILeninls
State and Revolution, Karl Kautskyl!s reply to Lenin, and the indis-
pensable sequel by Lenin, The Prolntarian Revolution and Kautsky the
Renegadc . If we return to tho quostion, it Will be in connection
with the nolitical reality of the Constituent #4ssombly and the
struggle for the Soviet povicr.

"The Bolshoviks," writes Trber, "rose to power in the Rucssian
Revolution on democratic slogans:  'Down with the Kerensky Dictator-
shipl Only the Scviet Power Will Convere the Constituent “ssemblyl! .
Howrever, after the Bolsheviks dissolved the Constitucnt “~ssembly,
democratic slogans bnacame a weapon of their sociaelist opnonents,
while they trled to give the relationship of democracy to socialism
a2 rew intcrpretation: UNot throush political democracy, but through
its overthrow would socialism he acinileved, ran the new Bolshevik
doctrine., Democracy vas considered the fortress of the bourgecisie,
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dictatorship the weapon of the wmrking class, Democratic processes

. and 1nst1tutions were described as bourgeols weapons to blind the

masses. . _ d

t is: doubtful 1f the editor of a libex ~al weekly would sink to

such political vulgarity or such studleo stupidity - it is hard to

say which, There is no doubt that the ‘editor of some cheap bourgeois
rag could rise to it without any difficulty. It pos1tlvelv stinks
with the odor of the unscrupulous and illiterate bourgeoxs Jour al-
ist.,

Lenin, Erber explained to us, first revised the Marxian concept

on democracy and socld isnm in the carly and middle parts of 1917.

In its place, he adopted the "anti-demacratic view of the party rul-
ing on behalf of the masses," But, continues. Srperls explanation,
efter adopting the anti-democratic view Lenin still put forward
democr ‘tic and not anti-democratic slomans. Why? Was there a
"eultural lag" in Lenin's mind? No, democratic slogans were the
only ores by which the Bolsheviks could rise to power, A supreme-
ly clever trickl For, once in pover by exploiting the democratic
sentimernts of the masses, the Bolsheviks,dropped their mask and

‘'showed in practise vwhat their revision of Marxism really meant, It

meant the destruction of political democracy and the establishment
of dictatorship., Democracy was denounced as bourgeois, so were
democratic institutions ard processes; and "democratic slogans be-
care a-wveapon of their socialist Opponents. A clever trlok wihich
shows what the Bolsheviks really were, and, you will agree, a ‘trick
so despicable that it makes Er)er'° delica+e nose twitch and curl.

*You may have your own opinion on how clever the Bolshevik trick
was, but only one opinion is possible about Erber's trick - it is
not clever at all, Perhaps we are doing him an injustice in speak=-
ing of nis "trick." Ve humbly and quickly apologize. Instead we
will do him such justice as nobody can challenge: His head is
drenched to saper-saturatlon with the petty-bourgeois mode of
thought and expression,

Because the .-Bolsheviks attacked bourseois democracy as bourgeois
(S e eniuniy Rastia i bniadiaviedy

‘and defended proletarian democracy as a thousand times more democrat-

ic, it follows, like apricots from acorns, that the Bolsheviks vere
against democracy, Because the Bolsheviks attacked bourge01s repre-
sentative institutions and the bourzeois democratic process -&s
bourgeoilg, it follows, like an oak tree from an apricot pit, that
they vere asainst democratic representative imstitutions and pro=:
cesses, Because the Bolsheviks attacked the twisted, subverted,
formal political democracy that exists under bourgeois rule, under
the ovnership of the means of prcduction and exchange by an exploit-
ing minority which gives it the oover eof life and death over the
masses§ Dbecause they supported the Soviet system of government as
owe which pgives the masses real control and power - it follows, 1liké
Erber follows Marx, that they were for destroying political libertye

The poor fellow 51mplv camnot think in any but bourgeois terms,
His' mind is tightly boxed in by trem. Proletarian democracy, soviet
democracy, is a blank space to him; he cannot see 1t, " The minute
you are opposed to bourgeois demooracy, not from the standp01nt of
despotism or Fascism, but in the name o a Soviet democracy, you are
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. in for It so far as Erber is concerned. He cannot forgive you., It
is clear to him that opposition to Bourgeois democracy is opposition
to democracy - full stop. That!s the only kind of democracy there
is. No other democracy is possible, and don't try to fecol him, The
minute you are opposed to parliamentary representation, it doesn't
mat ter ._hat you are for - Erber knows you are against representative
government , democratic institutions and processes, and political
democracy Iin general. And don't try to confuse him wvith a lot of
talk abhout classes and class antagonisms, because you'!ll be wasting
your time too.,.

Let us see just what it was that the Bolsheviks did do, and

" “.what happened with the ’de"locratic slogans /Which/ became the veapon

of their- so cl alist opponentse’

: Tho key to the first door of the mystification is given in the
sec’ond part of the sentence abcve, How is it that "democratle slo-
gans" became the weepon of the Mensheviks ard Social-evolutionists
only after the Bolshevik Revolution? It was certainly a poverful
veapon oefore Noverber 7, 1917, These slozans were certainly popu-
lar with the masses of the workers and peasants, LIn fact, they
were So powerful and popular that the Golsheva.ks wvere 'tble to rlse
to power with thelr aid, as Erber rnotes How is it that the "so-
cialist opnonents” dn.dn't use this weapon agalnst the Bolsheviks
before they came to pover, In order to prevent them from coming to
power and bringing our whole world to its present dismay? ‘eren't
they in an exceptionally favorable position toc raise these slogans
and to carry them out in political 1life? They were chiefs of Keren-
sky's Provisional Government end at the same time they were the
chiefs of the Viorkers! and Soldiers! and Peasants! 8Boviets., They
enjoyed, for months after the overturn of Czarism, the undeviating
and enthusiastic support of the masses., They had all the political
povier anc support that anyone vould need to de anything he wanted to,
certainly so rar as raising democratic slogans and carrying them out
is concemed, '

Now that our memory is rei‘reohea by Wr”mr, we too seem t0 rew-
call that they didn'!t do anything of the kind, lhoy refused to con-
vene the Constituent #ssembly, They refused to give the Finns,
Ukrainians and ot her peoples yoked by Uzarism their national inde-
perdence, They sunpressed the reasants vho tried to throw off the
“landlords and take the land., *hey persisted in carrying on the
Czarts impericlist war which had blhd and sickened and tired the
pecple, They did nothing of consequence against the bourgeolsie
which vas sabo‘fam.n"r and cri- >)pling the economy, “lmy did nothing of
conseguance . to crush the counterrevolutionary monarchist nests in
‘the country. But they did ~hat they could to crush the Bolsheviks,
their press and the ir freedom of action,.

Strange, isn't it! ihat inhibited these unterrified democrats?
Viere they 1uwod awvay from the llarxist concept of the relation be-
tween democr'lcy and socialism by Lenints revision of it? That vas
‘not quite the case, as we remember. Or did Brber fail to reach
them in time with a copy of Engels! letter to Conrad Schmidt (if
not in full, then 1in selected excerpts) plus hls own thecry on how
the statc. can aaapt it self to the economic moverent and fulfill,
not a class, but a "social" function? That explanation, too, \uh_LlB
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interesting, dors not seem Lo e adeq-a‘o., Cr maybe the Bolshevilks
or the vorkers and reasanis tromsselves, rroritited sheose "socialist
5

orronotts”, from becomirg . cianricrs of Aomoqr cy? Tragt, too, 1s

worth. con31dor1ng, but obv104sly not for lnrg.

”ke 300131Ls*,0rrorprts dld r.ot. fﬂru‘:Por"démoo atic slogans

‘and”’ doﬁocracy wronithey were in'She b@st rosition to fight for ‘kem.

YWry? ” Begause to fight consistently and militantly fcr democracy
srder corditions’ of bre starprest conflict tetween tke classes,

thiet 1s, under conditions of revolution, reqguired a break with pure-
and—si“mle'rarliampntary metrods ard mhdﬂs of tkoxgnt a break .
wity the bourgecis democrats ancd bcurgeoeis democracy.. Because such
a flﬂkt recuired, for the realiza¥ion or its objectives, the instal-
Tefion . of the Wor zing~class sfatp Cover end lpd 1n9xorabll to this
state povier :

s

_l:'Theje_is the herto well-kert secrot of the failure of the
sociallst. oprone nus and the success of une Rolsteviks, which we
are at 1ast oompellod to male public uncer Prberts ruthless prese—

sure. ‘ o

- . ."Come now, you are Jjoking., Erber knows this fsecret? and he
gven rentions it in one sentence,' e are JOkth or:ly a listle bit,

“Erber kmows tle secret like a village Jourralist: knows the Rosetta

store, He can take a picturc of it, he can describe its dimensions,
he carn even copy Lie lrltlnh, but he hasn't thke erotest notion of
wkat it meang. Erber "krows'! the secret, but he has no idea of
what it rcans, although that requlres none of the abstruse and eso-

teric sV111 of an Fgyrtologist. He writes: .-

;”anlnst the Menshevik policr of sdbordlnatlng the ai ims of the
Revoluticn to the imperialist program of the bourgeoisie, Lenin ad-
vanted the policy of subordirating the Hevolu tlon to the full or-
nax1ﬂum_soq1allst rrogram of the hrolpt“rlat.

f

ThA ke doesn't know what he?! talklno about in descrloln
Lenrn?d policy, -is clear to anyonre who las rond what Lenin advocated
and did in 1917. But h#is igne-ance on this score has no special
distingtion since it is no greater than his general ignorance. (tho
rart is rever greater than the vhole, 'w _Wera taught in school).

In ony. case, 1t belongs to another discdssion.,.What re says about
thes Mensbevik policy, nowever, has thie dlstlnvulsnlng merlt of be-~
ing o feét, and shovs that ke hos some notion of tre secret.,

‘Now, if we adopt tne daring hypothesis fhat a polloy of subor-
dinating tre Russian Hevolution to the rrogram of ‘theé bourgeols =~
its xhﬂorlqlis+ rrogram, r.o less} ~ was not qulte the right thing
to do, ~hat, in the opirnion of the ‘iise One, yiag the nLght rolicy
for” M“rx1 ts - to pursue? On this question, we can c¢all on lerx him-
self fov o sugmestion, Scared to death of being - dero uncea as liarx-
wor&rlphers, we hasten to say tlat liarx!s wopds do not se*tle“
the problems of tle Russian Revolutlon. " But. they do help to 'set-
tle" them and, nt the very least, they show how Marx (rot Lenin the

‘revisionist, but Marx t;e harx1st) wOuldﬁh e aprro“ched tle so

L 4

probl@ﬁ%. SR

‘Marx is writing about the bourgeois-democratic revolution in
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Germany, In his famous and all-too-little ~-knovm Address to the
Communist League in 1850. VYe do not ask Erber to read it, because
it is much too simple, crude and static for him to understand, and
we have no desire to overtax the facilities at his disposal. But
the reader is asked to read our very long excerpt with the patient
and revarding attentlon it merits, bearing in wmind, as he reads it,
what actually happened in Russia, vhat the Bolsheviks actually said
and did in Russia, and what the bourgeois democracy ard the 'so-
cialist opponents" actually said and did in Russia, .

"As heretofore, so in this struggle the mass of the petty .
bourgecisie will maintain as long as possible an attitude of
termporizing, irresolution and 1nact1VLty, and then as soon as
the victory 1ls decided take it in charge, summon the workers
to be peaceful and return to work in order to avert so-called
excesses, and so cut off the proletariat from the fruits of the
victory., It does not lie in the power of the workers to prevent
the petty-bourgeois democrats from doing this, but it does lie
in their power to render thelr ascendancy over the armed prole-
tariat difficult, and to dictate to them such terms that the
rule of the bourgeols democrats shall bear within it from the
beginning the germ of its destruction, and its displacement later

by the rule of the proletariat become ccnsiderably easler, Above
all things, dwing the conflict and right after the battle, the
workers must to the fullest extent possible work against the
bourgeols measures of pacification, and compel the democrats to
~carry into action their present terroristic phrases, They must
york to prevent the immediate revolutionary excitement from be=~
ing promptly suppressed after the victory. They mst keep it
going as long as possible. F{ar from setting themselves against
so~0alled excesses, oxamples of popular revenge against hated
indivi duals or public buildings with only hateful memories at-
tached to them, they must not only tolerate these examples butb
take im hand their very leadership. During the struggle and
after the struggle the workers must at every opportunity put’
forth teir own demands alongside those of the bourgeois demo-
crats, They must demand puarantees for the workers the moment
tho democratic citizens set about taking over the government,
They must 1f nccessary extort these guarantees, and in gencral
see to it that the new rulers pledge themselves to every conceive
able comcession and promise -~ the surest way to compromisc them,
Is general they must restrain in every way to the cxtent of
their power the Jjubilation and enthusiasm for the new order
which follows_every victorious street battle, by & calm and cold=-
blooded conception of the s tuation and by an open distrust of
the new govermment. Side by side with the new official govern-
rents, they must simultaneously set up their own revolutionary
workers! governments, whethor in the form of municipal committees,
municipal councils or workers' clubs or workers! comuittees, so
that the bourgeols democratic governments not only immediately
lose the support of the workers, but find thansclves from the
very beginning supervised and threatened by authorities behind
which stand the whole mass of the workecrs, In a word: from the
first moment of victory our disturst must no longor be directed
against the vanquished reactionary party, but against our pre-
vicus alllecs, against the partv which seeks to exploit the common
victory for itself alone,

<«



"2, But in order tc be able energetically and threateningly
to oppose this ¢ arty, vinose . betrayal of the workers will begin
with the first hour of -victory, the workers ruist be armed and
orzanized, The arming of tle vhole proleteriat with mgskets,
rifles, camon and ammunition mmst be carried out at once,"and
the revival .of the old bourgeois militia, directed against the
workers, resisted. lhere this camot be effected, the vorlors
st endeavor to organize themselves 1ndependently as a prole~
tarion eruard with chiefs and a general staff elected by theil-

. selves and put themselves under orders not of ‘the .state but of
tYe revolutionary munlclpal councils established by the vorkers.,
*here workers are employed in-state serviee, they mist arm ang
orsanize in a scparate corps or as a part of the proletarlﬂn
guard -with the chiefs elected by thhmqelves. Arms and munie-
“tlpons:must not be given up under any pretext; every ot stemphk at

- disarmament rust I1f recessary be thwqrted by force. DLestruction
of the influence of the bourgeois democrats upon the workers,
~dimmedi2te independent and ammed organization of the workers,
-creation of the most difficult and compromising possible condi-
tions for the momentarily unaveidable rule of the bourpgeols
democracy - these are the main points which the proletariat, and
~cons~huent1y the League, mus t have in ningd during and after the
coming uprlslng.' :

This utterly amuZ1np docunent « Lmuzinn for the compactness

and uneguivocalness of 1ts summary of harx!s views on the bourzeoise
democratic state and Dbourgeols democracy, on the role and tactics
of the proletariat in the bourgecis-democratic revolutlon, and
. amazing for its almost unconny word-for-word anticipation of 'the
course of the Bolsheviks in the “evolution - deserves reading in
full, dowvm to the last line in which the Gérman workers are told
that "Theilr battle cry must bes: - the Permanent Revolutioni"

. (If we may be permitted a "personal note," we add.the incl-
dental infermation that it is to be found complete in a ¢compllaw~
tion of larx's most important writings.made by Max’ ‘Bastman in 1932,
which we helped to assemble, tronslote and edite. In his 1nuroduc-
_tion, Bastman, referring to Marx!s £ddress of 1850, says that "it
will perhaps more than anything else written’ by Marx convey o full
sens of the degree in which he as thé author and creator of all
the essential. outllnes of what we call, 'Bolshevism?,” Right, a
rundred times over and over again} Lestman's advantdge over Edber
"lay in his lknowledge, understanding and abtempt at cons istency,
'”hen,‘uheﬂeforo, “he PepUﬁl”ted ‘the Russian-Revolution and. Bolshew
vism, he also repudlated Marx and  the - fight- for- socialism, ...I{ was
a trinrph for logic and ~hat he called “the Anglo,ﬁaxon mlnd.”)

Let us jump from Marx in Geruwany in 18>O to Lenin in Russi
in 1917s ‘The ‘ilse One writes:.

"The Kerensky regime had done its utiiost to block its further
agvance by frustrating the effarts of the masses to end the war
end divide the lamd. The regime sought to stretch out its undemo-
cratic adthority as long as possible by repeatedly postponing the
© elections of Constltuent Aesevmly. If the ‘révolution was to &d=-
© vance, Kprensky had to igo.  Only the Bolshevik party was cble %o
- show the way to the teemlng, creatlve, democratic Soviets of 1917,



The revolution broke through the 1mpasse 2rd orered a road toward
a solution of the land ard peace questions Fayr from carrying out
a coup d'Etat, as their opponents charged, thp Bolskeviks rode to
powexr on the crest of an upsurge that sounnt to realize the long-
promised objectives of larnd and recce,"

2

e are beginning to get an idea of vhat the Marxist policy
should have been, and it's not bad as a starter, "If the revoluw-
tion vcs to advance, Kerensky had to go." Right is right., But
Kerenslty alone? Really, now, would that have been fair?  Should
Kerensity have been made the scaﬁeoont for the "Kerenskj replme,'
that 1is ibr the Kerensky government? What about the "socinlist
aorponcnts ~ the Mensheviks erd S.R.s - who made tre existence of
the regime possible, who were part and parcel of 1t, who were fully
co-res Uons*ble vith Kerensky in trying to "stretch out" the "une-
democrrtic azthority" of the regime "os long as possible," in doing
"its utmost to block" the advance of the revolution "by frustrat-
ing the efforts of tre masses to end the war and divide the land?"
Wrhat gives them immunity and not Kerensky? ‘hatever our opinion
may be, we know the opinion of the Russian workers and peasants:
the whole kit and caboodle had to rol Their place had to be taken

. by = virite it down againl - "the teeming, creative, democratic So-
viets of 1917." Led by whom7 By Lenin ﬂnd lrotsky, because -
write this down, tool - "only tke Bolshevik party was able to show
the way" to the Soviets, Only the Bolsheviks,

That way was the seizure of power by the workers! and poasants?
Soviets, which proceeded to give the land to the peasants, control
of the factories to the workers, peace to the whole country, and
to usher in the greatest victory for the sociallst working class
in all 4its history,

But vhaot about the Constituent “ssembly - didn't the Bolsheviks
demand that it be convened arg then, after tricking the workers in-
to giving them power on the basis of thls democratic slogan,
aldn‘t these same BolsheV1ko disperse the Assembly when it did con-

_ vene? This brings us to Erber's secord pOntlflC“l bull against

" .the Bolsheviks, the second Error which brought about the subsequent
thirty-years' horror. #nd for a second time, “rber is counulng on
the possibility that his reader's ignoronce is greater than his own,

The Bolsheviks along with the Left Social-Revolutionists,

" .did indeed disperse the Constltuent' ssembly, But this meons that
they refused tc_di sperse or dissolve the revolutionory vworkers!
and poasants! Soviet government in fsvoL of a counterrevolUtionggx
cnd unrepresentotive pearlicment o T ct's the first point and the

mein . uoLil

vhat was the revolutioncry Soviet pover? It was "far fromess
e coup dl!Ttat," it was the triumphont revolution of the "teeming,
creative, democratic Soviets" which "broke throush the imposse gnd
opened @& road toword a solution of the land and peace questions,”
This inpesse was broken through asainst the OppOSltlon and resiste-
ance not only of Kornilov and Kerensky, but above 211l of the lien-
steviks ard 3.R,s, The workers and the pensants, in their demccrat-
ic Soviets, repudicted the two' old partie s and the ir leadershir.
They Sumed to the leadership of the left wing of the S.Re.8 and
above 2ll the leodership of Leninl's party, because - we ore still
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queting from the Vise One - "erly the Bolghevik porty wes able to

show the way.," That wey wis lined with the slogo Iy, wos 1t rnot, of
"All Power to the Sovietsl"

hat was the Constituent #ssembily that finally convened in
1918, aft~r the Soviet revolutior? It wns a faint ond belated
echo of an outlived arnd ‘irrevocable yrolitical situation. It wros
l~ss representative rnd less denocratic thon tne Kerensky rezine
Led been during most of its short life, During most of its existw
ence, the Kerensky regime was surported by the bulk of the workers,
soldiers, and reasants vho were aemocrwtlo 11y orpgonized in their
Soviets, It wos supported by the llernshevik and S.R. rarties and
party le~derships which, at that time, dominated the Ooviets, had
theéir confidence ord supprort, ~ond represented (more or less) the
actucl stoge of political development and thinking of the masses
at the time, Given the chorge ir the political development ond
thinking of the musses, this regime had te go, scoys the YWise ond
Stern Ore . ' :

Dut vhat did the Constituernt Sssembly represent vhen it final-
ly cave together, desnite the months of Kerenskyite, lienshevik
and S,.R. “hotnge9 It was elected on the basis of O(fllVPd rarty
lists, It was elocted by o work ing clnss ord rensontry thob -
politically speakirg - no larger ex1qted. The S.R. party, which
held chout half the seats, had already srlit in two. But while
the officicl rarty, controlled by the right wing, held most of
these scots, the new left-wing S.R, rarty which was collaborating
with the Bolsteviks in the Soviet power ard which olready had or
wos rapidly saining the support cf the great majority of the peo
sants, held very few of fhe S.R, scots, The official S.R. list
nad been voted by the pecsarnts before the tremendous revolutionary
shift hed taken ploce in their ranks. The official S.R. pecsant

supportors no lonncr exis ted in mnything like the same number that
krd, ocarlier, cast their vote for the party list, uabstunthlLy
tre socme thing held true for the llenshevik greup in the hssemhly,
wiich rerresented thie votes of workers who had since turned coin-
pletely acainst the Menshleviks and given thieir allegiance to the
partics of the Soviet Power, the Bolsheviks or the Left S.R.s.
The cowposltion of the hssembly,_on trh.e day it met, no longer core
responded even opproximntely to the political division in the
country, The sentimemts and aspirotions of the masses had changed
rudlc...llv since the porty lists for the fssembly vvere first ﬂknnl
up cul ofter the voting hod-soken place, By its-composition, ve
repent, the #ssembly wns less repreosentntive thon the Kerensky - |

govmy nont in its heyday.
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s not surprising, then, trat the Uonstituent Assembly
tumed oubt- to be o .counterrevolutionary porlicwent.  The Bolsheviks
Mnd the Left S.R.s called upon the norties. of the “ssembly to recoge

rize the Soviet Power, The ilens ﬂOVlkb and’ rickt <7irg S.R.s, to

soy noshing of the bourseois Kadets, refused. Undors*ﬂnd blyl

They hod opposed th e democratic slozans wvhich brougnt aboub the
PGVOluulQn. '—hev hid hrought the 'eVOlution.P“ﬂinst the moncrchy
to an impasse. They resisted tooth and . nail the attempts to epen
2 rotd tarard a solution of the 1lmd and peace qafstlons. They
hind opvosed the slogan of "All Fower to - the "Soviets}" Their lead-
ership hod been vepudiqted and overturned by the "teeming, creative,
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democrotlc Soviets" which turned to the Bolsheviks as the "only"
ones able to show the way. They had "subordinated the aims of
the Revolution to the imperialist program of the bourgeoisie,"
They capped this not very glorious, not very socialist, not very
democratic record by presenting a little ame ndment to the Soviet
Power, namely, that it give up power mnd all claim to power, ond
take its orders henceforward from them! They asked the revolution
to renounce itself, dig l1ts own grave, jump into it and cover it
self with earth hallowed by bourgeoils democracy. From its very
beginning, the Constituent #ssembly declared war upon the Sovieb
Powere,

Erber, the democrat, is merciless. in his criticism of the
Bolsheviks for dispersing the counterrevolutionary Assembly. But
nowhere does he even indicate that what was involved was the do-
mend by the #ssembly to disperse and dissolve tle revolutionary
Soviet Government ins talled by the “teeming, creative, democratle
Soviets of 1917"!{ ZErber is for the Soviets so long as they con-
fine themselves to teeming, but not if they exerclze their demo~
cratlic rights and mission to create a proletarian, socialist power,
‘What Is the dif ference between the Russian Assenbly, which he acw-
cepts, and the German Scheidemann whom, he says, he rejects? On-
ly thls:; Scheidemann succeeded in crushing the German Soviets
am the Assembly failed to crush tho Russian Soviets - that's all.

It may be asked: "Even if 1t 1s granted that this Assembly
was unrcpresentative, why didn't the Bolsheviks call for new
elections which would have made possible the convocation of a
pqulsmant corresponding democratically to the political division
in the country?"

The Bolsheviks preferred the Soviet (Commne-type) form of
government to the parliementary form from the standpolnt of the
working class and democracy and as the only state form under which
the transition to socialism could be achieved. The Bolsheviks
did not invent the Soviets, they did not create them., The Soviet
developed spontaneously among the masses and, without asking wny-
body‘s pproval, -became organs for the defense of the demands of
the masses and organs of power, The wisdom and superiority of
te Bolsheviks consisted in undcrstanding the full meaning and so-
ciol potentiality of these democratic organs which they themselves
did not fabricate artificially but which they found at hand as o
natural product of the revolution., Among the Bolsheviks, it was
Lenin who understood them best, His views were not concealed,
hidden in his pocket to be brought out only after the masses had
been tricked into giving the Bolsheviks state power. Immediately
upon his returmn to Russia, Lenin saw that the Soviets were already
a state power, a unique power, dual to the official state power
and in immenent conflict with it. “Elmost the first words he vrote
on the subject (Pravda, April 22, 1917) were these:

"Tt is a power entirely different from that generally to be
Zotaed in the parliamentary bourgcois-~-democratic republics of
the usual type still prevailing in the advenced countries of
Burope and America, +this circumstance is often forgotten,
often not reflected on, yet it is the crux of the matter, This
powier is of exactly the same $ypc as the FParis Commune of 1871,
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“he furndamortnrl chap~cturisties of this type nre: 1) tro
sourco'of row r is not o 1w proviocusly discussed and cracted
by phrlicment, but the dircet initictive of the masses fron
holov, in thelr Jlocalitics -~ outright 'usurpation,! to usc a
curront eXpression; 2) the dirccet nrming of the whols pronle
in place of the policec and the crny, which cre institutions
gmpopated from tho-poeple and ornposed to the peorle; order
in’ the sttt urder such a power 1s mawntained by the amocd
viorkoers and peasonts themsslves, by the ormed oonhlo its»lf;

3) officinls and burciucribs arc cither replaced by the ciroct
1 le of the peorle itsclf or at lcast rloced under spocin
controil; thev rnot only brocoms clscted officinls, but are ale
S0 gubJ«ct te rocall at the iivst domand of tre pecple; tioy
cre roduceed to Tho positlon of simple agonts; frem a privi-
locd strotum occurying 'posts! r&munfrﬂtod on a high-bour-cois

scale, theor boeone workcrs of o special br*nch, rfmuncr.tod
ot 2 n'Thrv not ¢xececding tho ordinﬂrb rey of a competent
' w/oL km:- . _

"Phis, and this alongc, constitubtes the cssenhce-of the Prris
Co rmune as Q'spooific type of stnto," K S

Lenin prized tho wOlet tvrpe of stote, from the very besinn-

irg of tho revolution, for its °“pvrinr~t" from the stondpoing of

the workers ard of genuine democraey “is view on the Constituent

Bgsarhly, fJPtHOP‘OPO i1s meost concisely ond olrﬂrlv 83 3t forth in th
Tirst two of his thcsoq on the subjocts

i, LIho domar.d for the convocetion of a Constitucnt L330Mb e
ly was a perfoetly legitimrtc part of the program of rovolu-
Clonry SOPlﬂl-D“WOCP”Cy borowge in o ho Jrﬂﬂois republic a
Constitucn ssembly roproscnts tle highost form of d moeyrney
mnc been usc, in settirg up o parlicmnt, the Imnorialist ro-
public vhich wns ncaded by Kerensky wos yro pArlnp to falee tho
clectilons® and vieclate des ocracy in a numbor of MLVQ.

"2, ¥hile demending thoe convoccotion of n Cnnstituont 8w
secmbly, rovoluticrnsry Social Denmocracy hos ever since the be-
rinning .of the revelution of 1217 rfr‘ftedlv oriphnosized that
o republic of Sovicts is & hicher form of dfnocp:cy thon the
meunl bougeoils republic with o Constituont Asacrbly

Lenin wrote his vicws cbout the Sovicts, and repeatedly stated
’ D
that “Humonity has not yot ovolved and vic &0 not-as yot know of a
tyre of sovornment supcrior to ond-bottor thon the Sovicts of
vorkers?t, Agriculturnl boborers!, Pecsents! and Soldicrs! Depu-
tiecs,” not after tho. Soviets hrd rallicd to the support of his
C—— ) o ., PR A . .y -
rarty, put from tho very stort, in April, vhken the Scviots vere
ovorvhiclmingly under tha ’"OG:Sth and control of tha Mensheovilks

“2hd S.R.s, with tho Belshoviks as o smnll minority amene then,

Lenin vurotc his views on the Sovicts nand the Constituent “oscombly,

on the Comrmunc-type of stnte md the parelirnontary tyne of sto tO
for the entirc pelitical yrublic to sco md read, - A”vonﬁ able to

urndersuvond - an Jt‘unC in rOl tlc wasgablo~t03under tﬂnd Lonin,

Once the Sov1ot poxor d b o ostn bllqhed mith he dcceislve
support of the masscs of worknrs end peasants, tho Constitucnt As=



sembly could not represent anvthlng more than a throwback to bour=
geois democracy, a throwback in the course of which the new So-
viet power would have to be crushed, as it was crudied later on

in Germany, Bavarla Augstria aml Hungary. To have tried to

bring into life a good" bourgeois parliament when life had al-
ready made a reality of a far more democratic form of government
established by the masses themselves and en joying the ir support
and confidence, would have meant a victory for reaction, That in
the first place,

In the second place, we do not hesitate to say that, abstracte
ly, a second and a thlrd or fourth attempt to establish a more o
democratic parliament, could not be ruled cut as impossible, or
unnecessary, or contrary to the interests of the working class =
abstractly, Similarly, you canot rule out a decision by the
revolutionists thomselves, under certain circumstances, to dissolve
Scviets that came into existence under dif ferent circumstances.
The Soviets may be too weak to take supreme power in a country
but strong enough to prevent the bourgeoisie ari the petty~bour
geois’ parties from consolidating thelr power on a reactionary
© basisy the bourgeoisie may be too weak to crush the Soviets but
strong enough to hold on to i1ts rule, The revolutionists or the
Soviets may nct enjoy sufficient propular support; the bourgeolsie
ma) hesitate before a civil war in which everything is at stake,
Deciaive sectlons of the pecple mey believe insistently in the
rossiblility of finding a sclution in. a more democratic parliamentar
syateil and at the same time refuse to allow the new proletorian
deuczracy to be destroyed. History knows all sorts of combinations
of circumstances and is very fertile in creating new combinations.
low long it would be possible for revolutionary Soviets (a semiw
state ) to exist side by side with an uncertain bourgeols parliament
(another semi-state) under any and all conceivable circumstances,
cannot be ansvered categorically eor in advance. All we nred to say
is this: thewve are historical laws of revelution, we know these
laws, andc we also know that there have been and will probably con-
tinue to be excertions to these laws,

However, 1t 1s not this abstract question that is e ing dis-

cussed, important though it is in its own right, Wi/e are not say-
ing that in every socialist revolution, regardless of the country,
the period, tlie economic and political conditions in which it

d~velops, Soviets will arise; or 1f they do that they will develorx
just the way they did in Russia, that the workers' organs will come
into eitdistence -in head-on conflict with the bourgeoils parliamentar;
systan, that these workers! organs will have to disperse or dis-
solve the parliament in the same way that we saw in Russia, that
the bourgeolsie will have to be overturmed by violence, that the
ousted bourgeoisie 1s abhsolutely certain tec resist with armed
force, that a civil war is absolutely inevitable. It is conceivabl
that the rise of the socialist prolgtarlat is so swift, mighty and
irresistible; that the ecornomy is in such a state of disorder and
the oourg60181e in such a demoralized, depressed and hopeless
state, that it dscides to throw in its hand without a rgal fight,
It 1s conceivable that under such or similar circumstances the
classical bourgeols parliament can be so drastically revised from
within 1ts own organs that it becomes transformed inte something
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radically different. A1l laws, including historical laws, have
their exceptions. But again, that is not what we "are discussing
here, .2 are discussing what actually happened in the Ruscian
Revolution, ’ :

‘nd vhat actually happened, that is, the way the social and
political forces actually meshed and drew apart and clasher in
ragsla during the revolution, shows that the ;Bolsheviks acted as
revolutlonary sccialists in the struggle around the Constituent
Asgeubly and not like political science vrofessors drawing dia-
grams on a hisghschool blackboard, -

Hpich brings us to the third place - the political reality,
Once the Soviets took power, the counterrevelution instantly
adopted the clogan of the Constituent Assemtly even before the
Cornstituent actually convened, The %trus rerresentatives of the
classes regarded neither the Soviets nor the Constituent Assembly
as abstractions. For the reacticn as well as for the petby-
bourgeois democracy (each from its own standcoint), the Constitu-
ent “sserbly becpme the rallying ery, the banner, the instrument
for the struggle to overthrow the Soviet Power of the workers'
and peasants, whilch also reant te overthrow all the achievements

‘obtained by this power and expected from it., The conflict between

"Soviet" and "Assembly" on the bhlackboard is one tking. In the
Russia of 1917-1918, it was a violent ard irreconcilable conflict
between the classes. In Lrber's document, it nred hardly be added,
the class struggle does not exist, Or if it does, why, it can

~easily be straightened out by men of pcod will, The Assewbly de-

monded the capitulation of the Scviets; 1t could not exist withe-
cut such a capiltulation, Hen of grod will were of little use in
this conflict, A civil war broke out, and as the German phrase
has 1t, the weapon of criticiswu gave way-to the criticism of
weapons.

The civil war that followed 1s clearly the fault of the Bolshe=
viks, Of that, tkere is no doubt in Erver's mind. It's notorious-
ly true, tool If the Bolsheviks had not taken power, there would
have been no need for a civil var to crush theml Even before the
Bolsheviks took power, as a matter of fact, if the Soviets (we
mean, of course, the teeming, democrati¢ Soviets) had not existed
at all, there might not even have been a Kornilovist-monarchlist
plot te drown them in a bloodbath, Indeed, we may even state it
more eherallys If vorksrs were not so insistent and militant in
trying to impose their modest domends on obstinate and reactionary.
emcloyers, the latter would find no nced of subsidizing thugs and
fascists to beat ard shoot workkers, You can hear that philesophy
expoanded in any highschool (third term), from a thousand pulrits
and “en thousanrd ewspape r ragess L1 labor gets unrszasonable in
its derands and doesn't know its preper place, well then, vwe don't
like 1t, you know, but if that happens, Pascism Just 1s inevitable.
Yessirreel It's notoriously tmie. It is also true that if you
stop breathing altogether, rnot cven your worst enemy will dream of
strangling you.

O, wait a minute! TFrbeér-is not defending the bgurpgeolsie
and the reactiont Hels really radical, and he doesn t care wmuch
about what 1s done to the bourgeolsie. «hat upsets him is that
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the Polsheviks took power aml dispersed the Assembly in opposition
to the workers, Do you see now?  Listen to this little suneer,
lifted right out of the literature of the profesd onal anti-
Bolshevik (and the professional anti-unionist, we might add):

"As for the masses who constituted the Soviets, Lenin
held that they would be won to the idea in time. It was for the
vanguard to act ard explain later, Those of the workers who re-
fused to accept this concept of the dictatorship of the proletar-
iat had to be handled firmly, for treir own good,."

Our little animal is a vicious one, isn!'t he? Lenin was for

" iposing his dictatorship upon the ma~ges arml explaining to them

‘later. #And if they didn 't go along, why, shoot the rabble down -
for thelr own goodl He turned out pretty bad, this Lenin,
Fights for months with democcratie slogans; fools everyboedy, in-
cluding the democratic Soviets which brought him to power on the
crest of their upsurge ard without a coup d'Ztat on his part, and
then, a very few weeks later, the mask is off] He acts for their
own r00d; he shoots them for their own good, Therels an authen-
.tic portrait of Lenin for you, an unretouched photograph of him]

“hat 1is the proof for this insolent charge? One proof 1s the
- famous “demonstration" of January 18, 1918, organized by the re-
actionary City Duma of Petrograd against the Soviet Power and for
the Constituent #ssembly. The "demonstration” was dispersed by
Red Guards. To show the magnitude of this Bolshevik atrocity,
Erber quotes an article by Maxim Gorky, "whose honesty as a re-
porter of the events can be accepted." ile hear Gorky burning
with indignation at the charge that this was a bourgeols demon-
stration and denouncing the Bolsheviks far encouraging "the sol-
diers and Red Guards /Fo/ snatch the revolutionary banners from
the hands of the workers."

Gorky'!s honesty, guaranteed by Erber personally, mekes him a
gooéd reporter of events] Gorky was, to be sure, an honest man
and a socialist, ¥Hut on revolutionary problems, he -had no more
qualification than the next man, except perhaps that he was warmly
sentimental, almost always confused in the political conflicts
of the Marxian movement, and a bitter enemy of the Polshevik Heva-
olut ion for a long time, above all, at the time it occurred, If
Frber picks him out as his reporter of events, it 1is a clsar case
of like calling untc like. ZErber is attracted by Gorky's impres-
sionism and by his confusion, which he likes to think is no creat-
er than his own muddleheadness,

v Iou read Ervber's lurid arotation from Gorky, and your ming's

eye conjures up the image of “cheidemann, Yoske and Ebcrt rowing
down the Yermn workers with sachine guns. “rber has his countries,
partics and men mixed up a little. 'ho was involved in this huge
demonstration which, if you follow Erber, you might think was ter-
minated with workers dead and dying by the thousands? Threc €ays
before Gorky's anguished article, his own paper, Novaia Zhizn, re-
ported the demonstration as follows:  "About 11:30 some two hundred
men bearing a flag with the words, 'All Power to the Constituent
Assembly,! came across the Liteiny Bridge." There is the imposing
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number of the FPetrecgrad population that followed the clarion call
of the beurgeoisie, the benshevilkks and the S.R.s t0 proclaim the
sovereign rights of the Constituent Assembly which they had so
successRilly sebotaged for six months., One hundred plus one
hundred, making a grand total of two nundred men, all good and
“truel - : : ' -

The other prpof is this: "Gorky is quite correct in asking
what the bourgecisie had to cheer about in the convocation of a
Cohstituent #ssembly in which the bourgeoils party, the Kadets,
held only fifteen seats out of 520, and in vhich the extrewme right
‘Social “ovolutlonarles, who hqd been identified with Kerensky,
were thoroughly discredited,"

Je will cven try to explain te this inntcent vhat tlig boure
mecisie had to cheer sbout, A Constituent with only 15 Kadets out
of 520 scats and a majority for the S,R.s, even right-wing S.Rk.s,
would glve the bourgeoisie very little teo cheer about, if this
Constitucnt were proclaimirg its sovereignty against the Czaplst
Duma, The same Constituert, howev:r, in pPOCldlmlng 1ts scvcrcigne
ty azainst the revolutlonary power nf the democratic Sovicts of
the verkers and peasants, would give the bourgeolsic, inside Hussia
and all over the world, plenty to cheer obout, And it did cheer
abouc it1t  How explain that mystery? Ang now 33 iplain a few
othor mysteries?

Botween them, the right -wing S,R.s and the lensheviks had the
me jerity of tho scats in the Constituent. Since it was an cvere
so=domocratic Constituent, this must have meant that the two pare
ties weie supported by the majority of the population, The Con-
.8titucent is disyersed by the Bolsheviks, vho do not have the masses
but vho et fer them and explain later, and who sheet them dowm
for telr own good. So far, so good, The outraged S.R.s and
Mensheviks return to the outraged masses, with the declaration,
as omnec of them put it, that "The Constituent A:sembly alone 1s
capable of uniting all rarts of Russia to put an end to the civil
war vhich 1is SpOGdlng up.the ecenomnic ruin of the country, and
to solve 4 1 essential questions raised by the revolution," The
rmasscs vant democracy and the solution of all these sssential ques-
tirns. The bYensheviks and S.R.s promise to solve them, In fact,
Trber tells us, they are now rcally for peace and for land to the
pcasants, ‘hat,is more, the rolcs arc roversed on the mather of
democracy. The Bolsheviks are for the despobic dictatorshin owvep
tke masses and "domocratlc slozans bocame a weapon 'of their so-

alist onnoncnts.

o are in 1918. The Bolshcvik power 1s estdblished in only a
very tiny pert of Russia and consolidated in none. The antle
Bolsheviks have political control in a multitude of localities -
the prceat ma jority - and they even have considerablc armed forces
at their disposal, The Bolsheviks do not have what Stalin, for
exannle, has today: a huge, ti-htly-knit pelitical machine, hordes
of privilcged buvoauoruts, a tremendous aray, an all-pervading and
terrifying G.P,U., and the like, They cannet simply dispose of
their opponents by force or terror, as Stalin does, It is still a
fair.gnd scuare polltlcal fight, w1th tho big odds still apporcent-
ly in favor of the socxulist Opponents who now have democratic
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slogans as thelr weapons and the democratic Constituent Assem.bly,
in the flesh, as their banner,

The unexplained mystery, hidden to Erber behind seven of his
own fogs, 1s this: How accounmt for the fact that the "socialist
opponents" get nowhere with their "democratic slogans" and their
Constituent #“ssembly? ren!'t they the parties of the workers and
pcasants, as proved by the majority they registered at the oPening
of the Constituent? Aren't they now armed to the toes with "demo-
ccratic slogans" which, only a day ago, were 8o vastly popular
with the masses that the cunning Bolsheviks won power with their
aid? Thorny questions, aren't they? But Erber is not going to
get any thorns in his fingers if he can help it. Solution? He
leaves the questions strictly alone,

That's a solution for him, but it does not answer the questions,
The answer gives us the second key to the wystification: The ’
bourgeoisie had everything to checr about in the convocation of
tre Constituent Assembly ~ everything, It could not expect to
restore its power in its own name in the Russia of 1917-1918, But
- 1t could hope to restore it behind the stalking horse of bourgeoils
" democracy, the Constituent Assembly and its Menshevik«S.,R. cham=
pions., Shall we look into this point for a minute?

Here, for example, we have the report of the U,S, Consul
Dewitt Poole to the American Ambassador in Russia, written in
Petrograd exactly one week after the final session of the Constia
tuent, He 1is reporting on his visit five weeks earlier,to Ros-
tow=on~Don "to irnvestigate the question of the establishment of an
American Consulste in that city." During his visit, Mr. Pools
meets with notorlious monarchist and Cossack counterrevolutionists
like General Kaledin, General Alexeyev and others connected with
Gereral Kornilov, The anti-Bolshevik united front is being formed
into a "Council" in the Southeast of Russia immediately after
the Soviet Power 1is established and before the Constltuent cven
assembles, Let us read, and with profit, every one of the lines
that we have rcom to quote from Mr, Poole!s report:

"Negotiations are in progress for the admission to the
Counclil of three representatlive Social Democrats, namely,
Chaikovsky, Kuskova and Plekhanov; and twc Social Revolu-
tionaries, namely, #rgunov and Potresov, .

"On the conservative side the Council, as now constituted,
includes, besides the three generals (Alexeyev, Kornilov and
Kaledin), Mr, Milyukov; Prince Gregory Trubetskoy; Professor
Struve; Mr, fedorov, representing the banking and other large
commercial interests of Moscow; two other Kadets or national-
ist patriots yet to be chosen; Mr. Bogayevsky, the vice
ataman of the Den Cossacks; and Mr. Paramonov, a rich Cossacke.
The Council will undoubtedly undergoe changes in personnel,
but a framework of an equal number of conservatives and radil-
cals, not counting the three generals, appears to have been
adopted,

“In pursuance of the agreement with Mr. Savinkov, & pro=
clamation to the Russian people has been drafted,s..lt refers
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to the suprrcssion of the Constituent #ssembly and asks for

the supprort of the peornle in defending that institution, It

is sound on tnc subisct ‘of the centinnance of the war., The
rroclgqutlon will be issued in the nawme of the league, unsigned,
hrcause it is fv“nkly admitted that it has not yet been
nossible to obtaln the names of ‘rersons who, it is thought,
vould be thcpouvhly accoptable to the pocnlﬂ at large,"

Isntt every linec of our wonderful Mr, Foole covered with
mother-of=-roarl, osven though he never, ve surpose, rcad Tngels!
letter to Conr_d Scehmidt? vha+t dia the bOJP'eoiSLO have to chocer
about in the convocation of the Constituent “£scenbly? Gorky didn't
know, Iirber doesn't knew yete. Palec modrsty prevents us from
sayinz ve 'know,. But Uenerals Aleieyev, fMornilov and Kaledin -
they lmow, Prince Trubetskoy - lolmows, Gospcdin Fedorov, “ropre-
senting the borking and other commercial intarcsts of Moscow” -

Le knows, Gesradin Paramonov, o Cessack who happens alse tn be
rich -~ ho knows. Alas, cevery cone of them has passed from our
midst to enjoy tho roevard of the nious; not one of them is ~live
today te tell Lrber vhat he Knovs. And that's o double prity,
bacruse the rreelantion of the Council weos so "sound on the sub-
jact of the continusnce of the var'! - whick is anothcer subject
that is cf .inteorcst to Frber, ’

Gcneral Dernlkin issued a proclamation on Jennary 9, 1918,
bofors the hideous -Bolsheviks dispersed the fssembly, proclaiming
ths ains of his "Volunbteor Lrmy,"

"he new army will defend the civil liberties in ordsr %o
enable the master of ths lussian land - th* ?uqua* reorle - to
express through thelr ele otnd Constituent “ssewbly thelr soverelson
will, &L closses, parties, and ~roups of the population rust ac-
cept that will., The army and thosc taking part in its formation
vvill atsolutely submit to the lezal power appeinted by the Consti-
tuent cucombly,.” :

This Czarist General did not have much luck clther, He vias
eady to "absolutely submit' tc the Constituent, but he couldnl't
find anyone olse vwho panted to follov kis inspiring democreatic
lcad, “Thae voluntecr wovement," he wrote later in his souvenlrs,
"did not bccome a nntional movoﬂont....Au its vwry incertioness

the' nroy acaulired o distinet clams cliaracter, Frber stould be
comunslled by low - democratically onforccd - to rcad this. There

crs elaosses In scciety and their Intrrests are irrcconcilablos.
Anove oll in rove lutioncry times, oll proups, movements and ine-
stltut*OLs cacquire o distinct closs charrcter,” So distinet thod
a VYzorist gousral finally sces it, Dut not Erber,

Hops is arother Czarist General, horn11ov, and here arc five
instructive points from his prosrar o i ”ﬂc* nary, 1918:

‘- ° . ° N
"(3) To reostablish frocdom of industry and commerce nnd
"o nbholish nationolization of nrivatc Tinancial entorprises,

%“(4) To rocestablish private proporty. .

1(5) To recshbablish the Russian Army on the basis of strict
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military discipline, The army shrould
be formed on a volunteer basis,..without cormittees, comnis-
soers, or elective officersSeses

- "(8) The Constituent “ssembly dissolved by the Bolshevilks
should be restored,e¢es

"(9) The government established by Yeneral Kornilov is
responsible only to the Constituent “ssembly....The Constitu-
ent #ssembly, as the only soverelgn of the Russian land, will
determine the furdamental laws of the Russian constitution ond
will give final form tec the organization of the state,"

It!s o double pity that Koonilev joined his ancestors in the
unsuccessiul attack on Yekaterinodar 2 few weeks later, so that he
coan't explain “hat the bourzeolsie hod to chmer about, either,

laybe we can find & hint from the other pnladin of the Consti-
tuent, “eneral Alexeyev, who is 2lso armed to the teeth with
"democrotic slogans' (after the Bolsheviks take power but not, we
regret te note, before], plus 100,000,000 rubles appropriated for
his demecratic efforts by the no loss democratic govsrnment of
Fronce, In & perplexed ond gloomy letter to the Chief of the French
Mission in Kiev, the Yeneral writcs in febrwry, 1918: '
"The Cossack re-iments coming from the frort are in =2 state
of complete moral diss lutien. Bolshevik ideas have found o
zroat many followers among the Cossacks, with the result thdt
they refuse te fight even in deicrsc of their own territory,
(lexcyev means, of course, that these stupid Cossack regi-

" rnients refuse to fight for the French bonks,) They are firwmly
convineed that Bolshevism 1s dirccted solely agninst the weala-
thy classes,...ond not against the region 2s a2 vhole, where
there is order, bread, coal, iron and eoil,"

.¢ have found the hintl In the eyes of the masses, even of
the politlically backward ond privileged Cossacks, the Constituent
Lsscmibly, thofizht for it, the mon and groups lcading that fiaht,
reprcsent not democracy but the wealthy classes, the restorotion-
ists, tlc recaction, and at best, the compromiscrs and cenfusionistse
In the cyes of the massecs, the éolsheviks and the Soviets reprcesent
the fight for frcedom and the assurancce that it can be wone They
reproscnt the movement “directed solely egainst the wealthy closses,”

Thet is vwhy The Mensheviks and S.R.s, with 2ll their votes,
and with 211 their "democratic sloeans'" ond their Constituent ls=-
sembly, ncvor and nowhere inspired the masses, never ond nowhcre ro-
cruited them to the boamner of strugsle te overturn the Soviot Pover,
ond succcceded orly in bringing the most shameful discredit upon
themselves, +hat is why the anti-~democratic' Bolsheviks consoli-
deted the Soviet Power ampng the dowocratic masses in spite of odds
nlmost without historical parallel, The "thcoretical dispute' waos
decided freely by the messes, docided in strusgle.

< L] . *

Yo for 2s moin lines arc concorncd, could the Bolshevi-s have
follovicd some othcr course, Erbcr has an alternative to sugscst,
He vwrites:




"It is one of the unquestioned myths of our movement, that
the Solsheviks, once they were in _power, had no“~other alterna-
tive but the coursec thoy‘bursucd :

“hat did that coursc they ;ctuully tocok lead to? Erber lmovs,
They Toolcd the masses inbto putting them into power. They shot
dovn "o“lﬂrs...for their own geod, They shot dovm socinlists,..
for their own zood. They rofused to dissolve the Sovict Power and,
to mointain themsclves, they torrorized cveryone olse. A torrible
busincss, token all in all. But therc was once another myth cbout
the Bolsheviks, and this 1s how it was once described:

“Fer from the historical mth forged in tno rccent past by
the anti-Bolshovik ‘'morclizcers,! the Bolsheviks did not take
povior with any wickodly conceived plans for iron dictotorship
and terror. itness their naive geonerosity towaerd armed
countcrrevo lutionarics in the first months, the so-callsd
Yhoncymoon! prnriod, of tho Soviet povier. The morals of a
rcvolutionary class ara the morals of an arny in combat, 1ts
oy code of conduct is hound to bo ”Ondltlﬂnbl by the sort of
en cnemy it faces and the condltions under which it fishts, It
is vory nalve - end most dnng.rous - to baelicve that the ro-
volutionary forces will ploce adherconce to a pre-conccived
code of conduct avove the neccd of sirvival in battle when con--
fronted with those altornatives,"”

ot bad., Vho wrote 1t? Waturally, Erbor, in one of his long
scries of documents, Just a few yu"r 220 . hfaingu vhom did he
write it? Beninst those who are "very n“ive end nost dangcrous,”
that is, az2inst ruddleheads,. Against whom, then? 4grinst himself,
in anticipation, But is 1t such & bad thing to dluDCl historical
myths? WNo, it is an cxcellent thing, Any wyth you dispel is o
step in humoen prozress. Only, 1t holps if you know how to distin-
guish wwth from rcality.

Mow, whaot was the good, derocratic, soclalist, practicel nl-
tern~tiv: course that the Bolsheviks could have pursued if they
hadn't roviscd Marx ond disporscd sho Constitucnt? Before wo quote
furthor from Wrber, wo must halt for o solomn moment. The reador
would bc well adviscd to wake his peace with his Makor, for he is
ahout to die laughing. He can sove himscelf from this fate only by
deciding to rcad ne further, Yo, hovever, whe' like o good Joke
as well ns the next nan, can take tho chance. Instoad of dispors-
ing the Aasembly, the Bolshavik course should have been -- pross
dovm nhord on you ur sidocs novw --

"L govornment that weas rasponsible te the Constitucnt 8=
scuily, sither an S R. FOVL cmment or 2 ceolition of the

verkor end ponsant parties (Rolshovik., Honshevik, Left $.R, and

Ri-ht S.R. r@rltbs)....lt would have expericncod ritny intcorn-

ol criscs and way hava feund 1t nccessary te refor the dilsputoers

to the people in the form of nov cloctions. However, such o

severnmont weuld hove hiad o rsmuach ”1d3r bnse than the Bolshevik

ropine ond the victory over the Uzarist and bourgooils countor-
rovolution would have been far casicr, duicker and less costly.

Dy Jupiter, this is no commonplace genius we-Have horcl J/hat
dazzling audacity and swecp of thought, hamrerlock grip of logic,

K
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boulder-crushing simpliclty, graceful persuasiveness of argument,
blade~edge keenness of concept, arnxiseus ly-ccncealed medestyl This
is no smrll triamph. For thirty years now, and longer, men ond
~women of 2ll faiths arnd estotes have ripped their brains to shreds
trying to find the answer to the questicn of how the bloecdy cone-
flict of the parties of the Russian Revelution, and the conscquences
of this conflict, could have been averted. It 1s the story of

"The Purloined Letter" a1l over again, but cn what o world-shaning
scale} The ansver was there all the time, right in frcnt of us.
But 1like the purloined letter, to perceive it took the combination
of genius and simpleness whick distinguishes the Auguste Dupin
from the «endarne on t.e street, How avert the conflict of the

- rarties and its conseaquences? By stopping the conflict] By unite
Ing the parties) Bw forning a coalition!  Vhere? In the Consti-
tuent iLsserbly, the Temple of the Ffoith ond Fountain of All Bless-
Ingsse

How simple thot would have been, had anycne been gifted enough
to thirk of it in 1917-1918} TJust teke, 03 the first two ingredi-
ents for the co-lition - the Mensheviks and the Bolsheviks ~ and
mix themn together thoroughly. The bdensheviks, Erber told us, had
the "policy of subordinating the aims of the revolution to the im-
perinlist program of the bourgeoisie.," Lenin "cdvanced the policy
of subonrdinoting the revolution to the full or uwaximum socialist
progra: of the proletariat,." After all, is that so much of a con-
flict in policy as te prevent men of good taste and good will from
getting together? After 211, don't you have to be proctical in
politics? &fter all, when therels o difference of opinien you can't
go iting o mon's head off. You compromise on o little point here
and a little one there. You toke o little, you give o little,

A1l you necded, then, was for the iensheviks to give a little to
the “"soclalist program of the preletariat," and for the Bolsheviks
to give a little to the "imperinlist program of the bourgcoisic,”
That would be the lesst any reasonable porson could do in 2ll fair-
ness to both classoes,

Naturally, such 2 coalition ‘would have expericenced many inter-

nal crisca," If net manv, then at least a fow. Erber is o states-
men of the new day, and such things do not throw him into unseculy
panic, & wey can alveys be found by men of geod will, If, for

examplc, the first question on the agenda of the wonderful coalition,
with its "much wider base," was what to do with the Sovist Power,
that could eosily be disposed of. The loushkeviks and S.R.s ncke a
motion to dissolve the Soviet PYower, The Bolsheviks and, lct us
say, the Left S.R.s oppose tre wotion., There is a fair and squore
discugsslon, two speakers on either side, with eguel time for cll,
and thon - the domocratic vote. It 1s carefully counted by two
impartial tellers. The majority of the coalition cabinet has voted
for the wmotion. The Soviet Power 1s dlssolved, so 1ls the Red Guard,
Tho revolution 1s buried in 2 simple but dignificd coskete The
Bolsheoviks, democernts to the morrow of their bones, shrug their
shouldors, "Guess we lost that one," they soy with perfect good
humor, “‘hat's the next point on the agenda?" The first little
intcrnal crisis of the cealition, and just see how ensily it was
overconiel All we ncoded was men of good will, 2 scnse of humor,

and 2 thorough knowlcdse of Engcls! lotter to Conrad Schmidt with
glossory notes by Frber,
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'ell,and good, the Grand Coalition is formed. The’ MensheV1ks
de not Aemand as the nprice for coTlaboratlng with the Bolsheviks
that Lenin and Trotsky be kicked out summarily (as they:did demand).
Tre Left S.R.s promise that if trere is a disagreement over simme
ing a peace treaty with the Germans, they will not rush into the
streats with rifles to overthrow the Bolsheviks or the ccalition
as a vhole (as they did dc). The Right S.R,s also swallow them-
selves whole and agrec to the coa11+ion if the ngiets are Supe-

pressed, 4t last, the coalition is here., Now, what, asks Erber,

"would heve been the nature of the state that would have emerged
under such a regime, and what would have been its social basis?®
Teo this he answers: R

"In its essentials it would have been what Lenin had in
mind for Russia until February, 1917, under the formula of a
ldemocratic dictatorship of the prolefarlat and peasantry!;

a state which would have cleansed Russia of the vestiges of
Pfeudalism and curbed the pow:r of the big bourgeoisie through
the nationalization of monopolies and trusto, while leaving
private enterprise and the market undisturbed. The pavtiCLpa-
tlon of the workers in economic life through collective bar-
gaining and measures of vorkers! control of production would
have been far more extensive and democratic urder such a rew-
zime, despite capiltalist economnmic relqtlons, th.an was the case
ofter a year of Bolshovik ruless..”

It is hard to bring ourselves to discuss the merits of this’
mouldy plece of Scheldemanristie counterrevolution at any lensth,

‘It sho’s such & Wilfal lgnorance of the sccial structure and the

class relations in Ruesia {(we insist, wilful igrorance, because ve
know that Lrber once knew somethinz about them), that 1t has no
claim at 2ll on a detailed reply,

One of the unique features of Russian social ard polltlcal life

" lay procisely in the inseparability of the landlords and capitalists

It is precisely this feature of Russia that brought Marxists 11ke
Lenin, !rotsky, Luxemburg, Mehrlng end (the pre-war) Kautsky on one
common side, apainst the Mersheviks on the other side. The rcal
Marxists all agreed on at least this much: The coning bourapois-
democratic revolu ion in Russia cannot be carried out under the
leadership of the bourgeoisie because the real class and economic
relations in Russla prevent it from conduﬂtlng a struggle azainst
the feudallst lendlords with whom they are either identicol or in-
separably identificd in a hundred socid and eccnomic ways, - The
democrotlec revolution can be carried out in Russia only under the

leaderslilp of the proletariat. Up to that point - agreement,

The disagreem@rts be can only after that point, and it is after
that roint that 1 rotsky daveloped his now familiar theory of the
permanent revolution, Trotsky hus demonstrated - which 1s of cours:
the recson for Erler's prudent silerce on this score - that whabe
ever Lenin'!s formula may honve bem before the revolution, the actuas
coursc of events forced © hewuorkcrs, supported by the peasants, to

take power, He has demonstrated in numerous writings that nobody

has successfully chalienged, that once in power, the vorking class
and the Bolshevi'rs, who had not advanced the policy of the ifall or
moximum soclalist progrom of e proletariat" (as Evber ignorantly
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or maliclously states), found themselves compelled to pass over
to the "maximum program" in order to carry out the program of the
democratic revolution. What compelled them? Among other things,
and not least of all, the uncontrollable class reaction of the
bourgeoisie, It understood what neither the Mensheviks nor thneir
dim fceble echo understood: that the assault upon "the vestiges
of feudalism" and the "curb" upon their own power, if carried
through seriously, could not but be an assault upon its own class
position, could not but mean the end of all its economic and sceial
power., The cnly way to meintain ‘capitelist economic relations,"
now so dear to Erber, was to abstain from a real cleansing of the
stables of feudalism in Russia,

Why, at bottom, didn't the Mensheviks use the "democratic slo-
gans" as thelr weapons before 19187 Because they were wic'ted men
without good will? No, they loved the workers apd loved democracy,
But to carry out the democratic slogans azainst the "vestiges of
feudalism" and despotism, would have brought them into violent con-
flict with the bourgeoisie. It would have forced them to break with
the bourgeoisie. It would have forced them to lead in the establishe
ment of a democratic republic without the bourgeoisie and against
it. But that is exactly what they could not do and did not do be-
cause they were tied to their dogma that, since the Russian Revoluw
tion iz a bourgeois-democratic revelution, it must remain under the
leadership of the »ourgeoisie and within the framecwork of capitalist
society., They remmined captives of this dogma throughout the re- )
volutiontry storm, Result: they were paralyzed in the struggle
for freedom, they lost the support of the workers, and came out of
the revolution eternally and shamefully compromised.

A1l our muddlehead proposcs, with that insight you get only
from hindsight, is that the Bolsheviks should have followed cxoct-
ly the same coursc as the Mensheviks. The high revolutionary role
which he asks that the revolutlconnry party should havc assigned it-
self in the Russian Revolution, hoils down to thisg: Maintain capl-
telist ecccnomic relations (in plain English: capitalism) which
the viorkers themselves were smashing; eand smash the state power of
the tceming, creativce, democratic Soviets" which the workers theme
selves werc naintaining, #And whot, we ask in a conspiratorial whis-
por, hot if some of the workers rosisted the execution of this
modest program? No probleml 5 would he, to quote the muddlchead,
"for thc vanguard -to act and explain later." The workers wéuld have
"to be handled firmly, for their own good." The only troublc is
that vhen the Mensheviks ard S.,Re.s with a littlc help from Kaledin,
Alexeyev, Korniloyv, Churchill, Yilson and Poincare, did try to cxe-
cute thils program, for the good of the workers and pcasants - the
rabble didntt know vhat was goed for them,

"Lenin subjocted to merciless ridicule Trotsky'!s theory of
the permancnt revolution right up to the outbreak of the February
Revolution." '

Thus Erber, from whom nothinz can be kept secret. So whot?
This: if Lenin had kept up this merciless ridicule, and stuck to
the theory of the democratic dictatorship of the prolctariat and
peasantry,"” the Constituent “ssembly would be going full blast to
this day ond "despite capitalist economic relations," the world
would be &« distinctly ploasant place to live in, frec from Fascism
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and above all from Stalinism. But vhat happened? VYWe don!t kmow
exactly why it harpened or how, ve don't know vrat got into Lenin's
democratic hcad, but that whlch aid hapnon viag” tnc vorst thing
imaginables Lonln took over Trotsky's mercilessly ridiculed uboory.
From then on Russia, along with the rest of the vorld, was a gone
goosce The bolshev:.ks "set foot on a coursc from which therc vas

no turning back."

Now you know cverything, for jusi- as no secret can be kept
from Erber, so Lrber keops no scerets from you, ‘e have Stalinism
today (and Lord alone knows what clse) becausc_of tho theory of
the pﬂrmanent revolutions, All you Social Democrats, liberals, eXe-
Marxicts, ox-lrotskylsts and other professionsl anti~Bolsheviks,
take notcl Do you still think Stalinism flowed from Leninism¢
You arc wrongl From Leninism, the authentic, the genuine, the
- unrcviscd unrctouched, would have flowed milk, hong, democracy and
a world of othcr blessings. The real truth has finally bcen dis-
coverad by the Wise Ong Who Drips Vlater aftcr thirty years of
world history and thirty wocks of conce >ntrated meditation., It do-
serves to be set off in a scparate paragraph:

Stallnism flows from Lrotskylsml

e don't even drcam of qUﬁstionlno a concluslon of such epoche
maklnp proportions. ‘o can only say, once our breath has come
back to us, that swecping though it is, it is not sweeping cnough,
Why from Trotskyism alornc? The course of the Bolsheviks, seduccd
by Trotsky, followed very strictly (morc strictly than even thoy
kmew at the time) the prescripticns of Marx and mngbls on the
~coursc that rovolutionary socialists should follow in the bourgcois
‘revolution, the course they will hove to adopt toward "domocrqcy.
In this oconnectilon, a few highly rcvecaling words from Engcls will
suffice to show vherc the rcsponsibility for the Error really lics,
where it all bogan. VYo quoto from his lettcr to August Bebel on
. Docember 11, 1884, ‘ :

"As to purc aemocracy and its role in thc future I do not
share your opinion., Obviously it plays a far more subordinate
part In Germany than in other countries with an older industri-
al development. But that decs not prevent thce possibilivy,
vhicn the moment of revolution cores; of its acquiring a tcmpor-
ary importance as the most radlcal kbourgcols party...ond as

he final shost-anchor of the whole bourazcois and cven feudal
rosimes #t such o woment the whole rcacuion“rv mass falls.in
behind it and strengthens it; ceverything which used to bo
rcactionary bohaves as domocr tic eeseThis has h‘ppened in
every revolutions the tamest party s8till remaining in any way
capable of government comes to power with the others just be=
causc 1t 1s only in this party that the defecated sec their
last possibility of salvation., Now 1t cannot t¢ expected that
at the moment of e¢risis we shall alrcady have the majority of
~thc clcctorate and thereforec of the nation behind us, The
wholc bourgcois class and -the remnants of the foudal landowning
class, a large scetion of the pebty bourgecisic and &lso of
the rural population will thon mass thomsclves around -the most
radical bourgeols party, which will thcen make the most extrome
rcvolutionary gosturcs, -and I consideor it very possible that it
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willl be reprecsented in the provisional government and even
temporarily form its ma jority, How, as a minority, one
should not act in that casc, was demonstrated by the social-
democratic minority in the Paris Revolution of February, 1848,,

"In any case our sole adversary on the day of the crisis
and on the day after the crisis will be the whole collective
rcaction which will group itself around pure democracy, and
this, I think, should not be lost sight of," \

An absolutely remarkable letter] An absolutely remarkable
anticipation of what happened in Russia in 1917«1918 ard of Jjust hew

"1t happened} No wonder we revolutionists have such tremendous

esteem for our two great teachers, Marx and Engels, Such intellec-
tual titans come but once a century, and not always that often.,
~=-And vhat did Engels mean by how "one should not act in that case?"
What was his reference to the February, 1848, revolution in Paris?
He explaincd in a letter to the Italisn sncialist, Turati, on
January 26, 1894:

"After the common victory we might perhaps be offercd some
seats 1n the new Government -~ but always-in a minoritya. Here
lics the greatest danger, After the Iebruary Revolution in
1848 tEé‘??bnch socialistic Democrats (the Reforms people,
Ledru Rollin, Louis -Blanc, Flocon, ctc.) were incautious
enough to accept such positlons, #s a minority in the Govern-
ment they involuntarily bore the responsibility for all the
infamy and treachery which the majority, compos ed of pure
Republicans, committed against the working class, while at the
same time thelr participation in the government completely
pzralyzed the revolutlonary action of the worlking class they
were supposed to represcont.”

Now perhaps Erber will know, from Engels, who was not present
in the Russian Revolution, but who, in e¢xchmnge, had over Erber
the advantage of rovolutlonary undsrstarding and revolutionary
spirit - what the bourpeoisie and the “wholo collective reaction"
had to chner about when it "grouped itsclf around pure democracy"
in the form of the Constituent “ssemhly and its strugglec against
the Soviet Power. Now perhaps he will know why the Bolsheviks rc-
fusod, Jin advence, his kind preposal that they enter as a minority
in the Grand Coalition he dreamed up. Perhaps he will also under-
stand why Eastman and others like him, in rejecting the Bolshevik
Revolution, also and nacessarily reject Marx, why they do not come
to a ridiculous halt aftgr conderning Ienin and Trotsky but go
right back to the "source" of the Error, Unce they have rejected
the Russian Revolution and Marx, they have the clementary docenecy
not to prcotend that they are still intercested in the fight for so-
cialism,

de will dwell even less upen Erber'!s third "charge" against
Ienin - that he gambled everything on a victory of the rovolution
in Yemiany. Not only bxcausc tnc charge is falsec ard vas sppc1fica1-
ly repudicted morc than once by Lenin himsclf, as cveryone who has
read Lcnin's writings knovs end as everyone who takes the right to
talk about the quostion ousht to know, but because it docs not merit
more than a few contemptuous vwords,
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To lenin, you see, the whole Bolshevilk revelution, the vwhole
course he pursued in it, was a gamble, "If Lenin won, hlstory
would absolve the BolsheV1ks of all the charges thelr socialist op-
ponents made a-ainst them," A fine democrat!s morality this isl
A fine plccé of gross and typically "American'" success-philistine
ism this is} If the revolution had triumphed in Uermany, all
Lenin's crimes apainst Marxism, against socid ism, ageainst democra-
¢y, all his anti-democratism and contempt for the masses who have
to be shot for their own good, all of this and more would have
been paordonable, ucheidemann, who saved Germeny from the socialist
revoWutlon, therewlth saves our stern Judge from the unplcasant
task of pardoning the criminal, .

Contrast thls low-quality philistinism with Marx, whosc rcvo-
lutionary spirit Erber will never see in a mirror - with Mar: writa-
ins about the Paris. Commune which, we may recall, he was at firsb

E[osod to establishing, "World history would indeed be ‘very easy
to make, if the struggle were .taken up only on dondition of 1ne
fallloly favorable changes," he wrote to Kugelmann, Give Erber
infallibly favorable chances for victery and he'll plunge into the
revolution with onlv the least bit of hesitation., And not he
aloNCesws

Contrast Erber and every word fe writes with the critical ap-
praisal of the BolsheVviks written in Phison by Rosa Luxewburg, who
is irnvoked against revolutionary socialism nowadays by every turme
_coat and backslider who wouldn't rcach up to her soles 1f he stood
on tiptoes:

“That the Bolsheviks have based their policy entirely upon
the world proletarian revolution is the clearest proof of
thelr political farsightednecss and firmness of principle and
of the bold scope of their policies,"

You will never sec that quoted from the turncoats who have
draftcd Duxemburg into the crusade asainst Bolshevism against her
will, Nor will youy sec this quoted:

"The party of Lenin was the only one which grasped the mane-
date and duty of a truly revolutionary party and which, by
the slogan - 'All power in the hands of the proletariat and
peasantry! - insured the continued development of the revolu-
tl0Neess

"Hopecover, the Bolsheviks iimediately set as the aim of
this seizure of power a complete, far-recaching revolutionary
programé: not the safcguarding of bourgeois democracy, but
a dictatorship of the DPOlCtaPlut for the purpose of rcalizing

_ socialism, Thereby they won for themseclves the imperishable
historic distinction of having for the first time proclaimed
the final aim of sociallsm as the direct program of practical
politics."

Te can see now how much right %rber has to drag Rosa Luxemburg
into court as a fellow-dctractor of the Bolsheviks, how much right
he has to mention her views in the same breath with his own, TFor-
tunately, luxemburg is not a defenseless corpse, She left a rich



poiitical testament to assure her name from being bandlied about
by soiled lips, Read this, dirccted right at the heart of Erbor:

"The real situation in which the Russian Revolution found it-
self, rnarrowed down in a few months to the alternative: victory
of the counterrcvolution or dictatorship of the protetariat -
Kaledin or Lenin. Such was the objective situation, just as it
guickly presents itsclf in covery revolution after the first intoxi-
cation is over, and as it presented itself in Russia as a result of
the concrete, burning questions of peace and land, for which
tharc was no solutlon within the framework of b01rgeois revolutlon,"

Not much room here, not so ruch as a crcvice, for Lrbcrts
"glternative," is there? Not much room here for his “"capitalist
econonic relations,” This is a revolutionist' writing - not an
idol-viorshipper of Lenin and the Bolshkeviks, but still a revolutione
ist, a tlreless, defient, unflinching champion of the proletariat
in the class struggle,

"In this, the Russian Revolution has but confirmed tho
baslc lesson of every groat reveolution, the law of 1ts being,
whilch decrecs: eithcr thce revolution must advance at a rapild,
stormy and resolute tcmpo, brecak down all barricrs with an
iron hand and place its goals cver farther ahead, or it 1s
auitc soon thrown backward behind 1its fecblc point of dopor=-
turc and suppresscd by countorrevolution., To stand still,
to mark time on onc spot, to bec contented with the first goal
it heappens te rcach, is ncvar possible in revolution, #nd
he whe trics to zpply the home-made wisdom derived from par-
liamentary battles between frogs and mice to the field of
rcvolutionary tactics only shows thoreby that the very psy-~
chology and laws of existcnce ol revolution are alien to him
and that all his torlcﬂl c¥pericncec is to him a book secalcd
vith seven seals,"

Read it over again, cspcecinlly that wonderfully priceless last
scntence. fnd thon toll us if it is not dircctead straight at
Erber, word for word ard linc for linel It is much too cxactly
flttlng %0 bc quoted only onccl "And he who tries to apply the
home ~made wisdom derived from parliomentary bvattles between frogs
and mica to tho field of revelutionary tactics only shows therchy

that the vory p°“ch010pv ard laws of existence of revolutlon arc
alicn te him and that all histarical cxporicrec is to him a book
seclced vwith scvoaﬂsoals." If svepr Zrbor gots up cnough of rhat

he laelzs ©o look into o mirror, thore is a rcady-made onc for him,
If anyons thinks he can Liprove on this stinging snswer to Erboer
znd his home-medz wisdom, to his Grand Coalitions botweon frogs
and mice, he is just wasting good timc.

istill, dicdn't Rosa criticizec the Bolshov1ks for dispcrsing

the Constituont #ssembly?" No, she did not., She criticized them
for not calling for clections to & new Constitucnt; she criticized
them for tho LVTLFLnfo thoy made to Jjustify the dispersal. ut

in the fivst place, her criticism has next to nothing in common with
that of the latter-day anti--Bolshcviks (or for that matter, of

the anti-Bolsheviks of thc time), 4And in the sccond place, she

was wrong, Just as she was wrong in her criticism of the Bolshovik
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position on the "national question" and of the Bolshevik course in
the "agrarian questien,"  And in the third place, what she wrote
in prison, on thc basis of "fragmentary information" (as tho cdi-
tor of the Americap cditien aAf hor prison notes admits), was not
her last word on the questisn. Before her crucl death, she altered
her position on the basis of her rvm oxpericnces, on the basIs or
her own ¢xpericnces, on the basis of the living recalitiecs of the
Gorman rcvolution, Lenin's Statc and Kevolution was chececked twico -
first in tho Russian '‘cvolutI»n and then in thc German reveluTion]
We wrill give the rcader an idea of hat she wrote before hor dcath
so that he may sec why our prosent "champions™ of Luxemburg ncver
fipd timec, space or inclinatien to quote her to the cnd,.

The . Geyman werkcrs, a yoar oftsr tkhe Bolshevik Rovelution,
overturned the Hohcnzellern monarchy and, just as spontaneously as
did tho Russians beforg them, they formed their Workers! and
Snldicrst! Gouncils ("Rate," Sovicts), The Gorman Monsheviks e
Schcldemann, Noske amd Ebert « foarced and hated the Councils just
as much as did theiy Russian eounterparts, They champiened the
National sssembly (Germen counteryport of the Rusasian Constituent)
instcad, calculating thereby to smash tho Councils and the struge-
gle for socianlism, Haasc and Kautsky, the centrists of the In-
depcendent Socialistsg, oscillated between the Councils and tho As-
sembly, ‘hat Eositidn did Rosa luxemburg take, what position did
the Spartacus Leaguc and its organ, Dic Rotc Fahno, take? Hore
once morc was tho preblem of workers' democracy versus bourgeols
democ:acy, thc demecratic repyblic of the Councils versus the boure
geols rcpublic, dictatorship of the proletariast organized in tho
Councils versus the National Assembly - not in Russia but in Ger-
many, not in 1917 but 2 yoar later, not while Rosa was in Brecslau
prison hut after her relcasc,

Herc 41s Rose Lmzxemburg in Diec Rote Fahne of Nevember 29, 1918,
writing on the lcaders of the Indcpomdents: ’

"Their aectual mission as partner in the firm of Scheidomanne
Ebert 1s: to mystify its clcar and unambiguous character as
dcfense guard of bourgeois clags dominatisn by means of a
system ef cquivocation aond covardliness,

"This rolp 6f Haesc and collcagues finds its mnst classical
crprogssion-in their eottitude toward the most important slogan
of the day: teward the National Assembly, ‘

"Only two standpoints are possible in this qucstien, as in
0ll otkers, Either you want the Nationzl “ssombly as a mcans
of swindling thoe prolctariat out of its poewer, to maralyzo its
class encrgy, to disselve its soeiallst goal into thin alr.
Or clse you want tec place 2ll the power into the hands of tho
prolcetariat, to unfold the rcvolution that has begun into a
tremendous class struggle for the socialist social order, and
toward this end, to establish the pelitical rule of the great
mess of the toilers, the dictotorship of the Vorkers! and
Seldiors! Councils. For or against secialism, against or fer
the National Aasombly; there is mo third way,"

on Peeember lst, Luxemburg apake on the situation at a mcet ing
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of the Spartacus League in the hall of the Teachers! Union. At the
end of the moetlng, a resolution was ﬂdo;tod sctting forth her
views and giving approval to themg

."The public peoplel!s meeting hcld on December 1lst in the
Hall of the Tcachers! Union on Alexander Strect doclares its
agrcoment with ‘the exposition of Comrade Luxcmburg. It cone
sidors the convocation of the National Asscmbly to be & means
of strengthening the countcrrcvolution and to cheat the prolc-
tarian revolution of its socialist aims. It demands the trans-
fer of all power to the -Workers! and Soldicrs?! Councils, whose
first duty 1t is to drive out of the government the traitors
to the working class and te sccialism, Scheidemann-Ebcrt and
collcagues, to arm the toiling pcoplc for the protcction of
the revolution, and to talke tho most energstic and thorough-
going mecasurcs for the soci"llzation of SOC1oty.

, In her first cditorial .in Die Rote Fahne of November 18, she
writcs under the title, "The Beginning ¢ _

The Revolution hos bogunessefrom the goal of the rcvolu-
tion follows clearly its path, from its task follows the mc-
thod, All powcr into the hands of the masses, into thc hands
of the Vorkers! and Soldicrs! Councils, protecction of the work
of thc rcvolution from its lurking focs: this is thec guiding
linc for all the reasurcs of the revolutionary government.ese

"(But) Yhat is the prosont revelutionary government (i.c.,
. ©Schcidemann & Co,) doing?

"It calmly continucs to lcavc the state as an administrative
orgonism from top to bottom in the hands of yestcrdayl!s guards
of Hohcnzollorn absolutism ond tomorrow's tools of the counteor-
rcvolution,

, "lt is convoking the Constitucnt Assombly, and thorcwith it
is CPOQtlng a bourgcois counterweight against the Workors! and
Pcasants! representation, theroewith sw1tching the revelution
on to the rails of the bourgcois revolution, c onjuring away
thc scciallst goals of the rovolutlone...

“From-thc Deutsche Tt cgeszeitung, the Vossischc, and the
Vorwirts to tho Freihoit of tho Indepondonts, rrom Revontlow,
Erzborgor., Scheidemenn to Hoase and Koutsky, there sounds the

. unonimous c¢Aall Tor the National &ssembly and an equally unani-
“nious outcery of fear of the ldca: Power into the hands of the
Jorking class, The tpcoplec! as o wholc, the 'nation! as a
wholc, should be summoncd to dccide on the further fatec of
thoe rovolutlon by .mAjority dcclslon.

"Jith thc opcn and conccaled agents of the ruling class,
this slozon is natural, With kccpers of the capitalist class
_barricrs, wc discuss ncithor in the Nationnl “ssembly nor about

the Notional Assemblyeees

Wi thout the .conscious will and thc conscious, act of the
nmajority of the proletariat '« no sccialism. To sharpen this
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consciousness, to stecel this will, to organize this act, a
class organ 1s ncecessary, the notional parliamgnt of the
prolctorians of town and country.

"The convocation of such a workers! represcntation in plece
of the traditional Nat ional Assecmbly of the bourgeols rcvolua-
tions is alrcady, by itself, an act of the class strugzle, a
brecak with the historical past of bourgeois socicty, o povcr-
ful mcens of arousing the oroletarian popular masscs, & first

. opcn, blunt declaraticn of viar against capitalisn,.

“No gvasicns, no ambiguitios - the die must be cast. Para-
Liamentary cretinism was yosterday & wecakness, i1s today an
cquivocation, will toriorrow bo a hetrayal of socialism,”

It is a plty that thcerc is not spree in which tolquoto far more
extensively from the highly romorkable articles she wrotce in the
1ast fow wocks of her life, be forc she was murdered bv those whose

"parllamentery crctinism" bocame the dircet betraynl of socialism -
by thosc for whom Erber has nov bocome a shameful apologist by

"showing" that the defeat of the revolution in Germany was as ruch
the responsibility of the masses as it was of the Scheidemanns
and Noskecs] The articles as a wholc show the veritable stridcs
- that Luxemburg took away fren her prison oriticism and toward o
policy which was in no importont respcet difforent from the one
pursucd by tho Bolshcviks tovard tho bourpooi and pctty-bour goois
democrats, toward tho iensheviks and other "socinlist opponents,"
“toward tho Constitucnt ﬁssombly and the Soviets, With thesc arti-
cles of hers in print, to nention her today as an cnemy of tho
Bolshcviks, as a critic of their ottitude toward bourgeois democracy
and the Constitudnt is cxcusable only on the grounds of inexocusable
ignorconcc,

The course of the German Rovolution, life, the lcssons of the
struggle - thosc left us the heritage of 2 Rosa Luxcmburg who was,
in cvory csscntial, the 1nscpur9blu comrﬁde in-arms of the lcdders
of the Russian Revolutlon. To clcim that this firm scliderity dld
not cxist, is sirmply an outrage to her memory. What is worsc, it
shows that nothing has beon lcarncd of the lessons of the Russian
Revolution and nothing of the lecssons of the German Rcecvolution -
the two great cfforts of the prolctariat fteo test in practicce what
is, in the long run, the question of 1lifec and death for us: tho
statc and rcvoélution., Ard on this question, with Lenin and with
Luxémburg, the rcal Luxcmburg - we remain under the banncr of Morx-
lsm,

frbor is still a littlec rostless over the traces of what ho
lecarncd when he was a Marxist. So hc comcs to the notoworthy con-
clusion that:

"Even tho most perfeet organization of tht workers in in-
custry, transport, communiceations, cte., will not guarantco a
non-violent acccssion t6 powcr. Sincc the working class may
bce challenged by force on the domocratic road to socinlism,
lct it bo preoparecd to .take up orms not to overthrow a democrate
ic statc but to !win the battle of domocracy,! Standing as
thc dcfenders of the best traditions of American domocracy, its
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cause will be immeasurably strengthened., A Marxlst in the
United States can commit no greater folly, than tc view the
workers! road to power as culmlnating in an armed insurrection
againgt a state that rests on political democracy,"

itoainst whom is all this pomposity directed? Against the
BOlShOVlkS, perhaps? V“hat democratic state did they overthrow
with a2rms in hand? The state of Kerensky and Company (”COugan
meaning the Mensheviks and S.R.s). And what was this state?
turn %o the most authoritative reference werk, on the subject,
Erber's document, armd read that the Kerensky rerlme sought to
gstretch out its undemocratic authority as long as possible by re~
peatedly postponing the elections of a Constituent ﬂs§ombly. If
the revolution was to advance, Kercnsky had to g0,.' cry well, go
he did, along with everyone whose tceth were sunk in his coattails,

nle

Is it directed, perhaps, acainst Brberts newly-acquired chums
and exemwplars, the Mensheviks and S.,R.s? They did 1nueed vake up
erms to overthrow a democratic state, the state of “the teceming,
creative, democratic Soviets," Is it directed against the Loft
S.R.s, that minority which sought to impose its will on the Soviet
gOVurnmcnt with arms in hand because it disagreed with the decision
to si'm the Brest-Litovsk pcace treaty? Or arainst the still tinier
minority of anti~Bolshcvik anarchists who likewise sought to ovore
throw the regime?

Or maybe it 1s directed against us here? Haybe hce wants us
to give a solemn pledge not to rasort to armed insurrection ahalnst
"a statce that rests on polltical democracy"? Very well, we do not
hesitate te give our pledge to Citizen Feipous Muddlehead, and thecre-
with to state once more our crcdo: '

‘je do not and will nof call for armed insurrcction to over
throw ‘a "democratic state," a "statc that rcsts on political demo-
cracye It is an oathe The political infants who led the carly
commnist movement in this countrv and who had little in coummlon
with lMarx or Lenin - they issucd such calls and advocated such a
coursc, Wo « never} Not yestcerday, not today, not tomorrow,

We are not for violence in principlec any morc than we are for par-
liamentarism in principle, If anything, our principles call for
an abhorrence of violence, as a capitalistic and uncivilized mcans
of setuling disputcs among peopla, ¢ are compclled cvory day to
defend oursclves, with vhatever organized strength we can muster,
from the violence, opcn or conchlod, with which the ruling classes
imposc thceir cxploitation upon the masses. Ye arc not putschiots
becausc we 2rec not bureaucrats - and in cvery putschist, who has
no confiidcnece in the pecple, is conccaled the burcaucrat, who has
conterpt for the pecople. Ovorthrow the bourgeols state by armecd
insurrcction! Vho, we? Not today and not ternorrow, and not if vie
had & hundred timecs as many mewbers and followers as wc have novl}

The bourgcols state, bourgcols democracy, still hes the con-
fidence and support of the overwhelming majority of the pecople,
includingz the working-class pcoplec. lhoy think bourgceis democracy
can solve all thelr bqs1c problcems, Vie Marxists do not, Ue belicve
that such a solution requircs a working-class democracy, the rule of
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the prolctariat, which develops inte a morc extensive amd cven

more senuine democracy, tho rule of all the peoole, which in turn
develops into the end of 21l rule (dcocracy is a form of rulera
ship) by dissolving inte the classloss scciety ef gsocialism and
cormmunisn, The wvorkers do not share our belicf. Can we even dream
of imnosing our views, the vicws of a tiny minority, by merely .
wishing, or by decree. let alone by armed insurrcction?

dithout abandening ourviews for a moment, we say tc the workers:

Unite into your own cconomic and political organizations, froe from
the control and influcnce of your sworn class enemy, ‘You have cone
fidence in beurgeols democracy? Lyon organize your own.political
party. bhﬂllonge your enemy not only on the cconomic field but

also on the politiecal, end your own representatives inte the legise
lative bodles to work and fight for your intcrests. Vo say, with

Engels, that "universal suffragé s the best lever for a proletari-
an moverment at the present time."” Ye say, with Tngels, that “uni-
versal suffrage 1s the guage of the maturity of‘tho working class "
¥Wle . will therefore do everything we can to raise the red linc in
that thormometer which mecasures the maburity of the working class,.
"On thce day when the thermmeter of universal suffrage rcachos its
boiling point among the laborcrs, thoy as well as the capitalists
will lciow what to dog"

But vhat Marxist would try to displace the bourgeorls stato
with a workers! statc bofore that boiling point has been roachod?
Certainly no intelligent and cducsted Marxist would think of 1t,
any nmor¢ than he would think of wallkking out inte the strect with
only his shirt on in winter time, A '"state that rests an pelitical
democracv® is a state which, deservedly or not, still enjoys tho
confidence of tho masses., To think of cverturning such a state by
armed insurrection undcr such conditions, 1s putschist madnoss
and advenburism, not revolutionzary larxism,

vhen the masses no longer have confidence in the bourv00151o
and thce bourgecis state, whon they have reached the point whore thoy
are ready o take the state inte their ovn hands, ready to under-
take a radical solution of the sceclal problem, rcady to take control
of their own destinics - the situation changesl Once the masscs
have exprcsscd their decision to tale powor and Cxp“QuSOd it clcar-
ly anrf doewmocratically - bu their will cxpresscd in the organs of
parlisment or in organs of thcir ovmn which they find at hand or
in orrsans of their ovm which thoy create spontancously in tho
coursc of the struggle - the situation chengesl If the bourgcoisic
and tho bourgecols statc bows to thc democratic will of the pcople,
so much the bectter) As wic wroto bofore, nobody would be morc
dclighted than we ard with us the vholo viorking class. Up to now,
hovrover, histery has beon very frugal with cxamplcs of such bowing
to the democratic will of the revolutionary pcople. But if there
is novertheless one chance in a thousand of that hanpening, thon
it is possible only if thc working cless confronts the bourpcoisie
not with votes alone (the "boiling thrermomotor") but with scrricd
class strength, with opganized povier, Such power is nothing olso
than potential violence, that is, violence that can be summoncd
the minutc the democratically rcjceted bourgeoisie trics to perpctu-
ate its domination oror tho pooplo by the usc of armed forccs
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But vhat if the bourgeoisie and its state do_not bow to the
will of the people? VWhat if the regime secks "to stretch out its
undemocratic authority as long as possible"9 With all due respect
to the fanatical democratism of the bourgeoisle and its state, we
think such an altcrnatlve iseesequite possible, If it occurs, ve
will manage to say what Eyber says about the Kerensky regime:
It has to got And if it does not go quietly, it will have to be
pushed & 1ittle.

iJe, followers of Marx and Lenin, want to make sure that on
the day the thermometer boils over - not today, not tomorrow, bub
on that day - "the laborers...as well as the capitalists will know
what to doe" Ve want to make sure that on that day, the laborers
not only have enocugh votes in their hards, but enough power to cne
force their will, Is that the folly of viewing '"the workers!
road to power as culminating in an armed insurrection against a
state thet resgts on political democracy"? Not at all} Erber is
Just reprating the drivel of the social democrats, VWhat we Hirxe
ists call for is the good cormon sense of the workers! road to
power culminating in the armed dispersal - if the stubborn bour-
geoisle 1nsists on it - of the state which Mo longer enjoys aucnori-
ty among the workers, which no longer has the oconfidence or support
of the peOple, which, therefore, no longer 'pests on polltlcal
democracy’ in the real sense of the term, It is with this view that
we want o imbue every sociallst militant, every vanguard fighter,
every worker whom we can reach with our voice and pen,

That, stated for the hundredth time, 1s our credo., Take note
of it, O Pompous Muddleheadl Take note of it, all workers] Take
note of 1t, too, Mr, Public FProsecutor]

.
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t'hy are we so impassioned and tenacious in our defense of
Marx, oi Lenin, of Luxemburg, of Trotsky, of the Paris Cowmune,
of the Russian Revolution, from all their falsifiers and detractors?
Out of academic conslderatlons9 Because we are mere historians
concerned with an accurate record of the past? Because we are Tal-
mudists with our noses buried in the ancient books of wisdom? Ve
are revolutionary socialists, and the fight to keep our heritage
clean is an indisp»nsgable part of our fight for socialism. Docs
anyone think we wruld consume all this paper just to prove that this
one is a llar, that one a deserter, that one a muddlehead, the other
one a traltor? There are more pleasant and important things to do
in life, *

ie are fighting for socialist freedom, and in this fight we
arc now on the defensive. The working class is on the defensive all
over the world. It is lacerated by defeats, it is confused and
disoriented, it has lost a lot of confidence in its power. It has
‘been backed into a corner like the aarry in a hunt, It 1s sur-~
rounded by baying hounds,

The hunters challenge it: "Give up} Surronder}”

The Stalinist dogs bark: "Lcu cannot free your own self,
Ytherever you tried it yourself, you failed, You are too weak, too



stupld, too undisciplined if left to your cwn demccratic devices.
You need an iren hand over you, an iron hand with a whip, Under
Lenin'!s Soviets, the state was feeble., Under Stalin's G.P,U,,

the state hes bren consolidated and encrmously strengthened. ‘le
have extended it over Furope and “sia. You must have a bureaucracy
to leod you out of the wildernessli”

The bourgeols dogs bark: "You camot free your ovm self.

. Wherever you tried it, you failed., You failed because there have
‘always been the rulers and the rled, and that is how 1t will al-
ways bo. Look what happened in Russial You tried, and you failed,
Socialism is an ideal, but S8 Utopian ideal. Marx brnucht vou

Lenin. Lenin brougzht you “talin., Under our rule you.ulll at least
have & bed to sleep in and unemplovisent insurance,"

The reformist dozs bark: ‘Learn the lessons of the Russian

Yevolution! Revolution brought you only misery. Lenin was a gam-
bler and he lost, Don't take power intc your own hands. 411 evil
flows from that, Just send enough of us to parlioment and we will
patch up the bourgeols state without you having to do a thing,
Collabnwate with the decent bourgeols elements, in plant and govern-
ment and war, and don't lose yow temper and gt violent, It will
do you no good. Revolution cnly brings Stalinism,"

Erber whimpers: ,6("Woe is me and woe is the world. Lenin ruined
us all. I really don t know what to say or do about it, I really
don't lmow what road you should tuke to get out of this universal
ruin. -ait here, don't budge. I'll figure qut something presently.
But vhatever you do, don 't follow Lenin, don't take the road of :
revolutlon, don't take power into your ovn hends,"

"Hook nods philosophically: "Lord Acten vwas right, dear pu~
pils. Power corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely., I
want no part of it,"

Tastman and Louis waldman conclude: "Vote for Dewey."

Social interests shape ideas, Ideas serve social interests,
The ldeological campaign asainst Marxism is still what it always
wass an integral part of the fight against socialism and the in-
terests of the working class. The campaign against Lenin, the
Bolsheviks and the Russian hevrlutlon is stlll what it always was:
an intoopral part of the fight to turn the workina class away from
the idea of taking thelr fate into their own hands. The attewmpt’
to bind and =zag Rosa Luxemburg and kidnap her tc an alien caup,
so that we cannot hear vhat she really sald and wvanted, is still
what it always was: an integral part of the turncoats' campaimn
to dirsy the great Russian Revolution so that their capitulation
to denmocratic imperialism will look clean,

The defense of the Russian Hevolution 1s the defense of larx-
ism. The defense of Marxism is the fight for socialism, the fight
to drive away the baying hounds, to enable the working class to'
leap forward again with renewed confidence in its own strength,
in its great emancipating mission, in its eventual triumph.
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.. Ve are not 1dol-worsh1ppors. Yo are not uncriticel eulogists

of Marz or Lenin or ‘rotsicy or Luxemburg or the Russian Revolution
itself, ¥From its grandeur, we have learned what te do. From its
decay, what not to do. "“e think we understand now more than we
ever did before vhy Lenin, for all his disagrecments with Rosa,
called her an eagle. ZEven in her prison notes she wrote these
vords which are so timely. thirty yzars later:

"Everything that happens in Ryssia is comprehensible and
represents an inevitable chain of causes and effects, the start-
ing point and end term of wvhich are: the failure of the UGer -
man proletariat and the occupation of Russia by German ime
perizlisme It wonuld be demanding scmething superhuman from .
Lenin and his comrades if we should expect of them that under
such circumstances they should conjure forth the finecst deno-
cracy, the most exemplary dictatorship of the proletariatb
and a flourishing sociallst economy. DBy their determined re-
volutionary stand, thelr exemplary strength in action, and
their unbreakable loyalty to internaticnal socialism, they
have contributed whatever couvld p0s31bly be contributed under

 such devilishly hard conditions. The danger begins enly when
they make a virtue of neccecsity ard want to frecze into a
complete theoretical system all the tactics forced upon them
by these fatal circumstances, and want to rccommend them to
the international proletoriat as a wodel of soclalist tactics,
hen they get in their own light in this way, and hide their
senuine, unquestionahle historical service under the bushel of
false steps forced upon thom by necessity, they render a noor
service to inteYnational sociclism for the sake of which they
have fought and suffered; for they want to place in its
storchouse as new dlscoveries 2ll the distortions proscribed
in Mussia by necessity and compulsion - in the la anslysis
onry by-products of the bankruptcy of 1nternat10nal socialism
in the prcsent world var .

"Let the German Government Socialists cry that the rule
of thc Bolsheviks in Russia 1s a distorted expression of ©
dictetorship of the proletariat., If it was or is such, that
is only bacause it is a produet of thoe behavior of the Cerman
prolctariat, in itsclf a distorted expression of the socialist
class struggle. - All of us are subject to the laws of history,
and it 1is only internaticnclly that the sociallst order of
cociety can be renlized, The Bolsheviks have shown that they
cre capable of_cverything that a genuine revolutionary party
can contribute within the limits of the historical possibili-
tlcss They are not supposed to perform miracles., For a modcl
and faultless proletarian rcvolution in an isolated lend, oxe-
hrusted by world war, strangled by imperialism, betrayed by
the International proletarinct, would be a miraclc....

“In fyssia the problem cculd only be posed. Lt could not
be solved in Russia., And in this sense, the future everyhere
belongs to 'Bolshcvism,!"

"The danger begins when they wmake a virtue of necessity,”
That denger is inherent in every grcet revolution and every grea
revolutlonary party suffers from it. The Bolsheviks were no exe
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‘ception, They could not be, especially given a socialist revolu-
tion, for ”anh there was no blurprint worked out in advance and
could net be. Improvization was imperative. +hot is remarkeile

is that in &ll this convulsive “urbulence, so ruch order prcvailed,
so muehr as dene according to plan, so much was done to turn the
helm when the ship of state hit uncharted and unexpected recfs,

Iy that respect, ne revolution, no sccial transformation in history,
even equalled tho_ﬁhs sian Revolution,

s soh”lndelt uald Lenin to lwotsky when the storm lifted
the Bolsieviks ©o the first sccialist povwer in history - it makes
yeo u éizzy., HEveryhody vas rade dizzy. The Bolsheviks alone kept
their heads, The others lost theim completely, The bourgeoisie,
the lendlords, international canital plunged inte thelr mad and
sanguinary adventure tec crush the revolution., The Hensheviks and
S.R.s Joined with hat Fngels predicted would bz "the whole oollec-
tive rgaction which w111 oroup itself arourd pure democracy.” In
the wild civil war that followed, in which millicns of ordinex»y
workers ond peasants proved to be far fiercer and more 1ntoleraat
toward the opponents of the Soviet power than the Bolsheviks theme
selves, there was no room for the “home-made dlSdOﬂ derived from
parlicmentary battles between frozs and wmice,” One by one, the
partiens and PTOUpS that teok up awas azéinst the Soviet Power were
outlaw-d, No one has found anothor solution in civil v

"he Bolsheviks performed no miracles; they promised nonc,

They wwere surmonad to held the t'irst revoelutionary citadel arainst
frenzied and maddened besiegers unbil the relief columns of the
Viestern proletarist could be brouzht forvard, They held the citew
del, better and longer than anycne expocted, even.they themselves,
Julius nartov the MensheV1k leader, wrote in October, 1921, that
"The politi cal tactic of our party 1n 1218 and 1920 was determlnod
primarily by tho fact that history had made the Bolshevik Party
" the defender of the foundations of the revolution against the
armed forces of the dorestic and foreisn counterrevolution,” Alas,
what he cays about the lenshevik party is not true in its entirety,
out only lor a tiny part of it. .hat he says about the Bolshevik
party is true in its entirety. But the Belsheviks were not gods,
In secking te master necessity, they also had to bend to it.
tar, especially civil war, fspeclally vhen your 2aneémies on & vorld
scale outnumber you a hundred to one, isnct the idcal culture e~
dium for comocracy te flourish in., "The Bolsheviks have shown that
they arc capabhle of everything that a genuine revelutionary narty
“can contribute within the limits oi the historical possibilitiess
They are nol supposead to porfor‘ miracles. For & model and faulte-
less nroletarian revolution in an isolated 1and, exhausted by
world waoar, strangled by 1mp“v1alluu, betrayed by the internctional
proleioriat, weuld be a miracle,"

Once the civil war came to a triumphant end for the Soviet
Power, n-cessity became more and more a virtue. /hat wras 1imposed
upon ihe Bolsheviks by the exigencles of the war was gradually
transformed into an article of faith for the period of peace as
well, One=~-party ﬁovoruzent, which is anything but abnormal in all
countries at all times, and was just as normal and unexceptionanle
in Russia, was transformed to mean: Only one party can enjoy 1egal
existence in the country. To this, Stalinism succeeded in adding
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Cnly one faction can enjoy lagal existence in the party. The ex-
tension of full democ-atic rights ~ not the right to armed putsches
but full democratic rights - to all parties, without exception,
would have strengthened the country and reinvigorated the Soviets
themselves., It should now be clear that without the presence of
other political organizations capable of freely debating (debating,
not shooting at) the proposals presented to the Soviets by the
Bolshevilt party, the Soviets would rapidly and inevitably deterior-
ate vo the position of a superfluous duplicate of the ruling party,
at first only consulted by the latter, then disregarded by it, and
finally cdiscarded altopether for the direct rule of the party

- alone (the bureaucracy of the psrty at thatl), In this process,
the deccay cof cdemocracy within the Bolshevik party and the decay of
Soviet democracy went hend in hand, each having the same deleteri-
ous cffect upon the other until beth were suppressed completely
and, along with them, all the achievements of the revolution itself,
Deprived of the saving oxygen of revelution in the Vest, the demo-
cratic organism was suffocated,. FPoilsons acaizmlated throuzhout the
whole system which could not be throvm off, new poisons vwerec added
(necessity becoming virtues), and the Revolution moved tragically
toward its deathe.

Of the perlod of decay, much has been written - in advance
by Luxemburg, in his time by Lbnln, later by lrotsky. tuch more
can be written ard much more will be written as the distance of
yrars sets off the Revolution in clearer perspective. Ve close no
deors, /e file away nothing as an sbsolutely closed case. 'uv
it docs not follow that no conclusions at all can be dravn from
the ¢rcat revolution. It does not follow that anybody'!s conclu-
sions, no wmatter how superficial or trivial or resacticnary, arc as
valid as any othors., Our strusgle has been hurled back - that is
now a conmonpléce. But it does not follow that we start with
tabula rasa - knowing nothing, learning nothing, belleving ncthing,
From the grandeur of the Russian [evolution, we have learned some-
thing: the supericrity of preoletarian democracy to bourgeols deno-
cracy, DFrom the decay of the Russian Revelution we have learned
SOmotuinz' that proletarian democracy cannot cxist for long if it
is confincd to one faction or onc party, even if it be the revolu-
t10nay3 party, that it must be sharcd equally by all other working-
class and cven - under favorablc circumstances - bourgeols partics
and groups, for without it the proletarian party and the proletari-
an denccracy both die and with them die the prospects of socialism,

Thrse are not-the héppicst days for soclalism. ‘le know that,
Ve know that the grotesque outcome of the Russian Revolution, the
failurc of the proletariat anyvhoere else to come to power, has
raised worc than enc gloomy doubt anout the social abpility of the
workinz class to reorganize scciochty rationally, awvout the very
possibility of a soc1alls+ futurc.

L

t 1s procisely in this rocard that the Russian Revolutlon is
our lasting triumph! It is preciscly in this resard that thoe
FPussien Ievolution continues to fortify ouwr convictionsl

hat the Marxists claimed for decades, the Russian Revolutlon
provcd, vhat did it prove? That the rule of the capitalist class
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is not eternel, 'That the pover of the capitalist class is not
invincihle, That the workinz cless can overthrow the rule of capi=-

‘tel ond the bhourgeols state, not in the bhooks of Karl iarx, but in

the livins struggle of organized vorkers. To this day and hour we
says: If the Russian werking class could take pover, the vioriing
class con take pover in any other country under similar. circumstan-
ces, This we consider proved,

To disprove it, it 1is only nccessary to show that the Russian
proletoriat had nationsl or racial charecteristics vhich deteritined
its victery and vhich are not to be found in any other proleteariat,
Or, 1%t is ©only necessary to prove that no other country can ever
reprcauce a combination of circumstances similer to those vwhich
made nossible the triurph of the nfussian Revolution., Nobody has
done this up to now. Until it is done, we regard os proved the
ability of the working class to toke vnover in its ovm name and for
its ovn self, That'!s a tremendous zcauisition for the Marxian and
vorkin:;~class movements, #Why should any socialist or even a non-
soclalist worker he fool enough to bagatellize this acquisition,
lst alone relinguish it 9 '

"Sut surely you cannot claim that the Russian Revolutien also
proved that the worlking class can hold power and use it to usher in
a soclalist societyl" ‘le wmnke no such claim, That, the Russian
Fevolution did not prove and, by itself, could not prove. But to
prove that the proletariat has some basic & 1 inherent social in-
capacity to hold power and establish socialism, you must be cconcrete,
and not confine yourself to going from concept to concept to con=
cept wlthout once touching materi &l mground., To be concrete, dear
skeptic, to be scientific, you have to show why the Russian prole-
tariat lost pover. nerely to point to the fact that the vroletari-

.at, one hundred yeors after the Communist rnitesto, hos not yet
liberated itself is not one vhit :ore serious an arpgument to prove

that it cennot liberate itself thon pointing to the fact that the
failurce of generations of scientists &t find 2 cure for cancer
proves thot cancer cannot be cured,

This brings us back to what is, after 211, the very esscnce of
the disiute over the Russian Revolution: Uhy did the proletariat
lose pover and, therewith, lose the indispensable instrument for
construcving sccialism?

Txactly ninsty-nine percent of the critics of Beolshevism an-
svter the guesticon in this way, at bottom: The Russian workers lost
nvovar becouse they took porer, ZIrber has jolned the ninety-nine

“percent, ZAs he now sees 1t, Stalinism (the destruction of the

Russion workers! power) followed ineluctably from the seizure of
povier by the proletariat and Lenint!s refusal te surrender this
pover to the bourgecis democracy.

Ixactly ninety-nine percent of th> revolutionary Marxists an-
swer the cuestion in this way, &t bottome: The Russian workers lost
pover beceuse the workers of the other countries failed to vals

E OIS ¢

There 'is the difference. It is fundamental and yields to no
compromlse,
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Wo also know that our "proof"” 'is not final, There is no way
of making 1t final in the realm of concepts, It can be made final
~only .In struggle. By ourselves, we cannot provide this final proof.
We will not cven attempt it, The proletariat alone can provide
this proof, in the course of the struagle which it must carry on
in order to survive, and in which it must triumph if it carrics it
on to the end, The Russian proletariat, the Russian Revolution,
proved all it could prove, The rest will come., #nd one of the nob
unimportant rrascns why it will come is that we remain loyal te the
fight for sccialism, We romain defenders of the imperishable
Bolshovik Revolution, Ye remain under the banner of Marxism,

IN PLACE OF AN EPILCGUE

Lrber has now shed just about every political garment he ever
.wore, But he is not finished, 1In fact, he has only begun. IHo
has only becen leading up te what is really upperniost in his mind,
as it is with all the ex-Marxists who have taken the cure: How
to support American imperialism in the coming war with Russia,

The dozons upon dozens of pages devoted to "theory" and "history"
and tho Constituent #ssembly and the Hanseatic League and Engels!?
lettor, were only the warm-up he recauired for the plunge. On the
very last couple of pages, he finally braces-himself, shuts his

.eyes and lects go. All hc has to say on the war he compresscs into
a tight couple of hundrcd words,

Y . He is pained to have to leave our movement, but he loeves
without rancor or bitterness." Those arc noble words and they

do not f2il to male the appropriate improssion upon us, - But old
attachmonts, old friendships, old comradeships - dash it all,

thoy erc not easy te break.  You get to feel you owe the old crow

a parting ¢1ft. VWhat to give them? You smile reminiscently at the
old days togcther, at the madecap foibles of your own youth, then
you dceidcec: I'll give them some firste-ratc political advice for
the days to come,

Yhat is thoe basis for this political adviscr's claim upon our
attention, upon the attention of anyone in thc labor movement?
“hat gualifilcation docs he have? One all-too-familiar thing, and
nothing clsc. His life has boen onc uninterrupted and unrelicved
serics of mistakes and misunderstandings on cvery iluwportant politic-
al and thcorctical probiem of the working-class movement. He has

" been vrong on every.important quostion. This is admittcd, i/hat

follows? Self-imposed silence? TFwo years of ponance in a hermit's
cave? Rebtircement in shame over such a rccord? None of these, for
Frbor has no shome. dhat follows, naturally, is. surce-fire politice-
al advicc parsenally vouched for by the author, ' vWe rccommend him
as 2 cualified assistant instructor in the IeV:is-a=Political-ldiot-
but =NoveI~An=-Smart School,

Still, we arc more tolcrant than w2 arc supposcd to be, and
we will listen to advico evon from sclf-confessced idiots - not very
long, not vary patiently, but we will listen,

It s~hcms that we must propare to sunvort “merican imperialism
in the Third Yorld var, Not only that, but it scoms that we were

~
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wrong not to suppOrt 1t in the Secend Yorld vwar, "Had our porse

pactive been a reulistic one, we could not but have preferred the
defoat of Ferman., and congcau en®tly taken an attitude toward the

viay cenerelly like that of the S.,P. or the I.L.P.,, minus their

pQCLf‘%b deviations," Our prrspective was for the victory of the
Third vomps. Dut there was no VlCuOfy of the Third Camp, you sce.
So we dere virong in opposing the .var, and welll be wrong in Oppos-

-.~.L-

ing the »ext one.

s plaving u“lC(S on him, or he -is trying bto
play a trick on us. ‘le did ot opnoss the imperialist war because
"we cunrerteed & victorr of the Third Jamp - the vorkers and peasants
and colonial peonles of the werld -~ over both the #xis and the
£lilises, . here did Erber dig up this fine nieoe of political stu-
pidit ? «<e may have exaggerated the speed of the development of
a revelubtlonary movement of the peonle. ‘e mny have committed nore
than one other blunder, all of which combined ¢eo not begin to come
rore in any dimension with the mistakss of our critics and oppo-
nents, Ut where did we base owr opposition to the war on a guarane.
tee of rovolutionary victory in the course of the war or following
ig?

“vheris memory i
/

‘le based our opposition to the war on the sround that 1t was
en lmyoriallst war on borth sides. e based our position on the need
to dlscharge our dovwnright elewentary socialist and internationale

ist duty of stimulating the forwmation and unfoldment of a Third
Camp, independent of the two raactlionary war camps. All thot a
_:gigjg;t -~ not a terror-stricken, eupty-gutted ex-socialist, hut
a gzenuine socielist - has to ask himself in such a crucial struge
gle is thls: Is there a reasonabile possibility that the peonle
viill rise against the lwperialists vho nave eonce more, for the
second time in one generation, traduced them, dragooned them,
dragred them through the blood end £ilth of the war, bloun thoem to
hHlts? Is there a roascnable possibility that the people can form
a movement of their own, net under the imperialist commanders hutb
under their own control? Does a soclalist inbernationallst have
the duty to concentrate with all his strength upon turning this
possibillity inte a reality, or shoald he, like the ‘despairing
philistine, howl with the imperialilst pack of his ovn country and
help drive still deeper the chauvinistic knives which have cut

the iInternational wor king clwss into sudi bleeding, mutually-
hogtilo parts? ‘

Those were the qunstiona, and ve had no trouble giving the
soci alist answer, The Third Camp did not triumoh 2% the end of
the war, our trembling ph;llstlnc has laamed, BPut the Third Camp
did emorge during the war, in the form of the underground national
resisvance movoments in Europe, These wovements, which vere nov
imperi“li ts fighting other lﬂncrluflﬁt hut authentic revolution-
ary strungles of the peopnle arainst *d““lot and ilmpoerialist opores-
sion - wc did not hesitate for onc woment to give our ardent end
onthusiastic sunport, If they did not unfold all the rovolutionary
socialist implications inhorent in them, it was not for lack of
tryinsg on our nwodest part, but because their Social Democratic and
Stalinist lcadership brought them under the domination of Allicd
imporisiism and sacrificed their loczical goal to supvert of the
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imperiallst war, Our mistake, it now seems, lay in not following
suit, Thank you, thank you very much for the advice,

"o one is required to give a pledge in advance to support
the United States in a war against Russia," No one by which
Erber mcams himself., He does not have to pledge himself to anyw
thing, since all questlons shatter against the impenetrable armor
of "Iedontteknow=whateto-do" which he has donned, A sceciallst
movement , which calls on the working class to follow it, must be
in a position tc say where 1t stands on the most vital questions
of the day.

"here do you stand on the coming war? Will you support it?"
asks the worker,

“V/s don't know, We are not remired to give a pledge in ade
vance, then the war breaks out it may be altocether different
from ‘hat we expected,”" we should reply,

ell, I'm not asking how you stand on ggg.war that may come
along at any future time and under any circumstances whatsoever,
I'm asking where you stand on the war which is now being so cleare
ly prepared by the two imperialist powers that actually exist,"
continues the worker, ,

What should we say? "Go away, don't bother us, we are not ree
quired to give a pledge of any kind, It's an open question with us,”
Thatts a position for a dillstante and flannelmouth, for a member
of the L,A,AM., but not for a goclalist organization,

Erber is ducking the question, The question is not our attle
tude under any and all circumstances, our attitude toward no mat-
ter what war between no matter what states under no matter vhat
conditionse. Only a fool answers such questions, The question
is of the socialist attitude toward the war that is now being pree
pared botween the two known imperialist povers, If That war does
not break out, well and good, But vhat is the socialIst attitude
toward 1t if it does break out? ZErber is ducking the question,
but he decolves nobody, not himself and ledst of all the imperiale
ists or their adepts in the labor movement, They understand per=
fectlyy; "He'!s one of us already} Ve can count on him}"

"There 1s no Third Camp at presont, It must be the aim of
the sociallsts to build oneose. 0ur strategy must strive for the™
indepcndence of labor from the forecign policy of capitalist imperi-
alism, but in such a manner as does not weaken the latter vis-a-vis
totalitorian imperialism..,, The cnemy is at homej but the "Taoin
enemy 1s abroad." A magnificent strategy by a master with ycars
of successful experience in socialist strategy in general} Just
how do you go about making labor independent of the foreign policy
(and the domestic policy, we hope) of capitalist imperialism
without weakening and undermining 1t? Do you support the crushw
ing armaments burden which it is piling upon the people, do you
opposc it, or do you just suggest that the war budget be cut dowm
by threc percent? Do you support the military pacts and alliances
into which the United States, with the pistol of its economic and
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political power, forces all the smnller end wealier countries whose
people feor the coming war, hote the comine wear, and hate all those
who are oreparing +helr lands for the battleficld and their sons
for the ”1uUEhtGP9 Or do you console them with the explan- tlon
that you, the American "sccialist" vho is not, God forbid a tcethe
cha uf riny chauvinist, are indepondent of ‘oshington'!s foreicn
pelicy but not in such a way as to wraken fnericon imperiolism
the wver o the period prepce ra+nr" te the war?

in

Do you tell the American vorkers to fight for improvenents
in tholir cconomic nosition and a~ainst a deterioration of it, even
though this conflicts with the neceds of the war-prepsraticns bude
get, or do ycu tell them te make just a little szcrifice for the
nilitery budget so that Awprican imperialisn is not weakened hefore
Stalinlst imperialism? Or do you tell them that if a few more
nickels are cut off the milit nry budget, American imperialism will
still be strong enough to match Russian imperialism cnyway - t]ls
conclusion Heing based on the erpert militory kn0”ledge of Russion
ard swericon stron gth, poton+1u11nleo, strategic pesitions and the
like, which our dem ecratic bourgeoisie is trustful enounh to ime-
part t© you?

Do you try to arcuse the workers against the cold-blooded pre=-
paratlons for the atom~-bomb slaughter vhich their ruling class 1s
already making? On vimt ground - that it is an lmperlalisu var,
but one vhich you intend to support after it breaks out? Uhy
should anybody take your position serlously in thet case?

Tre bourgecisie is seriocus, which is not an accusation thet
can be hurled lightly at ELrber. It says to the preople: The uvar is
not inevitable but it is possible, By arming heavily and mdcing all
sorts of military allinnces, we may succeed in preventing the out-
break of wor, That will be excellent. If we don't succeed in. pre-
venting it, we will at least not be caught unprevared. On our part,
such a2 var would be a Just wor; we would be fighting for the right,
Fven the Erbers admit it te some extent at lenst, that is, that it
would be far better i1f we won them if Stalin won, Well, if you are
serious about our winning, vhy do you stend in the viay of our pre-
pereuions for victory? Do you vant us to be caught empty-handed?
Don't you know that modern var requires years of intensive and oxe-
tensive p;eparations? And don't you know that such preparations re-
quire sacrifices at home, which imecns an ebedient and docile verk-
ing class well policed b¥ the labor leaders? Come now, bc serious
ahout serious mattersl f you really want to win the var, then
cuit playing with our preparations for itl"

Our formula is a different one from Erberts | Our strategy
and tactics strive for such an independence of the viorking class
from the bourgeoisie and the imperialist state as strengbhon the
former at the expense of the latter, ‘Je stond on the ground that
the werlzening of the foreign:imvmcrialism, the totalitaricn irvperi.-
alism, Stalinism, and its ultimate destruction in such a way that
progressive and  not reactionary ccnsequences follow -~ depends upon
the extoent to which the vorking class of this country is strengthen~
ed, o strengthen it requires that it be instilled with confl-
dence 1n itself and distrust of its class enemy, instilled with
class independence in every sphere and with distrust of any form of
reliance upon its class enemy, with a thoroughgoing understanding
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that 1ts fate and the fate of sociallsm and of democracy depend
upon its Independence and its self.confidence, and that everything
else is a weak reed or an outrigt trap., To strengthen it requires
that we teach 1t the meaning of the Luxemburgian dictum which Erber
quotes, but of course does not understand and certainly does not
follow: ‘“We must conclude that the socialist moverent is not bound
to bouirgeols democracy, but that, on the contrary, the fate of
democracy is bound up with the socialist movement,"' That is, it
is bound up with complete independence from the »ourgeoisie, above
all the imperialist hourgeoisie, and an attitude of complete disw-
trust and hostility toward it,

(fhis does not, of course, mran that we work to strengthen
the foreign imperialism at the eXpense of our own., That is tho
slanderous accusation always hurled at the internationalists by
imperialist patriots. VYe do not sahotage plants, we do not blow
up bridges, we do not spy for the enemy abroad, we do not welcome
the troops of the foreign enemy, Ve do not call strikes just for
the purpese of disrupting production. n general, if we are op=.
posed to subverting the struggle of the working class to the purw
poses of our own imperialism, we are not one whit less opposed to
subverting the struggle of the working class to the purpose of the
foreign imperialism, But neither willl we drive a knife into the
back of workers engpfed in struguzle for their legitimate class in-
terests on the grounds, real or alleged, that a spy or agent of
the enemy 1s in the leadership of the workers. ‘e know that reac-
tionary trick only too welll Ve will do all we can to take care of
Mr. Spys, but we will not condone the use of Mpr, Spy as a pretext
for strikobreaking.)

That!s all well and good for an ordinary imperialist war, it is
said. But Erber has evidently read somewhere that there have been
wars hetween two social orders, too, like feudallism and capitallsm,
So he addss: "The strupggle between Russia and the United States
is more than imperiallst struggle. It is a struggle for survival
between two social orders, The impdrtance of the latter aspect
overshagows the imperialist contant 4"

Indeed they are two differcnt social orders) Erber did learn
something in the Marxian movement after all - something but not
muich. Dut a Marxist, or any serious sociologist, at least trics to
establish the historical relations between two different social
orders, ‘hat arec the relations bcitwecen capitalism and bureauvcratics-
collectivium? Erber has no space for this, Doesn't he know, does-
n't he think 1t has any importance, or has he rcally descended to
the vulgar street-corner anti-Stalinism of all those who think
with thelr terrified bellies? He vwrites elsewhere thot Stalinism
iz "a social order whose intarnal laws of motion remain, in large
measure, an enigma to us,'" To whom does "us" refer, O ‘/ise One?
The very words confirm Erber!s claborate ignorance on the subject,
which scveral of his old comradcs had 2 couple of occasions, in
private sessions with him, to discover te their amazement, They
show “hat he does not lmow what "laws of motion” are, in the first
placece They show, in the sccond place, that he doecs not yet under-
stand that the "laws of mot ion" of Stalinism are a hundred times
legs of an enigma than the laws of motion of capitalist sociaetye.
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Foudalisn produced capitalisms capitalism vas a product of
the decay of feudalism; capitalisn rid man of the fetters of
febidalism, and in the performance of this historical task 1t was
necesgary and indispensable, Canitalism and bureaucratic-collec_
tivisa are also two contencing social orders, Uith what relations
.between themselves? Has “talindisw produced capit«lism as its
historical successor? Is capitalism the product of the decay of
Stalinism, born out of its womb? Is capitalisyn called upon to pere
form the necessary and indispensable ta sk oi ridding man of the
feotters oinobsel ~te and dying Stalinism? Erber hes no time in
his £1li«ht for such techniceclities Stalinism is an enigma to him,
2ut capitalism « that he understands. h '

"It is . a struggle for survival between two social orders.”
Yaw impaessive and.secientific that soundsl And how nmeaningless
it becewes on Erber's penl lhat are the relations between the two
socletbties f;%hthE for survival? “hat is +ho relationship of the
prolstarian struggle te these two societiss? According %o the
Marxistg, Stalinism is the product of the simultaneous (but not
euaal) decay of capitelism and ox the vworking class, It is the
product of the inability of capiltalism te solve its fundamental
crisis, to control and TANA ge the productive forces on a capivalist
basis, te offer the working ~lcss a way out of the social impusse,
Lt the same time, it is the »roduct of the failure of the viorikinge
class wovement to establish its clear independence from capitalist
scciety, the capltalist stete, the capitalist class, its failure
to talke control of the productive "forces amd mansge them on a
sociallst basis,

“ife-do not regard Stalinism 2s the product of evil men, cubt to
gorge themselves with a lot of pover, or even of the evil genius
of Stalin. It is a social phenomenon; it is a histoerical pheno-
uenon., s such, its social rcobs imst he traced. If we have not
traced them to perfection, we can at lsast say that no one else
has traced them as well or as cloarly as we have, The basis for
the strength of Sﬁallnlsm lies therefore in continuing to prop up
our decaying capitalist world amd in continuing to tie the working
class and its political wovement to it, either the decadent
bourgeoisie nor the decadent social~democratic parties have a
social orogsrom, 2 political procram, capcole of defeating Stalinism
or even veakening it seriously. =very one of the last twenty-five
years ‘POVGQAthioo How mony more dofeats of the verking class Dy
reaction, including Sta linist reaction, do we nced before this
simple losson 1s assimilated by cverybody? o

A1l that American 1mnvr1”‘i%m can produce for the destruction
of Stalinism is a military progro: #hiich, even from the stlctlv
military stondpoint, is of quo°+1onﬂol@ merit + Vhy deesn't Lphop
leave milisary matters to those vho knovw the cllfbronﬂe betwieen
an atom bomb and a blunderbuss? Staliniswm is & sccial phenomenon:
and- a social program. Cnly another sociol movement and scclal pro=-

ram can destroy it without r~actionary consequences ensuings

But doesn't Erber also have & fsccial programi?’ HMan alive, Of
course he has! He's a socialist, & real cnel! Only, like so mony,
many other "real and realistic" ones, his social progrum is subor=-:
dinated to the needs of American imperialism and its military pro-
gram., & have seen the superb results of this realism in Russila,
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then in Poland, Rumania, Bulgaria, Hungary, Czechoslovakia and
Yugoslavla, then in China, now in Greece and Turkey, and also in
. Italy, France and Germany, Thank you, thank you very much fop
.- the advice, B o

Erber has gone over to what Lenin and other Marxists appro-
priately called socialeimperialism, The power of American chauvin-
ism has heen his gplden bridge, Just as there is not a man in all
of Furcpe who could have made Max Lastmen's speech at the A, ¥, of
L, conventlon at any meeting of workers' representatives, sc there
is not 2 man in all of Europe vho could have written a document
' .like “rberts, He 1s an Americanized "Marxist," that is, an ox-
Marxist cured out of his sociallsm by shocketreatment from Staline
ism and by the softer touch of Rooseveltism, American bourgeois
-refornism, e has been cured of internatlonalism, too, Europe
and -~sla and their peoples do not exlst for him. If they did, the
fere question of vhy, for example, Stalinism is such a power among
the people 1In those countries, would cauge him to reflect for 2%
least & few minutes before writing hls lyrics to the delights of
fmericam bourgeols democracy and Americpn imperialism. These do-
lights are enough for him, at least for the time being, ]

- After all, he went through the war in the United States and,
vhen it ended, saw that “to date" there has been no serious curb
on political liberty here, During the war, the vast layers eof
economice fat stood American imperialism In good stead. Its happy
geographical position, which saved it from so many of the horrers
and devastations of the wer which Europe suffered, stood it in
good stead, The fact that the "“offieial revolutionary" movement,
the Stalinist party, became super-patriqtic, stood it in goed
. stead, The fact that there was no such militant anti-war movew
ment such as Debs and O'Hare and ths I.W,)i/. fighters represented in
the filrst Yorld ivar, stood it in good stead, There was practically
no one to imprison and suppress, The antie-war movement was confined
. to tiny sects, and toward them imperialism was "generous" - more

“or less. The huge working-class movement was perfectly policed
by the bureaucracy of the A. F, of L. end the C. I, 0., so that
the Pourgeoilsie, bathing in blood gold, had little to worry about
from that source. So, confronted with a proewar people, a silenced
antli~wvar people, an infinitesimal antiewar socialist movement, a
burenucratically-manacled labor movement and a servile Stalinist
party, and favored by & popular pseudo-anti-fascist war program -
the bourgeois state did not "curd" political liberty, #dmirable
self-rostraintl There was practlcally no ons for the state to
curb; so, it did not cwb anyone, This, plug belly-terror of
“talinism which replaced the belly-terror of Yascism, threw Evber
off his feet and he has not rcgained themes Ve kept our feet .and
kept our head, Erber has lost his,

e do not think that Irber will mark time, The greater like-
lihood is that he will develop further, Sveryone is familisr writh
the brand of turmcoats which has discovered tlet any form of col=-
lectivism must end in tyranny over the people, in the end of 2ll
freedom, It is the brand nurtured by Hayeke by von Hises, by a
growing host of supporters amd imitators. 'Free centerprise,” pri-
vate property, there is the only guarantee or reclative guarantec of
freedom, ‘here there is competition in cconomic life, there cannot
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be mononoly in political life. +nl so on, and more of the same,

Do wvie uetect an undertone in Erberfs writings? Are we too
sucpicious? Does our ear play us false? Per 'haps. Indecd, we
hope so, %ut we are “disturbed" by Erber's calm recomrendation
that the Hussian proletariat should have nnlnuulned "free enters
prise” and '"capitalist economic relations' as an insurance azsainst
the des vrtism which “inevitably” fnllowed the seizure of povwer and
the expropriation of the bour recisie, We are more "disturbed"
by Erherls little reference to Titos "Tito's resistance to the
Ruszian demand that he awelish private property on the land has
given new hope to socialists and demccrats," Now we lmow why
socialists and democrats have new hope; Tito is protecting private
property | Now we know vhat the wuflict is all about ¢ Stalin
wants to abolish »nrivate property in Yuroslavia and Tito wants to
maintein it! Thank heaven we have been released from the toils of
lgnorance by Erber'!s timely revelation of the real bruth, New
hope throbs in his breast because of Tlto' defense cof private
prop=rty. FPerhaps we are distorting Erbert's real view, If so,
this is one time we shall welcomws the charze of distortion and a
refutotion of the distertion,rather than be proved to be righit.
Only, will there be a refutation?
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Over and a:ain we come back to it ¢ theseo are difficult timés
for the llarxists. 1In Russis, the plstol in the back of the neck,
In the United States, ideclegleal corruption, *Vhryvhcre, isolaw
tion. Dut pistols are not enoush o gustain & regime, Histery is
studded with the breken boyencts and pistols. of despotism, The
corruntion we will resist. The isolation we will bresk through,
despite everything. Even in these dark houro, we know fron «ul of
history the molecular processes that are werking away silently
and porerfully anmong. the silent masses who do not rcalize theilr
pover, ) :

There are two Hussias, the Russia of the 3talinist despoits and
the Russie of the-:silent millions, Explain to yourself. dear reader,
why this mighty rezime ,of despots 1Lnds need for such a machine of
repression as no regime in 211 our annals has ever had. Tolstoy
once vondered with: horror at what weould happen 1f Russia got a
Ghengzils Khan with a2 telephome, It =0t one with & machine gun and
an Ne.7eD, But it 2lso got 2 RPusslan population that is not like
the ancient longol hordes. There 1s today a huge Russian worlringe
class, 1t hates and despises the bureaucracy It remcmbers that
in this century 2lone there were threc revnlutions in its land,
Such = mowmery cannct be obliterated, not even by all the fiendish
oblitcration techinicues of Stalinist tetalitarianism, That is why

the Dburaiuc racy needs its t@rﬂo; regime, That is why it 2lso needs
its never-suspended.camnaion a-~ainst "Twnts”"lom. There is no

Trotslgyilst movement in Ruqsl today, but for the burequcrho" today,
and for the masses tomorrow, Trotsizyism represents the ideas of the

fight for socialism and frecdom, The bursaucracy is led br uen

who once were Merxists, These ex~Marxists know that the ideca bo-
comes a power when it grips the masses. Thev Imow that this idea can
easily, overnight, becore gso povwcrful that not sven the N,K,V.D,
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can withstand its irresistible onrush, Marxism is on the defene
sive, 1t 1s laelated and with little influence, Yet the greatest
tyranny in history lives in dread of its ideas, finds it necesw~
sary to devote no small part of 1ts efforts to a systematic ond
unrelenting ¢ampaign against it, It feels how precarious is its
august perech,

There are two Americas, the official United States, the aris-
tocratio Unlted States, and the silent millions who have little
or no . wvay to express themselves offlcially, Official United
States 1ls officially optimistic. It points with conceit to its
ascurmlated fat, its power, its wea lth, its solidity, Yet even
this wealthiest of all natlons feels an‘unoffieial uneasiness,
Is the world moving toward the Ameriocan Century, or is it moving
toward the brink of an abyss Into which the United States too
will be hurled? 1Is the industrial prosperity a mark of health,
or is the flush the mark of a fatal fever? 71ill the coming war
be won by us, or will soclety be turned into a wilderness? If
we win the war into whlch Niagaras of energy and wealth are beoe
ing poured, will not the vietory crumble under a shattering na-
tional bankruptey?

Explain to yourself, dear reader, why this rich and mighty
regime, with its aristocratic position in all fields and at all
levels, finds nébd for such a trewendous campaign against the
enemios of "free enterprise," of capitalism -- mot Just against
its Stalinlst opponents but agalnst its Marxian opponents as well,
What docs it fear -- for fear sticks out of every worg in the came
paign? 'The Stalinlsts are weak and terribly discredited in this
countryes n he revolutlonary Marxian movenent is even weakers The
ruling ¢lass fears the silent millions, It fears the working .~
classes, It knows how easily and quickly a situation can develop
In the United States «- yos, even in this aristoceratic and chau-
vinistic country «- where the 1deas of Marxism can spread among =
the masses like a pralrie fire, VWhat are these ideas, after all,
if not the simple and clear, the conscious and consistent exprose
sion of the irrepressible struggle-movement of the working class
itself] Even in the United States the bourgeoisie fears the i-
deas of Marxism, and with good cause, The United States is tow
dey the greatest world power, but Just for that, it rests upon
a world of ‘decay and disintegration. That is not a very solid
foundatione The revolution will not come tomoprow; it will not
come thc next day or the day after that, 'le are a good distance .
away, DBut not such a distance away from the first big, powerful

- and promising political movement of the American working class,

We loock forward to that day with complete assurance of its arrivdl,
with complete confidence in the direcctlon it will thereupon take,.
Our job: to hasten that day, to assure that direction,

Right now, the working class of this country is the "living
refutation” of Marxism, as the bourgeois press shouts in order to
silence its own doubts, It will yet be the living vindication
of Marxism, Right now, the working class of this country is in
political bondage to the bourgeois.parties, It is the tail of
liberal bourgeois politics, It has not yet separated itself from
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this alien body. It will, It cannont be an exceptlion to the rest
of the world, It will not he, What do all the cfforts of 1'CoCm
tionarics, of conservative liberals, of the labor licutenants of
Cuplu”l, coule dovin to on the political field? To kceping the worke
ing elass as the tall of bourgeols politics, to kceping it frou
its doclqrution of Indepcndencec as & class, to keeping it fpom
starting on the road which lcads and must lead to sociclist nower,
Yhat do 2ll the offorts of the anblailarxish chorus cone dovmn 09
To got us and cveryone like us to abandon the revolutionary rond,
the only road to socinlism, to warn off all ethers from toking the
road, They would like to sec us, %too, at the tail of bouricoil
politics, at the very monment when the American norhlnn-clﬂss
ciant 1s restlcssly rceeonsidering his political position,

Vlie do net turn to the official United States whiceh hns such
a great attraction for wenk minds and soft spines, Ve are with
the silcent millions who will find cloquent and ringing voice to~
NOYTOY

‘e will bring our ideas to the viorker in the faetory and the
housowife at home, who know they are traduccd by the bourgeols
politleians, who know thecy are trcoted like dirt by the bouryo-~
ois burcaucrats, who arc not content with the hlgh—and-nlqhty

airs of the labor burcaucrat and his routinist disposal of their
reouost% and pctitions, who want more to say about running the
governiient than they can get by oﬂsulng a ballet once a year

for an olocaginous windbag and writing him lctters to Congress for
the rest of the year, who arec dlgturood and frightcned by all this
talk about anothcr war and by the ominous prepqr \tions for it,
and arc looking for a way out ef the terror, '

"o willl bring our ideas to the young worker and the young
studeat, \no are already being groomed for cnother imperinlist
holocoust, like their fathers and their grondfathers before then,
¥le will show them that there is a war to win which is really thelr
war, /o will inspire them with the vision of freedom and hﬂppiness.
jle will arm them with the cmancipating idecas of socinlism, ond
contenpt for the backslidors,

Yo will bring our ideas to the scientist and the intelleocw
tual, te the brave and honest ones, who arc sick ot the prostitu~
tion of the mind and spirit te which the chauvinisn of the tie
drivcs thom ~~ tho intellectual who wants thoe arts freed frow the
socincl compulsions of the philistines and false patriots, who wants
& cholec other than the gold-corruption of the United States or
the policc-art of Stalinism, thc scicntist whn desplscs the degra-
datlion of Stalinism and vheo is asnaricd of enchainment to the god
of destruction to. which scicnce 1s rcecduced hecre,

This will take timece It will take paticnec, ond parsovor—
ancc, =nd & rcvolutlonary spirit that does not break casily. ‘o
have men and womon with these malitiese, +e will win more. ‘e
will imbuc them with a hatred of 2ll cppression and exploitation,
physical and intellectual, and a scorn for all who compronilse
with it, Ve will imbuc them with a passion for freedom for all
who do not enjoy it, Ve will iwmplorient this passion with the
sharpest scicntiflic wecapons we have, And with these weapons,

we will win,
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"Dy you really mean that? Do you really think you will win,
“that you can win -« you who are so small and so isoleted? . Vhat
do you llarxists have to show ‘for your socialist revolution afber
a full hundred years of struggle? 'Be honest with yoursclves, A4ll
‘you can look bzek upon is a defeat, Your Cormune defeated; your
1905 defeated; your Russian Revolution defeated; imperialist wars

-you could net prevent; another one coming; reaction and decay cverye

where, Your words are brave ond fine, .but they are no more thon

words, '‘e are discouraged, -and déspnalr haeg driven us to retirce—

ment cnd pessimism, even cynicism, e fear your optimism 1s holw
dow and artificial, Give it up, cive it upl” '

Our wovement is ringed with this forlorn chant today, Our
ear has become so0 sensitive to it that we easily recognize 1ts
accents in Erbert!s veary mutterings, Vet we are unmoved by it,
Wo rewcabt quictly that we mean what we saye ‘e lmow quite well
that ve have been defeated, often defeated, but wo alsc know why,
The defoots were not altogether ununtleipated, Those whg under-
stand what Rosa Luxemhurg called the "basic lesson of every sroak
revolutlon, the law of its boing,“ thereby understand. what brousht
about the defeonts and, by that token, understend that the defeots
will slve way to vietory, In every defeated revolution, we hiavo
seon the unrelenting operation of the "law, of its beinge" It is
stated with superb insisht by Rosa:

"Either the revolution must advance at a rapid, storiy
and resolutc tempo, break dowmn 2ll barriers with an iron hand
and plece 1ts goals ever farthor chend, or it is cquite scon
thrown backward behind its fecble point of departure ond

- supvresscd by counterrcvelution,"

‘ The Commune, the rcevolution o f 1905, these could not place
their pgnals ever farther ahead, and they werc guite soon thrown
backward behind their feeble point of departure, The revolution
that dees not go to the end, thaot is net brought to its necos-
sary ~oal, risks being thrown «ll thc way back, and then has

to worik its way againg painfully and painstakingly, to a new peoint
of denorturce The Bolshevik Revolution was 2o new point of depore
“ture, It achlcved more than any prcceding effort of tho proletor-
late It advonced forther toward thio goal of freedom than ever
beforo in history, 3/ith an iron hand, it broke down all the bhore
ricrs tint it could break dovm oy itself, Beceause 1t was left .

to itsolf, it too was soon throinr pacikward behind its peint of
devarture and supnressed by the counterrcvolution, But if it is
truc that 1t was hurled bhack, it is also truc that it succeccded
in cdvancing infinitely closer the geal of socialism thnn was Dose
sible in 2ll earliecr attecrpts, sc close indecd that the ruling
classes of the whole world held their breath in ponic for ycoars,

“iTovwr w¢ have to work our oy to a now point of departurc
"again, 'c have no doubt that we will succeced, If socinlisn
dencnded only on the idees of llarxism,. it would forever he Utepnilan,
But ticse ideas arc only the censcious cxpression of the, irrcsis-
tible movement of a force which 2ll the ingenuity and scicnceo
and’ plstels of ‘the ruling classecs can never succced in wiping out
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in
of socicty = tho working class, T here is the spring without
which all social existence is impossiblel It is 2 unique
spring, bccousc it continucs to grow in size and therefore in
strength, Brute f@rce can kecep 1t compressed for & long time,
but not forever, he larger it grows, the groater the brute
forco thot must be employed to keep it from uncoiling, The more
it uncolls without straightening out fully - the more trutally
it rust be forced back into its orlginal condition, The more
force uscd against it, the morc dlstorted, painful, uncndurablo
becones tho 1life of organilzed socictys. In the Russion Revolubtion,
1%t uncoilecd wmorc than ever before In history, but because it could
not sizagh cll the barriers, it v as compressed back into shapo
more violently than over before in history. Bub thore is a limit
to the force that can be applied to 1t, The pover inhercnt in the
spring has no such limit, It hos uncoiled before == more of 1t
each time, It will uncoil in full, and all humanity will straighte
en up, -~ have no doubt and no reason to doubt which force will
provo stronger in the end « e have no doubt thot in the end
socicl rotrogression will be tumed into socialist victory,

Tho fight for socialism 1s our rcason for eristence., <1t is
our wa y of life, In this 1lifc, so rmony Erbers have como and
gonc that we rerember their names only because obloquy saved them
from obllvion, Always the moverent for socialism remained, now
big, now smrll, now blg cgnin., Today it is on the defensive,
but we know how to fight cn the¢ dofcnsive, too, Our goal 1s
human frecdom ~nd human dignity. o march to it under the banner
of Marxisn, "What clse," asked Fngels, "are we here forg"

Max Shachtmon.

Maroh 19, 1949,



