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Preface

Since the dawn of its existence. the workers®
movement has faced one cardinal question; the question of
power., The history of cépitalism has 'been the history of
the struggle between bourgeois and proletarian for power.
'This thesis seeks to address that question.

The central aspect of the thesis will be the
problem of organization. This problem 1is the Very heart
of the class struggle; the principal lever in the prole~
tariat's Sattle for hegemony.

This thesis will concern the development of the
organizational question from Marx and Engels through
Bolshevism.to the Communist International. The crucial
moment in this contention for organization is the
creation of the Communist Internaﬁional (Comintern or C.TI.)
and its struggle to reorient the member sections in
accordance with its -Bolsheviaation programme, The thesis
"will devote the greatest portion of its attention to this,
The "moment" is not chosen gratuitously; it represents the
mogt determined and indeed the summit of the attempts of
the Cémintern, and its Executive Committee (E.C.C.I.), to
mould its sections into revolutionary vanguard organizations

of the proletariat. Consequently, all the major contra-
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dictions facing a Marxist~Léninist movement can be seen in
_ bold relief in this historical nexus.

The degignation of the component Parties of the
Comintern as sections (a designation which the E.C,C.TI.
pointedly made at the beginning of all its correspondence
with.the Parties) is not simply formal, It underlines the
fact that the national Parties did not operate in vacuo;
but>were, at least potentially and theoretically, parts of
an organized international movement and subordinate to the
international leadership. The events of this period can
only be seriously evaluated in the light of Lenin's
historic interpolaéion - the Bolshevik theory of the Partys.

The thesis must, of necessity, begin with the
historical/theoretical processes groundipg the Leninist
theory of the Party, i.e. the elaboration of the science
of class struggle/proletarian revolution in the face of
(bourgeois) distortions., The territory on which this
battle achievés'its‘sharpest definition . is the home ground

of ‘the proietariat -~ the socialist movement of the working

class. The period 1848 - 1928l will be seen as a period

of acute and continuous struggle against the fifth column

B A BEEO NI AERDP OB AN N DO ESDDDRDOPHONSEP0SE OO RS RPONOOODOEOOND

) . . . .

The period from the penning of the "Communist Manifesto",
to the elaboration of the "Programme of the Communist
International",



in the workers movement ~ revisionism, with its logical
‘conclusion -~ the liquidétion of the Communist Party,2

In this struggle, Marx and Engels provided the objective
framework for the development of the class struggle —-

fhe leadership of the proletariat, through proletarian
dictatorship to Communism. It remained for Lenin, and
subsequently Stalin, to provide the subjective framework,
the vehicle for the revolutionization of society.-the
workers® wvanguard party.

The thesis will be structured as follows., Firstly,
an outline will be given of the theoretical and practical
groundwork for Leninism, in the works of Marx, Engels and
Lenin, and in the maturation of the proletariat movenment
through to the October Revolution, Secondly, the develop-

ment of the Buropean Revolution, 1919 - 1923, will be

examined. Finally, the interrelationship of the Russian

" EOBOIONNH O DS RO SO DN DEDDDHO RN RGO ONEDDDNESEDOSEe DO

21 intend to make use of the lexicon of the Communist
International, as it lucidly expresses class categories.,
Precisgsion is crucial. Lenin was adamant about the
significance of precision, or "shades of meaning®": "only
shortsighted people can consider...a strict differentiation
between shades of meaning inopportune or superfluous. The
fate of Russian Social-Democracy for many years to come
may depend on the strengthening of one of the other !'shade'"
"What is to be done" in V., I, Lenin Selected Works Vol., 2,
(London, Martin Lawrence, 19347)., pp. 47-48, '

Revisionism signifies the attempt to revise Marxism in a
bourgeois spirit, i.e. to replace class struggle with class
collaboration, Liquidationism signifies the tendency to
negate the vanguard role of a revolutionary party -~ and thus
“"liquidate" or dissolve the party and the revolution.

Vi



and European Revolution will be considered,; together with
the intervention of the Communist International .in the
revolutionary process, The Communist International will
be studied, in its attempt to propagate the lessons of the
proletarian revolution which had been assimilated by the
Bolsheviks., .

During the opening period of the Zch. century, the
process of uneven development characteristic of capitalism
had temporarily placed the Russian proletariat in the van
of the worid revolution; Thus the necessity for active
guidance in the promotion of this revolution devolved upon
the Soviet proletariat. As an international extension of
the organizational form so successful in Russia, the
Communist International was founded, in_}919. This period
forms the frémework for the first chapter.

Giveﬁ that dialectial processes; specifically
class struggles, operate in every sphere of society;3 the
struggle between bourgeoisie and proletariat was bound to
find its reflection within the Comintern (as indeed had

occurred in every previous proletarian organization). The

S 000D CE AN ON DDA O O ENNBPEDCO OO SEHE DDA ERDNDH NSO OGS

3On dialectics, see J, V, Stalin, "Dialectial and Historical

Materialism" in "History of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union (Bolsheviks), Short Course", (New York,
International Publishers, 1939), pps, 105-132.
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struggle for the Bolshevization of Comintern, is an integral
part of this internal class contention. The developments
in the C.I., 1919-28, will +then, be examined as an aspect

of the continuing international struggle.
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CHAPTER I

THE HISTORY OF ALY, HITHERTO EXISTING SOCIETY-..Q
This analysis has a logicalAstarting point, the
class struggle. Although history is powered by a complex
constellation of antagonisms, Marxists have long held -
that the principle antagonism, the ultimate social
detérminant; is the class struggle. Thus "the history of
all hitherto existing society is the history of class
struggles“4 and thus the centrality of the conéept of
class struggle, in all Marxiét works, ‘as the motor of
history.
| This recognition charges those who havé made it
with the task of elaborating a tendential analysis/
. prognosis of the conditions of the struggle. That is, the
crucial question becomes“-What.are the immanent tendencies
.in the contemporary class struggle?
| - In order to further this discussion, it is
necessary to provide the question with some logical ante-
cedents. (1) What are classes? (2) What are their
interconnections, inte;relations? and (3) What is the

material basis of the class struggle?

The first two questions may be logically collapsed,

0D H DN AN BHADENPESL AN OE SR EAN SO EIAEAD DN EDD O NNNADS RN 00NN EE

4K. Marx, F. Engels, "Selected Works, Vol., l.". (Moscow,

Progress Publishers, 1973)., p. 108.




i.e. the existence of classes lmplies antagonistic class
relations, class struggle. The fact of "“class" as a
social entity which can be (both conceptually and actually)
isolated indicates a structure in contradiction. Indeed

the fact of "class" presupposes the fact that society is

riven into contentious classes.,

"...We cannot have two distinct classes, each
with an independent being, and then bring them
into relationship with each other. We cannot
have love without lovers, nor deference without
squires and labourers. And class happens when
some men, as a result of common experiences
(inherited or shared), feel and articulate the
identity of their interests as between them-
selves, and as agains other men whose interests

are different from (and usually opposed to)

1 1
theirs. 5

Thereby in defining class one defines a dynamic

contradiction., This point requires clarification, Take

Lenin's definition of class:

"Classes are large groups of people which differ
. from each other by the place they occupy in a
historically definite system of social production,
by their relation (in most cases fixed and
formulated in laws) to the means of production,
by their role in the social organization of labour,
and, consequently, by the dimensions and method
of acquiring the share of social wealth that they
obtain. Classes are groups of people one of which
may appropriate the labour of another owing to the
different places they occupy in the definite
system of social economy."6
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“E. P. Thompson, "The Making of the English Working Class".

(Harmondsworth, Penguin Books, 1968). pp. 9-10.

oy IR . |

V. I. Lenin, "Selected Works,

Lawrence, 1936). pp. 432-433,

vol., 9.%, (London, Martin




These classes thus exist relative to the means of

production in a given social formation., This definition

provides classes with a firm material basis - not in

derivative terms such as income, status, etc., but in terms

of their levels in definite systems of social econony.

However,

itself

the material grounding of the class structure is.

a structure in flux, in contradiction. The material

forces of production, and the corresponding social relations

of productidn are in conflict. Althusser points out that

"the contradiction between the forces of production and the

relations of production is essentially embodied in the

; . . . 7
contradiction between two antagonistic classes.™

dynamic

It remains for Marx to delineate the historic and

K

nature of the forces/relations conflict:

In the social production of their life, men
enter into definite relations that are indispensable
and independent of their will, relations of
production which correspond to a definite stage of
development of their material productive forces,
The sum total of these relations of production
constitutes the economic structure of society, the
real foundation, on which rises a legal and
political superstructure and to which correspond

‘definite forms of social consciousness. The mode

of production of material life conditions the
social, political and intellectual life process in
general. It is not the consciousness of men that
determines their being, but, on the contrary, their
social being that determines their consciousness.

® N0 REAARCT N DDA LANND P RN DR E NN AL CH RO RN ORENNDOG O S

7

‘Ls Althusser, "Contradiction and Overdetermination" in

"For Marx". (New York, Vintage Press, 1970). pPa 99,



At a certain stage of their development, the
material productive forces 0f society come in
conflict with the existing relations of production,
or ~- what is but a legal expression for the same
thing -~ with the property relations within which
they have been at work hitherto, From forms of
development of the productive forces these
relations turn into their fetters. Then begins

an epoch of“social revolution., With the change

of the economic foundation the entire immense

superstructure is more or legs rapidly transformed..8

In capitalist society, the human agents who embody
the conflict in the economic base (i.e. the forces and
relations of production) are the bourgeoisie and the prole—A
tariat, The bourgeoisie are "the class of modern capital-
ists, owners of the means of sécial production and employers
of wage labour" and the proletariat, "who, having no means
of production of their own are reduced to selling their
labour~power in order to livé."9 4

In what manner does the struggle in the economic
base express itself in contemporary class conflict? Social
production under capitalism is, in its essence, truly social.
In opposition to previous social economies, which existed
by virtue of small scale individual/family production,
capitalism gathers masses of people together and necessarily

intertwines them in factory production; "mass production”".

®HD S PERDEOAROOPSHSETOEDOAHHIRAEERONDEDT NN CEDDNSRONHO C 00D RS

K. Marx, "Preface" to "A Contribution to the Critique of
Political Economy" in K. Marx, F. Engels, op. cit. pp. 503-504.

9“Manifesto" in Ibid, p. 108.




The "rub“, however, is thig:-the production of commodities,
use~values, under this system is not regulated by the
capacities-inherent in the forces of social production.

On the contrary, it is determined by the imperatives of
capitalist productive~reiaﬁionsr—thevaccumulation of
capital or (and which is the same thing) the extortion of
surplus value from the proletariat. Use~values are not
produced gqua use-values, but inasmuch as they embody
exchange value.lo The.antagonistic nature of the contra-
diction between the socialized nature of the productive
process and the appropriatioﬁ of the product through
capital finds clear expression in productive crises. These
crises illustrate the extent to which capitalist social
relations act as a brake on the developmnent of the pro%
ductive forces., They also engender criéés iﬁ ideological
and political planes which gonsist of internal and external
disjunctions in the power relations of the ruling classes:
that is, leadership conflicts, civil wars, international
wars, etc. The entire system is thrown into disarraye.

"Modern bourgeois society with its relations
of production, of exchange and of property, a
society that has conjured up such gigantic means
of production and of exchange, is like the
gorcerer, who is no longer able to control the

€6 eODH G RO NSO NOESAD L BNEDTEDDENEEDD e RPN NN QNN EDE 8 H RN E LR

lOSee K. Marx, "Capital Vol, l.". (New York, International

Publisl'lers' 19'77650 pp. jg"'9§a




powers of the naether world whome he has called up
by his spells. For many a decade past the history
of industry and commerce is but the history of

the revolt of modern productive forces against
modern conditions of production, against the
property relations that are the conditions for

the existence of the bourgeoisie and of its rule."

Tﬁe first phenomenal, human, form of this conflict
as a distinct class conflict occurs at the location where
capital and labour méet - the point of production.

It is at this point where the struggle over the
disposal of surplus value oCcurs, As described in Capital
i this contention manifests itself in terms of struggles
overk"bread and butter" issues-such as the length of the
working day, wages, working conditions, etc. This dispute,
then, strikes at the very nerve centre of the productive
relations of capital, which rest on capital's continued
despotism in the extortion of surplus value/surplus labour.

- Given these fundamentals, Marx set about analysing
the meéns by which the productive forces set in motion by
capital cbuld be unfettered -~ how the social revolution

was Lo appeal. ‘
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ll"Manifcsto” in op.cit. p. 113.
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BOURGEOIS AND PROLETARIANDS

Following closely on thé heels of the bourgeois
conquest of political power in France and England in 1830,
the class struggle “practically as well as theoretically
took on more and more outspoken and threatening'forms,"l2
The‘productive crisis of 1825 had opened, for capital,
"the periodic cycle of its modern life°"13 The "workers
of fhe world" struggled for unionization, for suffrage,
for the 10 hour day, and at times, such as the 1839
Blanguist revolt in Paris, even challenged the political
supremacy of the bourgeoisie.

In 1847, in London, remnants of various continéntal
associations of revolutionaries in exile coalesced to férm
the Communist Leaguea. This League commissioned Marx and
Engels to draft its Manifesto which would set out clearly
the historic aims of the proletariat in programmatic form.

The ensuing document "The Manifesto of the Communist Party”

was "the first revolutionary programme of the world's

14
workers,"

Using the "clue which enables us to discover the

réign of law in this seeming labyrinth and chaos: the theofy

of the class struggle",15 the Manifesto reasoned that the

* N B A DA DDA SR NENRENE 0NN SAS NN R RN AL E NS OR A eARNO D e e

lzCagltal Ta P 15,

l3Ibid. p. 140

14W. 2, Foster, "History of the Three Internationals',

(New York, International Publishers, 1955). p. 26.

15 , .
V.I. Lenin, "Marx-Engels~Marxism". (New York, Inter-
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proletariat was the only revolutionéry class in present
society, that it alone could undertake the total transfor- -
mation of social relations, and that in order to achieve
this end, workers had to wield political powera

By virtue of the fact that the proletariat is the
animator of social producfion and has no property interests
tying it to the present productive system, it alone is
capable of carrying the socialization of the prodﬁctive
forces through to its logical conclusion - communism.
The proletariat alone is forced into struggles against

capital which threaten capitalts very raison d'etre in the

process of accumulation. From the first times in which

the workers strain at the "golden chain which they have
wrought for themselves" in terms of strikes, etc., to their
more overtly political battles ~ suffrage, the passage of
Faétory Acts, etc.; the detachments of the working class
gradually cohere to the point where they close ranks in a
class formation to "storm the very heavens" ~-~ to seize
power.

It must be noted here that the two levels of power -
political and economic, intermingle and thus the apparent
paradox -- if political power (in the form of the state)
is the repository of'egonomic power, the polity must be

revolutionized in order to revolutionize the economy. As

the economy 1s characterized by the despotic rule of capital,

BENLE



the coequation of the spheres of the polity and the economy
signifies simply that the state is the expression of the
capitalist class' dictatorship. Tﬁis dictatorship is
manifest on two levels: (a) the state is empowered with the
légitimate usé of fdérceful coercion and (b) the state
legitimizes the existing class structure ideologically,

by maintaining, in Gramsci's phrase, the hegemony of the
ruling class. The executive of modern state, in the words

of the Manifesto is nothing but "a committee for managing

the common affairs of the bourgeoisie,"16 The famous tag

DA OO®DD N AN AN DE S DN EHN0OE NN PO LN SO RORDEE NSRS R0 0eN

lsManifesto, in op. cit,, pe. 110, On the question of the
the State, the seminal works (other than the Manifesto)
are Engels® "Origin of the Family, Private Property and
the State" (Selected Works 3, pp. 191~-337). K. Marx,
"Critique of the other Programme" (Ibid., pp. 13-31),
and especially V., I. Lenin, "The State and Revolution"
(Peking, FLPH, 1967). The central Marxist doctrine on
the State, 1is that the state as a political form arose
with the genesis of contending classes, and is the
tangible expression of the domination of one class,
Thereby as socialism abolishes classes, the state “"withers
away". Incidentally, it strikes me that modern debates
on the State such as the (in-) famous Miliband-Poulantzas
debate, miss the main point in their attempt to elaborate
the formal mechanism of the state~form of class rule,
(Oon that, see R. Miliband "The State in Capitalist Society"’
‘(London, NLB, 1970): N. Poulantzas, "Political Power and
Social Clagses" (London, NLB, 1975). This may be due
to the progressive edulcoration if the class concept of
the state since Dmitrov's 1935 Popular Front formulation,
and Mao's "New Democracy" revisionism ~ which ignored
the concept of the state as a class dictatorship.
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expressing the class content of the revolutionary proletarian

state is "the dictatorship of the proletariat!'.l7

In an understated letter to Weydemeyer in 1852, Mérx
menﬁions that his discovery of the inexorability of the
transition.to the dictatorship‘of the proletariat is one
of the few real novelties in his research:

"And now as to myself, no credit is due to me for
discovering the existence of classes in modern
society or the struggle between them. Long before
me bourgeois historians had described the -
historical development of this class struggle and
bourgeois ecconomists the economic anatomy of the
classes. What I did that was new was to proves: 1)
that the existence of classes is only bound up
with particular historical phases in the develop-
ment of production, 2) that the class struggle
necessarily leads to the dictatorship of the
proletariat, 3) ‘that this dictatorship itself only
constitutes the transition to the abolition of all
classes and to a classless society.“18

-

Lenin followed this up by using the acceptance of-
the dictatorship of the proletariat as one of the points
“of demarcation by which a Marxist was to be defined:

"The theory of the class struggle was not created
by Marx, but by the bourgeoisie before Marx, and
generally speaking it is acceptable to the
bourgeoisies..,, To limit Marxism to the theory of
the class struggle means curtailing Marxism,
distorting it... A Marxist is one who extends the
acceptance of the class struggle to the acceptance
of the dictatorship of the proletariat".19

® 8 P50 OO OISO EO SO SE N EODON O SREODHOSONS RO PP DO PODOERSND 0N

l7The term originated with Blanqui -~ and in the Class Struggles

of 1848-1850, French proletarians used it as a slogan, in
~graffitti, etc. See, K. Marx "The Class Struggles in France"
in Selected Works I, pp. 186~300,

l8K. Marx, F. Engels, "Selected Correspondence!. (Moscow,

Progress Books, 1965). p. 69,
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Subsequent battles in the Communist League, and in
‘the First International pivoted about the question of pro-
letarian dictatorship. Marx ahd Engels fought for this
principle against tendehcies such as the Proudhonists wﬁo
proposed a proto-fascist method of state organization
;epresenting and ameliorating the interests of all classes;
the Bakuninists who proposed to disarm the workers at the
moment of revolution be negating any state form and the
Lassaileans, who had a liberal conception of the state as
an entity independent of classes.
| One of the sharpest battles was enjoined following
the demise of the 1871 Paris.COmmune and the publication
of Marx's "Civil War in France."zo Until the Commune, Marx
and Engels had been able to formulate the demand for the
proletarian dictatorship, but had not been able to clearly
adumbrate the objective mechanism for the realization of
this stéte—forﬁ. The Paris Commune, as the world/s first
workers! diétatorship, provided the key; "thé working élass
cannot simply lay hold,of the ready-made state for its own

purposes."21 ~-=- l.,8¢ the bourgeois state could not be

BB C OO E SO E OO BSOS ENHOEOEOEOROODNOPOBOENODECOCH OSSN N CSOPROD

9Quoted in L. H. Gould, "Marxist Glossary". (San Francisco,
Proletarian Publishers, 1974). p. 22,

2O"Selected Works 2". pp. 178-245,
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simply appropriated —.it had to be smashed, In the face
of the revolutionary support for the-Cpmmune within the
International, and the hysterical press campaign of
denuhciation which was sﬁirred up, opportunist labour
"misleaders"zzvin Britain abandoned the International and
anarchists began fomenting factionalvdisruptions. The
hetefogeneity of the IWA preparea the ground'for its
'disintegration when confronted by a revolutionary situation,
Itrwas, in Engel‘s.words,,av"naive conjunction of all factions",

The intensity of the struggles between Marxists and
opportunists did not abate with the dissolution of the IWA,
The workers organizations which formed in the wake of the
International, and eventually grouped around the German
Social Democratic Party (spP), in the Second International
(1889) were, in the main, unable to assimilate the core
imperatives of Marxism - the necessity for smashing the
bourgeois state and the establishment of the dictatofship
of the proletariat,

This may be éxp;ained as follows -there was a

chink in the armour of Marxism which facilitated the entry

@O HEBBLEEOITE 606000 6MC0GE0OO0GIRERSONOO ORI COGEEOSOOLOROOOEOGTRSOOGEESE

ZlK, Marx, F. Engels, "Preface to the German Edition of

- the Communist Manifesto in 1872" in "Selected Works 1",
P 99, The significance of the inclusion of this sentence
in the Preface to the Manifesto, lay in the fact that this
was the major political point which Marx and Engels felt
it was necessary to change. They mention that the formu-
lation in the Manifesto had "become antiquated".
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of foreign (class) elements into the workers parties. No
clear organized body of theory existed on the subjective
mechanism - the organizational forms necessary for the
achievement of socialism. Therefore the organizations
which did exist were prone to.the resultant disease -
reférmism/revisionism.

Marx and Engels were provoked to quite "violent"23

expostulations against revisionism in addresses to the

German SPD such as: the Critique of the Gotha Programme,

in 1875, the Circular Letter to Bebel, Liebknecht, Bracke

and others in 1879, the Critique of the Erfurt Programme,

in 1891, and in numerous personal letters.,
In reply to the Gotha Programme's demand for the
"free basis of the state", Marx writes:

"Between capitalist and communist society lies the
period of the revolutionary transformation of the
one into the other. Corresponding to this is also
a political transition period in which the state

" can be nothing but the revolutionary dictatorship
of the,proletari,at.,"z4 L

"Marx and Engels attack the degeneracy of the SPD

in the circular letter:

® 2 GO B 60RO A ODOOD O ECOODO N OO EDPDOEOESODISOEEOOPeO0O SO0

2 . ' . . .
2 The term is W. Z. Foster's, used in his book, "Misleaders

of Labor". (New York, International Publishers, 1930).
To describe the reformists and labour aristocrats who had
arisen in the ranks of the workers.

23The term is Engels' and 1s used in his Forward to Marx's

"Critique of the Gotha Programme". . ("Selected Works 3%,
pp. 9-31l). To express his, and Marx's disgust at the

"retrograde step manifested by this draft programme." "p. 9.

24ugelected Works 3", p. 26,
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"The people who came out as bourgeois democrats
in 1848 could just as well call themselves Social-
Democrats now., To the former the democratic repub-
lic was as unattainably remote as the overthrow of
the capitalist system is to the latter, and there-
fore is of absolutely no importance in present day
practical politics; one can mediate, compromise
and philanthropise to one's heart's content. It
is just the same with the class struggle between
proletariat and bourgeoisie. It is recognized on
paper because its existence can no longer be denied,

but in practice it is hushed up, diluted, attenuated.", .

In addition to mentioning that the Erfurt programme
neglected the proletarian dictatorship, Engels criticized
the SPD's opportunism:

" In the long run such.a policy can only lead one's
own Party astray. ... What can result from this
except that at the decisive moment the Party
suddenly proves helpless and that uncertainty and
discord on the most decisive issues reign in it
because these issues have never been discussed?see.
This forgetting of the great, the principal

considerations for the momentary interests of the
day, this struggling and striving for the success
of the moment regardless of later consequences,
this sacrifice of the future of the movement for
its present, may be "honestly" meant, but it is

. and remains opportunism, and "honest" opportunism

is perhaps the most dangerous of all!ﬂ6

Marx's and Engels' remonstrations were to no

(immediate) avail. In' fact, -the SDP leadership suppressed

the Critique of the Gotha Programme, held back the Critique

D 20 D000 E S DE CRNEADOELEON OO0 RSO DENEOUODEO RO OO PESTEED DN O0EDOD

5"Selected Correspondence", p. 325.

' 26"Selected Works 3", pp. 434-435,
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of the Erfurt Programme for ten years, and adulterated

Engeis' 1895 Preface to "The Class Struggles in France"

(removing its most revolutionary passages)., The effect of
the censorshipmmodéhbon Engels' "Preface", was to completely
reverse its meaning.

The opportunist degeneration of the 5DP was
expressed in Bernstein's classic revisionist formqlation
"the movement is everything, the aim; nothing", The Party
emphasized gradualist demands, but was nof even willing té
fight resolutely for these, For example, when the question
of the general strike as an anti-war tactic was raised at
International Congresses, the general strike itself was in
principle condemned. This opportunism gradually congealed
into "social-chauvinism” -- "gocialism in words, chauvinism
in deeds"27 as the various sectors of the 2nd. International
called for workers to rally to the defense of “their"
fatherlands, "their" bourgeoisies, in the eventuality of

war, -

)
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27The formulation is Lenin's, and he used it to brand the

2nd. International leadership which supported "its”
nations in the First World War.
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PROLETARIANS AND COMMUNISTS

One of the earliest (and clearest) examples of the
revisionist bacterium to be isolated, was diagnosed by
Lenin in Russia in the opening years of the 20th.,Cénturyo
(As I intend to show~later, Russgia had a peculiar proclivity
towards producing straiﬁs in the workers'.movement at an
early stage, which were later to "internationalize" them-
selves.) This revisionist ﬁendency was known as Economisme
Economism contained, in embryo form, most of the contra-
dictions which prlagued all varieties of revisionism,
"Economiam wasbthe main nucleus of compromise and opportunism."28
The basic tenet of the Economists was that the working class
had no interest in politicél formations and should confine
itself to spontaneous "economic" activities. The Economists
were, in fact, a contradiction in terms ~- if the "economic"

- struggles of workers spontaneously evolved into socialism,
why havé a party? Why indeed did the Economists Qxist as
a political gréup?

Despite these confusions, the Economists did not
formally deny the need for a party, but instead proposed
thaf the party should tail the working class moveﬁent. This

policy became known as "khvostism” or tailism. The party

'.....’......‘.“0.00'.0..0'.‘.O‘d.......0..‘.......0..0060

28"History.of the CPSU (b)", p. 23,
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in such a scﬂemer was. superfluous.

The Economist conviction and the conviction that
lay at the base of the practice of the 2nd. International
was that the consciousness of the working class would
gradually ( and miraculously) evolve towards socialism
withcﬁt political organization. The corollary, ofi course,
was that the evolution of society into Socialism was a.
spontaneous and gradual process, All that "Marxists®
needed to do was to garner more and more votes in Parliamént,
counsel Wdrkers against precipitous political action, and
attempt to mollify the bourgeoisie.
| The "Marxist" justification for this liquidationist
policy was the "theory of the productive forces". (This
~theory will reappear many times throughout this thesis --
as it did thfoughout history -- as one of the main but-
tresses of revisionism.) The theory proposed that. since
Marxism holds thaﬁ the development of ideas corresponds
with.the developmént of the material fordes‘bf productionr'
-~ these forces, in their ‘maturation, would mechanically
trigger revolutionaryvconsciousness in the wdrkers.

However, this theory is based on a distortion of
Marxism - mechanistic materialism. It assumes that. since
Marxism holds economic conditions to be decisive, economic
deciéions are.the only decisive factors. Engels had to

cope with this problem after the formation of the 2nd.
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International:

", .sAccording to the materialist coneeption of
history, the ultimately determining element in
history is the production and reproduction of
real life. More than this neither Marx nor I have
asserted. Hence if somebody twists this into
saying that the economic element is the only
determining one, he transforms that proposition
into a meaningless, abstract, senseless phrase,
The economic situation is the basis, but the
various elements of the superstructure --
political formsg of the class struggle and its
results, to wit: constitutions established by
the victorious class after a successful battle,
etc., juridical forms, and even the reflexes of
all these actual struggles in the brains of the
participants, political, juristic, philosophical
theories, religious views and their further
development into systems of dogmas -- also
exercise their influence upon the course of the
historical struggles and in many cases prepon-
derate in determining their form."29

Consciousness. is therefore not a simple reflection
of the economic base, but rather a complex refraction of
it. The "ultimately determining element" has to pass
through a series of disﬁorting lenses - politics, tradition,
religidn, ett. before it appears in ideological~conscious
forms. The revisionists30 could only perceive a simple one-
to-one cause and effect relationship between economic

development and the formation of ideas.
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nSelected Correspondence", ps. 417,

301 intend to use this term interchangeably with the terms

Menshevik, Economist, opportunist, etc, It expresses the
same content, a bourgeois skewing of Marxism, but the
term "revisionists" will be used to apply more to the

"philosophical" angle of this renegacy.
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"What these gentlemen all lack is dialectics,
They always see only here cause, there effect.
That this is a hollow abstraction, that such
metaphysical polar opposgsites exist in the real
world only during crises, while the whole vast
process goes on in the form of interaction -
though of very unequal forces, the economic
movement being far the strongest, most primor-
dial, most decisive - that here everything is
relative and nothing absolute - this they never
begin to see. As far as they are concerned
Hegel never existed. oo&"31

In fact the "distorting lenses” filter and block
the consistent elaboration of revolutionary ideas amongst-
the proletariat., This problem is divisible into two
aspects - one defined by Marx in terms of the hegemony
of bourgeois ideas, one defined by Lukacs in terms of the
phenomenon of reification consequent to any "immediate"
conscious appropriation of reality. These aspects are
conflated by Lenin in his restatement of the central
problem: the spontaneous growth of consciousness in the
working class suffers from ineluctable barriers which
curtail its development int§ revolutionary consclousness,
Thus_posed; the problem indicated a solution - the injection
of a fully conscious element into the movement, capable of
. overcoming the barriers of.spohtaneity - the vanguard party

of the proletariat.

Marx's position on bourgeois hegemony . is simply
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3l"Selected Correspondence", p. 425,
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that by virtue of its monopoly in the means of production
(material and ideological), the ruling clasé is able to
elaborate and disseminate a world view consonant with its
position as ruler., This worldview both legitimizes the
power of the ruling clagss and delegitimizes those who seek
-Eo overturn this power, |

"The ideas of the ruling clasgs are in every
epoch the ruling ideas, i.e. the class which is
the ruling material force of society, is at the
same time its ruling intellectual force. The
class which has the means of material production
at its disposal, has control at the same time
over the means of mental production, so that
thereby, generally speaking, the ideas of those
who lack the means of mental production are
subject to it. The ruling ideas are nothing
more than the ideal expression of the dominant
material relationships, the dominant material
relationships grasped as ideas$ hence of the
relationships which make.the one class the ruling
one, therefore, the ideas of its dominance., The
individuals composing the ruling class possess
among other things consciousness, and therefore
think. Insofar, therefore, as they rule as a
class and determine the extent and compass of
an epoch, it is self-evident that they do this

" in its whole range, hence among other things
rule also as thinkers, as producers of ideas,
and regulate the production and distribution of
the ideas of their age: thus their ideas are the
ruling ideas of the epoch."32

This subjection to ruling class ideas creates in
the subordinate classes. a false consciousness of their
situation. The lack of congruity between this appreciation

of reality and the reality which inevitably asserts itself,

G 8 0000 P RGO ENCOHEEOIOUOOGEOCEPOHNGOOELNIOOEDHOEENOLOAIDNNPOEIEDO OO0

2
3 K. Marx and F. Engels, "The German Ideologv". (New York

International Publishers, 1973). p. 64.
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provides the basis for the supercession of false conscious-
ness. However, the ruling class’ hold on the means of
mental production serves fundamentally to block any broad
spontaneous crystallization of reﬁolutionary conéciousnésso
The obverse“éspect of this problem is provided by
Lukacs - any 'immediate', spontaneous appreciation‘of
reality is bound to be essentially bourgeois as it is sub-
ject to the phenomenén of reification; This phenomenon is
a gpecific characteristic of éapitalismu-in.a social
system governed by the laws of commodity production/exchange,
the lives of men must appear to be ruled by the movement
of commodities ~ri;e. things. Capitalism subordinates the
human character of its productive relations to the
character of market relations between inanimate objects.,

"There it is a definite social relation between
~men, that assumes, in their eyes, the fantastic
form of a relation between things. 1In order,
therefore, to find an analogy, we must have re=~
course to the mist-enveloped regions of the
religious world. 1In that world the productions
of the human brain appear as independent beings
endowed with life, and entering into relation
both with one another and the human race. So it
is in the world of commodities with the products
of men's hands. This I call the Fetishism which
attaches itself to the products of labour, so
soon as they are produced as commodities, and
which is therefore inseparable from the production
. of commodities."33
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the problem see F., Perlman, "Commodity Fetishism" given
as an introduction to I. Rubin, "Essays on Marx's
Theory of value". (Montreal, Black Rose Books, 1973).

"Capital 1", p. 72. Also, for a complete discussion of
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The individual's attempt to immediately appropriate
and understand social reality is ‘'immediately® confounded
by the intervention of reification/fetishism,

"The individual can never become the measure of

all things._ For when the individual confronts

objective reality he is faced by a complex of ready-

made ‘and unalterable objects which allow him only
the subjective responses of recognition or rejection.

«essFor the individual, reification and hence.

determinism {(determinism being the idea that things
are necessarily connected) are irremovable."34

Lenin proceeded to draw together the twin threads
of the problem; the Hegemony of bourgeois ideas and the
limitationé of spontaneity.  The limitations placed.on the
immediate’éssimilation of reality by the proletafiat afe
defined by'the nature of its most advancé "spontaneously
evolved" economic organizations, the trqde unions.

In effect Marx had posed the problem in 1865, in-’
asmuch as the role of trade unions was restricted to making
sorties against the superficial symptoms bf capitalism«-
the tendency towards lengthening the working-day, lowering
wages, lncreasing uneﬁployment, etce The unions thus
confined the struggle %o the battle front already delineated
by capitalism. and so refused to go beyond those lines and
_fight the root cause in the system itself,

"Trades Unions work well as centres of
resistance against the encroachment of capital.
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34G. Lukacs, "History and Class Consciousness". (Cambridge,

Mass., The M.I,T., Press, 1972). p. 193.
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They fail partially from an injudicious use of
their power., They fail generally from limiting
themselves to a guerilla war against the effects
of the existing system, instead of simultaneously
trying to change it, instead of using their
organized forces as a lever for the final emanci-
pation of the working class, that is to say, the
ultimate abolition of the wages system. ...Instead
of the consérvative motto, "A fair day's wage for
a fair day's work", they ought to inscribe on
their banner the revolutionary watchword, "Abolition
of the wages system!"35

Lenin proposed that while workers engaged only in
spontaneous "economic" struggles, their conscious development
was restricted to the outlook of trade unionism. "The
spontaneous movement does not engender socialism from
itself".36 In order for thé prqletariat to supercede
simple trade unionism, an intervening factor is required --
.a diator between the immediate appLopr¢atlon of reallty
and reality itself. This mediator is the vanguard party
of- the proletariat which exists to "combine the working
class movement with socialism",

The- theory of seeialism is "engendered outside of
the spontaneous movement, from the observation and study
'of the spontanebus movément by men who are equipped with

up-to-date knowledge".37"The Party is the conscious
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35",Selected Works 2", pp. 75~76, This was part of a report

given by Marx to the General Council of the First Inter-
national in 1865, under the title, "Wages, Price and Profit,"

6 ' .
3 J. V. Stalin, "Collected Works 1", (Moscow, FLPH, 1946).
p. 44. This is from a letter from Stalin to M, Da"ltashv1l¢,

written in 1904, attacking Plekhanov, and upholding Lenin's
ideas. ' : :

37Ibid.
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ingredient in the class struggle, an organization of
revolutionary propagandists and agitators. It is the
"highest‘form of class organization of the proletariat".38
Conterminous with this understanding of.the role of the

subjective factor in the revolution is Lukacs' observation

that the Party presupposes the actuality of the revolution,

It is axiomatic that the Marxist-Leninist conception of a
revolutionary party would have been historically irrelevant
in a pre-revolutionary phase.

"The party, as the strictly centralized
organization of the proletariat's most conscious

elements - and only as such - is conceived as an
instrument of class struggle in a revolutionary
period."39 '

From these bases. ali the:strategic and tactical
orientations.of the revolutionary Leninist party flow.
Revisionism succeeds only in ignorance of these foundations,
@.g. the "productive forces theory" denies the actuality
of the.revolution, the gradualist "parliamentary socialist"
ﬁradition rejects the nécessity for the promotion of
proletarian class consciousngss.

The theories of Marx and Engels. and Lenin's
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38J. V. Stalin, "Collected Works 5", p. 184, This is

taken from Stalin's systematization of Leninism, given
as a lecture series at Sverdlowv University in 1924,
"The Foundations of Leninism".

ukacs, "Lenin ~ A Study on the Unity of His Thought".
don, NLB, 1972). p. 26. .



propositions, lié on the same logical and historical

continuum. They repfesent the summation of proletarian
experience. given voice in a strugglé.on'two fronts:.

against the bourgeoisie and against theif ideological
reflections in the socialist movement, Leﬁin was acutely
aware of the problem framed in the 1llth. "Thesis on
Feuerbach":; "The philosophers have only interpreted the

world; in various ways; the point, howeVen is to change ite"4O:
indeed the title of Lenin's seminal work on the Party posés

it as a guestion: "What Is To Be Done?"41

The penning of “"What Is To Be Done?" in 1902
represents the beginning of an organic break (in Althusser's
lexicon an "epistemological break")Awith the opportunism
of the sclerotic 2nd. International. This cannot have been
readily apparent as such in 1902, The book, a passionate
polemic against Economism, can have caused little more‘than
a susurrus in European Marxist circles, which were still
in§ol§edrinrthe éerhsteih debates; Lenin was an obscure
leader of a small party, the Russian Social Democratic Labour

Party, RSDLP, and the Economists a mere "groupuscule".

The work wap, however, shortly to come to the attention of
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40"Selected Works 1", p. 1l5.

41V. I. Lenin; "Selected Works 2", pp. 27-193. The title

is taken from a work by Chernyshevsky.
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the leading lights of the German SDP as Lenin  demonstrated
that he "meant business" and was obdurately prepared to
provoke a split in the Party over the issues he had raised,
.in 1903, |

There are six crucial4points of theory raised in

"What Is To Be Done?", some of which have already been

discusseda Firstly, that to restrict the proletariat to
trade union struggles against capital meant abandoning,

in practice, the goal of socialism. Secondly, that if the
political movement of the working class merely swam in the
wake of the economic movemenf,fthe Party would become a
passive, indeed irrelevant factor in the class struggle,
and would act as a brake on the movement. Thirdly, that

to dogmatically assert the inherent superiority of |
spontanaeity as against the carerlﬂcultivation of revolu~-
tionary theory and consciousness meant to abandon the party
‘to opportunism:-"without a revolutionary theory there can
be no feVolﬁtionary mdvément";42 Féurthly;”that socialist
consciousness did not mechanically issue from the spontaneous
struggles of workers; and thus neglect of the dissemination
of socialist ideas meant the surrender of the workers to

the influence of bourgeois ideas,
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".e.othe only choice is: either bourgeois or
socialist ideology. . There is no middle course
(for humanity has not created a "third" ideology,
and, moreover, in a society torn by class
antagonisms there can never be a non-class or
above-class ideology). Hence, to belittle
socialist ideology in any way, to deviate from
it in the slightest degree means strengthening
bourgeois iﬁeologye"43

Fifthly, the Economists were not a revolutionary party. but
a party of social reform which, by‘acceﬁting the ground
rules of capital in the conflict, betrayed proletarian
interests. Lastly, Economism was no£ an accidental feaﬁure_
.in Russia, but was a form of the revisionist stream in the
2nd. Interﬁatiqnal; |

The famous disjunction in the RSDLP occuired at its
Second Congress in 1903 in a dispute over a superficially
innocuous paragraph in the Party rules. ' The question was
whether Party members should be bound to work in a Party
organization or not., Lenin argued that a member should be
obligeditorwo;k in a Party organization, whereas Martov
maintained that a member merely had to accept the Party
programme, and in fact. "any striker"Amight enrol;

This polemic enpapsulated.the gulf between Marxism
and. opportunism on the questiqn of organization. The

ramifications of the dispute were thus not restricted
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within the confines of the RSDLP, but reverberated through-
out the International. The Congress concretized the split
between Martovists and Leninists who constituted themselves
as Mensheviks (minority) and Bolsheviks (majority),
respectively. |

The seminality.of the organizational article under
discussion became clear with the progress of events - the
Bolsheviks and Mensheyiks split into separate organizations
with fundamenfally opposing class lines, Lenin's formula;
tion waé predicated on his recognition of the necessity for
the formation of the Party as an organized yanguard - detach=
ment, whereas Martov envisaged the Party as an ambrphous
"tailist® grduping, open to a pseudo~sgocialist element,

The inner~Party struggle intensified, and Lenin -
both sharpened and deepened his conceptiqn of Bolshevism
against the Mensheviks. who had launched themselves into

a full scale factional .attack on the leadership, a "revolt
éééihst I;eniniém";421 Bolshevism was given greater definition
in 1904 in Lenin's trenchant polemic "One step forward, Two

steps back".45 One of the most vital points voiced in
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44The phrase is Martov's, It is cited in the History of

the CPSU (b), p. 44.

4S"Selected Works 2%, pp. 405-467, The subtitle is "The

Crisis in Our Party".




29

this work was that the party had to be a disciplined,
organized front in order to itself organize and lead the
workers struggle, To view the party aé a heterogeneous
agglomeration of sympathizers. signified a retreat to
.opportunism, The party leadership in the latter conceptu-‘
“alization would only exist to ameliorate disputes between
varying elements who stood at different stages of political
development, i.e. the party would straddle Left and Right =~
and would have difficulty remaining in the proletarian
camp.

By this time the sounds of battle had echoed as far
away as Germany; and an arbitration committee, including
Kautsky and Bebel, was sét up to establish unity in the RSDLP,
Lenin bitterly opposed this attempt to reconcile the two
irreconcilables, although Martov agreed to it. The
committee was never able to produce any conclusive resultsj
the Russian Revolution of 1905 quashed the attempt., It did,

‘predictably, manage to give support to Martov's side in the

.
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46"The Menshevik concept of party organization weakened both

these poles, confused them, reduced them to compromises
and united them within the party itself, The Mensheviks
shut themselves off from the broad strata of the exploited
masses...but united in the party the most diverse

- interest groups, thus preventing any homogeneity of thought
and action...a party so organized becomes a confused
tangle of different interest groups. Only through inner
compromise does it ever manage to take any ‘action, even
then, either follows in the wake of the more clear undered
or more instinctive groups within it, or remains forced
to look on fatalistically while events pass it by." Ge

Lukacs, "Lenin", pp. 31-32.
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controversy,; for eXxample; by refusing to publish Lenin's

account in Die Neue Zeit (the SDP weekly), and Kautsky's

public declarations of support for Menshevism., The leaders
of the 2nd. International must have understood that Leninism
had struck: through télthe‘quick of their organizational . |
malaise.

Sensing an organizational split oﬁ the eve of the
1905 Revolution, the Bolsheviks, de facto constituted them-.
selves as a separate body with their own central committéej>
and press. Consequently. positions.on both sides hardened .
and organizationél differences gave rise to tactical
differences. The Bolsheviks worked to organize the working
class as a militant revolutionary formation, the Mensheviks
argued that as the present revolutionary phase had a
bourgeois-democratic character the proletariat had no
»independent role to play and should not antagonize the
libé:al bourgeoisie. The workers were, however, cool
towards Menshevism aﬂd engaged in armed stfugélé aQaihst
Tsarism. They even went as far as the embryonic discovery
of the organizational forms necessary for the implementation
of proletarian dictatorship -~ workers councils -~ Soviets
of workers deputies, "The Bolsgsheviks regarded the Soviets

as the embryo of revolutionary power.“47 Characteristically
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the MensheViks saw Soviets merely as supra-class organs of
local administration!

The 1905 Revolution clearly exposed the political
and class nature of the twu groupings claiming to represent
the RSDLP. Plekhanov showed his hand as an anti-working
class elitist in his reply to the Bolshevik analysis of the
Moscow uprising. While the Bolsheviks maintained that the
uprising demonstrated that it was within the power of the
proletariat to successfully wage an armed struggle, P lekhanov
stated "they should not have taken to arms"., Lenin replied:

"On the contrary, they should have taken to

arms more resolutely, energetically and aggressively:
it should have been explained to the masses that
peaceful strikes by themselves are useless, and that
fearless and ruthless armed fighting was required.
The time has come when we muat at last openly and
publicly admit that political strikes are insufficient:
we must carry on the widest agitation among the
masses in favour of an armed uprising and make no
attempt to obscure this question by talk about
"preliminary stages", or by throwing a veil over it.
To conceal from the masses the necessity for a
desperate, sanguinary war of extermination as the

- - immediate task of future revolutiébnary action means -
deceiving both ourselves and the people."48

Thus Menshevism and Bolshevism became firmly entrenched
as antipodal class bodies,.

To briefly recapitulate -the solution to the problem
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‘48"Selected Works 3", p. 348, This is in "Lessons of the

Moscow Uprising”. Similarly, during the struggle, Stalin
had written "What do we need in order to really win? We
need three things: first - arms, second ~ arms, third -

arms and arms again." (Historv of the CPSU (b), p. 81),
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of organization. which had hefetofore manifested itself in
vacillation and opportunism in tactical questions, was not
ciearly worked out until 1902. Lenin's intervention signified
the necessary breakthrough_ and was to become formalized.
following the abandoning of opportunism ip Russia, with the
October Revolution and the attempt to isolate and abandon
épportunism on a world scale - the break with the 2nd.
International and the constitution of the 3rd.

The axis of Lenin's break must be charted both
temporally and spatially. The quéestions which need to be
ahswered following the above observations are:

1) why was the témporél‘location of the break the first
decade of the 20the. Century?. and
- 2) why was its spatial locatioﬁ Russiaz

The first question can be answered in one simple
sentence: the development of imperialism opened the‘historical
period of proletarian revolutions. Lenin evolved a detailed
énéiyéis ofriﬁpe}ialiéh, aéra newrstage,ﬂinaeed £ﬁe "Highest
‘Stage" of Capitalism ip his 1916 work of the same name. He
identified the imperialist epoch as a special stage in the
development of capitalism, a corollary of the growth of
monopoly capitalism, and a stage which "sublated“' or removed
to a higher level, the contradictions inherent in earlier
phases of capifalism.

Lenin delineéted‘five essential features of this

new epoch, which demonstrated its substance as the articulation
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of tendencies immanent in the pre-monopoly era:

"l, The concentration of production and capital,
developed to such a high stage that it created
monopolies which play a decisive role in economic
life. 2. The merging of bank capital with
industrial capital and the creation on the basis
of this "finance capital", of a financial
oligarchy. ~ 3. The export of capital, which has
become extremely important, as distinguished
from the export of commodities, 4. The formation
of international capitalist monopolies which
share the world among themselves, 5. The
territorial division of the whole world by the
greatest capitalist powers is completed.”49

Thus, imperialism cannot be taken merely as an
arbitrary aggressive policy of this or that government,
formulated at the level of the-polity. It is firmly rooted
in the economic machinery of the capitalist system.

Although representing a léap in the maturation of capitalism,
Lenin reasoned that the epoch of imperialism was simulta-
ﬁeously its dialectical negation; the epoch of préletarian
reévolutions. "Why? . Because imperialism carries the
contradictions of capitalism to their last.bgqug! to the
extreme iimitzibéyoﬁd whi&hirévolution begins."SO Stalin
ranks three main levels of cqntradiétion which are sharpened

by imperialism., Firstly, the contradiction between labour
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‘9V. I, Lenin, "Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism",

(New York, International Publishers, 1939). p. 89.

SOJ. V. Stalin, "Collected Works 6", p. 74.
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and capital, which achieves greater definition with the
increased concentration of.capital, (and the formal merging
of capital wifh the State apparatus). Secondly, the contra-
dictions between various cliques of financiers and imperialists
in the world-wide dilation of capitalist competition.
Thirdly, thé contraaiction between the imperialist
"metropolises" and the colonial "hinterlahds"."51
Imperialism,therefore, realizes Lukacs® tag about "the
actuality of the revolution". Given that Lenin gauges the
years 1870-1900 as the period of ({relatively) peaceful
expansion and consolidation of monopoly capitalisr and that
"for Europe, the time when the new capitalism definitely
superceded the old can be established with fair precision;
it was the beginning of the twentieth century“;52 the opening
decade of this ¢Century required the elaboration of proletarian
praxis which would ‘*actualize' the revolution.

" This praxis; given form by Lenin, was therefore the
necessary response of Marxism to the 6pening of a ﬁeﬁirr :
historical period. Stalin's definition of Leninism "in the
last analysis" is:

", esMarxism of the era of imperialism and the
proletarian revolution., To be more exact, Leninism

is the theory and tactics of the proletarian
revolution in general, the theory and tactics of
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JlIbid., ppe. 74-76. Interestingly enough, in Mao'!s pamphlet,
"On_Contradiction"”, he changes the order of these contra-
dictions (Peking, FLPH, 1968), giving primacy to the
national aspect. '

52y, 1. Lenin, “Imperialism", p. 20,
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thé dictatorship of the proletariat in particular."..

Stalin also points out that Marx and Engels did in
fact give the general outlines of the idea of a proletarian
vanguard Party, but Lenin developed these outlines further

"and applied them to the new conditions of proletarian

struggle in the period of imperialism".54

The second question concerns Russia as the locus of
the revolutionary juncture personified in Lenin and embodied
in Bolshevism, The answer is found in a generic invariant
of Marxism, a law which’achieveS'particular force with the
transition to the "epoch of finance capital': the uneven
development of capitalism.

Uhevenness itself is lodged in Fﬁe heart of Marxist
dialectics. As mentioned before, Marxism cannot view social

events in terms of simple cause and effect: it views complex
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53J. V., Stalin, "“Collected Works 6", p. 73. This definition

of Leninism provoked some contention in the debates with

the Oppositions durihg the years 1924-28. Stalin had
provided an internationalist definition of Leninism, whereas
others, Zinoviev, for instance, wished to make Leninism a
purely Russian national phenomenon. I shall examine the
debates in greater detail in the next .chapter, which will

be concerned with the struggle for Leninism in the Comintern.

54J, V. Stalin, "Interview with Foreign Workers' Delegations".

(Moscow, CPSFW, 1934), p. 9. I chose this translation,
rather than the one in the Collected Works, because it

appears to be superior - it is far more detailed, for one
thing. The interview itself was given to a delegation of
American workers in 1927, (Stalin and the. Central Committee
had felt that it was necesgsary for the Workers' State in
Russia to make itself accountable to workers anywhere. To
this end, the American workers wer provided with factory
stat%stics, oppositional documents, minutes of party meetings,
etCe le ’
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'dialectical_oppositidnsx as motive factors. Also, in
recalling Stalin's considération of imperialism as the eve
of the proletarian revolution, it will be noted that he
defines three layers of contradiction. .Thus, the structure
under observation cannot merely be considered a struéture
"in contradiction", but is a structure containing aAcomplex
of oppositions, each of which relates to the others in terms

of domination-subordination. Levels of contradiction may

be established amongst which are primary and secondary contra-

dictions, etc.

Althusser phrases it "theAcomplex whole has the unity
of a structure articulated in dohinance.”55 If it is further
taken that every contradiction is articulated relative to
every other contradiction in this unity,the conclusion is
that dialectial.contradictipn itself pfeéupposes/defines
unevenness,

In moving from the abstract to the concrete, how is

this unevenness inscribed in capitalist development? As a
simple empirical observation, the prevalent anarchy of

production and the contradictions within the capitalist class
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55

"For Marx", pe. 202, Little work has actually been done
-on Marxist dialectics per se. The foremost works are Engels
"Anti~Duhring". (Moscow, Progress Books, 1970),. Lenin's

"Philosophical Notebooks?, (Selected Works Vol, 11). Stalin's

"Dialectical and Historical Materialism", and, despite its'
errors, Mao Tse Tung's "On Contradiction".
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termed "competition" génerate uneven development amongst
individual enterprises, individual branches of industry and
individual countriés. The,transition to imperialism. and
the growth of monopoly sharpens the contradictions between
capitalists in the arena of the world market.,
"Finance capital and the trusts are aggravating
instead of diminishing the differences in the

rate of development of the various parts of the.
world economy."56

'Imperialiém's acceleration of the rate of develop-
ment of contradictions: and the process of uneven develop-

ment, focused "all the historical contradictions then possible

in a single State,"57.Russia. The contfadictions, fusing

into a revolutionary rupture in Russia, were becoming "over-
determined“.SB In the mid~nineteenth century . Marx and |
Engels felt that the revolution centred in Germany. which,
they believed,‘was verging on a bourgeois revolution to be
followed (uninterruptedly) by a socialist revolution., (Stalin
mentiOﬁB”tﬁétWEhié'éiiéuméﬁéhCé'éérﬁed”aé the probable reason
why Germany was the birthplace of scientific socialisnm, and

Marx and Engels its theorists). Already in 1882, Marx and
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5§V. I. Lenin, "Imperialism", p. 923,

57L. Althusser, "For Marx"; p. 96,

58Ibid., P. 99. The term is Althusser‘’s, and signifies a

(supersaturated) fusion of contradictions into a
~revolutionary rupture.
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Engels felt that the revolutionary front had moved from

Germany to Russia. '"Russia forms the vanguard of revolution-

ary action in Europe."59

Similarly, Lenin had (prephetically) recognized that
the foetal revolution in Russia was undergoing a transforma-
tion to maturity in 1902"

"History has now confronted us with an immediate
task which is more revolutionary than all the
immediate tasks that confront the proletariat of
any other country. . The fulfillment of this task,.
the destruction of the most powerful bulwark not
only of European but also (it may now be said) of
Asiatic reaction would place the Russian proletariat

in the vanguard of the international revolutionary

proletar;at."6o o

The over~ripe nexus of contradictions converging on
Russia included the qontradiction between: developed industry
{e.ge. the putilov works in Petrograd -~ the largest factory
in the world) and medie&al agricultures feudal political
Vstructures and a capitalist economic base:; proletarian class

struggles and autocratic repression: revolutionary peasantry

and the capitalist dislocation of social relations in the
éountryside; Russian capitalism and Tsarist "military-feudal

imperialism"Gl; British and French Imperialism and Russiag

P0G PeORODE PO PO OO NPT R EEDOEDE RSO PEIOOL OO RO DS

59"Selected Works 1", pe. 10l. Also, see Marx's Letters to

Engels, Nove. 13, 1859, reb. 13, 1863 and Sept. 27, 1877.

6O"Selected Works 2", p. 50,

lThe term ig Lenin's.
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Russian interests in imperialist expansion (in Turkey, China,
Persia, etc.) and the interests of Brit;sh and French Capital;
the revolutionary intelligentsia and Tsarist oppression; etc.
Thét'is, the three contradictions outlined by Stalin as the
main.cdntradictionS“eXacerbated by‘imperialist development
focused con forte in Russia,

Tt follows that uneven development made Russia the
crucial front of the worla revolution_ and, thereby, the
Russian proletariat,  the vanguard of thé world proletariato
Russia set the stage for the historic "epistemological break".,

These two notions; impérialism actualizing_the
revolution - and uneven déVelopment, had profound effects on
both theldevelopment of the revolution in Russia, and its
development on a world scale, As will be shown, the sharpest
confrontations over those principles occurred bhetween the
L.eninists and iensheviks, particularly the Hensheviks'within
the Comintern: the Trotskyites énd Bukharinites.

This discussion of the locus of the world revolution-

ary pole of attraction in Russia interrupted the narrative
history of the Bolshevik theory of the Party, in 1905, It
was at this point that the Bolshevik tendency definitely
crystallized‘into an autonomous organizational entity as
opposed to Jlenshevisn. However, the "march of time" could

not be expected to cease in- 1905 with the defeat of the

Pirst Russian Revolution and the organizational rupture with
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opportunisme. Intense struggles, witnessing the condensation
and reflection of all contradictions in the world revolution-
ary movement in Russia telescoped into a brief period,
occurred throughout the space from 1905. to the 1917
revolutions and to the ebb of the world revolution in 1923.
‘These struggles served both to anplify and clarify Bolshevik
theory as Bolshevism progressively estranged itself from
Menshevism. and Second International revisionism in general.
(Tt is probably safe to say that not until 1924; with the

miblication of Stalin's "Foundations of Leninism® did a
P

62

mature codification of Bolshevism appear.)
The formal rupture with the Mensheviks came at the

Prague Congress of RSDLP in 1912, Until this point. Menshevismn

ad beeﬁ busily consolidating a swift retfeat from'any

semblance of obligation to the proletariat which it might

have had. In the Stolypin period of reaction following the

reflux of the 1905 revolufion, the Bolsheviks went undergroud

andifbftifiéditﬁeiriiilégaljParty orgagizaéiOn: The

Mensheviks arqgued for Fhe liquidation of the illegal Party

and for close collaboration with the libéra1~bourgeois Cadets,

They saw the temporary ebb of the revolution as something

ineradicable and so were prepared to conpromise with any
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62Even NAlthusser grudgingly admits the usefulness of the

"Foundations"., It does, in fact, provide the basis for
his argument in “Contradiction and Overdetermination",
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force, including the Stolypin regime. To this end they
offered to renounce the party programme in exchange for
the Tsar's consent to their appearance as a legal party.
Trotsky formed his own faction, the August Bloc, and ‘
attempted to straddle both poles, the Bolsheviks and the
Liquidationists (a rather delicate act). Stalin was moved
to write about Centrism  (the position of Trotskyism):
"Centrism, is a political concept. 1Its

ideology 1s one of adaptation, of subordination

of the interest of the proletariat to the

interests of the petty-bourgeoisie within one

common party. This ideology is alien and

abherrent to Leninisme”63

The struggle came to a head at the 1912 Congress.
The llensheviks were expelled from the Party and the Party
renamed itself "Russian Social Democratic Labour bParty
(Bolsheviks)." "The Party strengthens itself by purging
its ranks of opportunists,"G4 Lenin wrote to Gorky: "At
last we have succeeded, in spite of the Liquidator scum,

in restoring the Party and its Central committee. T hope
you will rejoice in this fact."65

During the years 1912~l9l4; the Bolsheviks developed

their base, legally and illegally, in all existing workers!
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63Quoted in YHistory of the CPSU (b)", p. 136. =

64The sentence in Lassalle's, and is approvingly quoted by

Engels, Lenin, Stalin and others.

-
6JV, I. Lenin, "Collected Works 29", (Wew York, International
Publishers, 1945). p. 19, '
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ganizations through tightly knit cells. and fractions,

o . . 6
- party members receiving direction from the centre, 6

e of the most outstanding victories won by the Bolsheviks

at the time. was the Llection of the Executive Committee

V.of

3'

the St. Petersburg Metal Workers Union where out of
000 votes cast, only 150 went to the Mensheviks.

The discbvery of the cell and fraction form of

Party organization was, most certainly, one of the outstanding

or

re

ganizational innovations of the Bolsheviks, Given the

pressive nature of the autocracy_. and the incessant

switching from legal to illegal status, the most flexible

and secure framework for the Party was the Party céll/fraction

based in industry. All the Bolshevik workers in one plant

WO
of

un

th

fi

uld constitute a cell. and all the cells in one branch
industry, or in one workers' organization (e.g,-a trade
ion) would constitute a fraction.
' These cells were the crucial limbs and bases of

e Bolshevik béfty, They performed a twofold function -

rstly, they firmly rooted the Party in the working class,

locating at the cardinal points of its existence -~ the

factories; secondly, they bore the Party's line to the masses

L

66

ideologically and organizationally. The cell, or nucleus,
"B PN ADADEEDS PN AEANOANANE S NN EN O DS ENP A OYONNHSARS RN RO A

Party fractions are the organizational forms required by
Bolshevism, The acceptance or rejections of the use of
Party fractions in industry forms one of the key lines of
demarcation. separating Bolshevik-and reformist organizations.
As will be shown, one of the sharpest struggles waged by

the Comintern against truculent Social Democratic (i.e.
opportunist) elements in its member sections centred on

‘the fraction question.
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was the strategic foundation of the Party organization, Cell
members discussed issues of the day, Party lines and factory
problems, always in an effort to win the w0rkers,. in their
particular locale.

The Party was thus able to embody '"the highest form
of proletarian class organization" by forming a living link
between all sectors of the class. Only this form could
prepare the workers for power, and marshall their forces
for swift and decisive plané.

The Party's watchword then, was industrial
concentration. Even a shall Party . such as the Bolsheviks,
could prepare for victory. given correct ideology and
correct organization. The organizational form demanded by
“an outiook calling for the seizure of power by the
industriél proletariat is factory cells, primarily in’kéy
industries-—metallurgy,>transport, etc., The Bolsheviks

then structurally demarcated themselves from the revisionists,

who méiﬁféiﬁed'terfitériéi forméiof orgaﬁizstion, in order
to prepare for parliaqentary power .

The entrenchment of the Bolsheviks in the féctories.
literally made them an unbeatable force. When the time was
propitious for the workers to rise the cells could merely
proliferate throughout the class. and, organically connecterl

to a vital centre, could coalesce the workers' ranks for

actiona
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"Lenin's "orders of the day" in January, 1909, are

as follows:

"From this evaluation of the principle of Party
organization logically follows the line of
organizational policy adopted by the conference.

To strengthen the illegal Party organization, to
create Party cells in all spheres of work, to set
up first of all, "entirely Party committees con-
sisting of workers, even if their number be small,
in each industrial enterprise", to concentrate the
functions of leadership in the hands of leaders of
the Social Democratic movement from among the
workers themselves - such is the task today.
Needless to say, the task of these cells and
committees must be to utilize all the semi-legal
and, as far as possible, legal organizations, to
naintain "close contact with the masses", and to
direct work in guch a way that Social Democracy
responds to all the needs of the masses. Every
Party cell and workers' committe must become a "base
for agitation, propaganda, and practical organizing

‘work among the masses® i.e, they must go where
14 e

the masses go, and try at every step to push the
consciousness of the masses in the direction of
socialism, to link up every specific question with
the general tasks of the proletariat, to transform
every act of organization into one of class
consolidation, to win by dint of energy and
ideological influence (not by their ranks and titles
of course) the leading role in all the proletarian
legal organizations. Even if these cells and
committees be small at-times, -they will be linked
together by Party tradition and Party organization,
by a definite class programme; and two or three
Social Democratic members of the Party will then

be able to avoid becoming submerged in an amorphous
legal organization, and to pursue their Party line
under all conditions, in all kinds of situations,
to influence their environment in the spirit of the

whole Party, and not allow the environment to swallow.

them up.”67
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V. I. Lenin, "Collected Works 15", pp. 3532354,
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This is an eloquen£ account of the practical
functions of a Leninist revolutionary; of how in practice,
a vanguard movement operates. | |

In 1914. the First Imperialist War broke out. This
was the wér which clearly_expreséed the moribund nature of
imperialism, and its entrance into its terminal phase.
Capitalism could ho longer thrive through peaceful e%pansion;
in the saturation of the world market the growth of one
capitalist could only be accomplished at the expense of the
others., éo capital was obliged to embark on ventures of
massive destruction; to restructure the world market and
destroy the productive forces in order to reanimate its life
cyéle: boom, bust, crisis, war, and so on.

History itsélf tends to "make or break" people. aﬁd
great historical events confirm or exphode the sets of
opinidns people have about histdry; Thus the First World

War delivered the coup de gréce to the atrophic Second

igférﬁaﬁionai. As Engels had foréseen, the SDP had proven
unprepared for the "decisive moment", Kautsky's fantastic
scheme of "ultra-Imperialism" - the peaceful coalescence of
all Imperialisté into a super~Imperialist world state -

dissolved,§8 The attempts not to frustrate the bourgeoisie
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68Lenin's, "Imperialism" and N. Bukharin's "Imperialism and
World Economy", (New York, HMonthly Review Press, 1975),
were both directed against Kautsky's Utopian "Ultra-imperialism*
systema :
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by'means of political strikes, sharpening extra-parliamentary
struggles, etc., had left the bourgeoisie coolly unimpressed.
. They were not willing 'to abandon their struggle against the
proletériat~ merely because the erstwhile leaders of the

- proletariat had abindoned their struggle against the
bourgebiéie. The massive confusion and lack of purpose
within the International was clearly evinced by the chasm
which vawned between its {occassional) revolutionary
pronunciamentos and its cringing opportunist actions.

In view of the gathering war clouds, the 2nd.
Internatiqnal had, in 1912, called a extraordinary confer-
ence in- Basle. to discuss proletarian anti-war action.

Basle produced an anti-war resolution . unanimously adopted
by the Internétional“which thunderously exclaimed:

"Let the governments be mindful of the fact
that, with European conditions and the attitude
of the working class as they are, they cannot let
loose a war without causing danger to themselves,
Let them recall that the Franco-German war was
Commune, that the Russo-Japanese war set in
motion the revolutionary forces of the peoples
of the Russian Empire, and that competitive
military and naval armaments have accentuated in
an unprecedented fashion the class antagonisms in
England and on the continent and have unchained
vast strikes. It would be sheer madness for the
governments not to realize that the very thought
of the monstrosity of a world war would inevitably
call forth the indignation and the revolt of the
working class. The proletarians consider it a
crime to fire at each other for the benefit of
the capitalists' profits, the ambition of dynastiies,
or the greater glory of secret diplomatic treaties."
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69Cited in Foster, Op. cit., pp. 217-218,
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Tenin, with his usual perspicacity, read the

HManifesto and remained skepticaly "They have given us a

. . . 70
large promissory note; let us see how they will meet it,"

e

Of course, not only were thev not able to meet it
r z Y _ )

but they
flaqrantly_abrogated each one of its promises.. On August

4, 1914, the German Social Democratic Party's 110 parlia-

mentary representatives voted unanimously for war credits,
declaring "in the hour of danger we shall not desert the

71
fatherland.”
Philip Scheidmann presented the war as a defense
dagainst Tsarist Russsia:

"The chief guilt for the present war rests
upon Russia. At the very time when the Tsar was
exchanging dispatches with the German Kaiser,
apparently working for pzace, o allowed the
mobilization to go on secretly, not only against
Austria, but also against Germany. ...%We in
Germany have the duty to protect ourselves. Ve ' T
have the task of protecting the country of the
most developed Scocial-Democracy against servitude

“to Russlia. ...1le Social-Democrats have not
ceased to be Germans because we have joined the

Sociatist TntérnatiéﬁéI;Wgé"

The French, British, Belgian and American pro-war
Social Democrats, however, blamed Germany as the threat to
"their nations". Thereupon the Second International

collapsed under the welight of its own contradictions. The
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Ocited in 0. H. Gankin and 1. H. Fisher, "The Bolsheviks
and the World War", (Stanford, 1940). p. 79,

(2 ' g
161ted in J. Lenz, "The Rige and Fall of the Second Inter-

national". (iew York, 1932). p. 128,

72 .. . : . :
Cited in Foster, op. cit., p. 230.

*r



48

profligate leadership attémpted to "cover their nakedness”
with involuted rationalizations - amongst which Kautsky{s
must rank as the most sophisticated. He proclaimed that ;
the war was indeed inperialist, but that the duty of

social-demnocrats was to defend "their" imperialists: the !
situation was too complex for co-ordinated proletarian

action, "national defense" was the order of the day. But

nothing could obscure the fact that the revolutionary

bombast spouted by the 2nd. International in 1912 had only

gserved to prepare the proletariat for its great betraval

Engels, in a letter to Lafargue predicting a world
war, stated:

"Therefore the socialists in all countries are ‘
for peace, If nevertheless war comes, then one &
thing is certain, This war, where fifteen and ‘
twenty million armed men would slaughter one
another and lay waste Europe as never before,
this war must either bring about the immediate
victory of Socialism or so shatter the old
order of things from top to bottom, and leave
behind such a heap of ruins, that the old
capitalist society will become more impossible
than ever before, and the social revolution,
though it might be set back for ten or fifteen
years, would, however, in this case also have
to conquer and in so much the more speedy and
thorough fashion."73

L.enin, in full accord with Engels, issued the

T

revolutionary war slogan for proletarians: "turn the

imperialist war into a civil war", (Trotsky produced his
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73Cited in R. Palme Dutt, "The Internationale". (London,
Lawrence and Wishart, 1964). ©pp. 127-128,
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usua; vapid attempt to bridge the antagonists with the
"neither victory nor defeat" slogan). Germany had ceased -
even de jure to be the centre of the socialiét'movement.

We again encounter the factors: imperialism as the
eve of the revolutizn,. and uneven developmentf‘as decisive
in the degeneracy of the Second International.

"The collapse of the Second International is the
collapse of opportunism which was growing on the
soil of a specific (the so-called 'peacefult)
historic epoch now passed, and which practically
dominated the International in the last years.

The opportunists had long been preparing this
collapse by rejecting the socialist revolution
‘and substituting for it bourgeois reformism; by
repudiating the class struggle with its inevitable
transformation into civil war at certain moments,
and by preaching class collaboration: by preaching
bourgeois chauvinism under the name of patriotism
and defense of the fatherland and ignoring or
repudiating the fundamental truth of socialism
early expressed in The Communist Manifesto, namely,
that the workers have no fatherland; by confining
themselves in their struggle against militarism to
a sentimental, philistine point of view instead of
recognizing the necessity of a revolutionary war
of the proletariat of all countries against the
bourgeoisie of all countries: by turning the A
- necessary-utilization of bourgeois pariiamentarism
and bourgeoils legality into a fetish of this
legality and into forgetfulness of the duty to
have illegal forms of organization and agitation
in times of cr'ises.”74

Imperialism also provides the material base for this
opportunism/revisionism: the evolution of a labour aristoc-

racy. From the superprofits gleaned in the exploitation
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74Lenin, "Collected Works 18", pp. 80-81,
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of the colonies, the impefialists are able to "buy off"
certain sectors of the proletariét at "home"; the trade
union leaders, higher job categories, etc. These sectors
ére thus paid agents of the ruiinq class in the camp of
the proletariat. I would hasten to add that tﬁe bribed
elements appear to me to be ex-proletarian, or ﬁetty~
bourgeois, who merely happen to be in the location of the

proletariat. This seems ‘to explain their vacillating

75

class interest. '’

As the Second International did not conceive of it-
self as a revolutionary organizatiohal unity, and had no
organizational strictures regarding its composition as a
body of professional revolutionaries, it flung its doors
open to any 6pportunist labour "leader"-who wished for a
political career. People like Karl Legien, the German
trade union leader, who opposed strikes per se, were then

able to become a powerful force.

Given the collapse of the German centre, it devolved
upon Lenin to nuster ﬁhe'revolutionary oppositionists of

the Second International, and other internationalist forces,
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[~ . . :
7JOn this point, sce Tngels! letcter to lMfarx, October 7, 1853,

wherein he talks of "the English proletariat becoming more
bourgeois", and savs that "for a nation which exploits the
whole world this 1s, of course, to a certain extent
Jjustifiable." Also, Engels to Marx, August 11, 1881, and
especially Lenin, "Imperialism", Chapter 8.
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~for the creation of a new Comnunist Internationélo Two
conferences Wefe.organized, in Zimmerwald, in 1915, and in
Rienthal_ in 1916. DBoth of these experiences_served as
harbingers of the difficulties to come in the organizing

of a new moyenent."‘The pafticipants were of a mixed

character » Bolsheviks, Trotskyites, Left Social‘Democrats,

etc, Although they-were unable to produce anything conclu-

sive (theyﬁrejected the_Bolshevik notion of revolutionary
defeatism); thev served as a nucleus for the 3rd. International,
The éxperience did demonstrate, nevertheless, that the task
6f eradicating Social Democratic influence and bﬁildinq

Bolshevigm was to be guite arduous.

Although the Bolshevik Party had ‘been unable to

[

decisively influence the internationalist sector of the 2nd.
Intérnational, an event was to occur which visibly thrust
the Bolsheviks into the forefront of the world revolution;

the October Revolution in Russia.



[Wal
]

YOU HAVE NOPHOIHG TO LOSE BUT YOUR CHAINS

The high pitch of class strqule prevailing prior
to the outbreak of war in Ruésia, did not slacken during
the war years. On the contrary, the tensions within the
country were exacerbated to the utmost as a regult of the
unpopularity_of the war and the government, the ineptitude
of thé political and military leadership, the worsening of
conditions, etc. The Tsar had seen the war as a possible
palliative for the revolutionary ferment, IIis miscalculaﬁion
merely gave weight to the axiom that one of the_conditions
for revolution was the inability of the governing classes
to govern.

In January, 1917, a massive political strike movement
broke out across Russia‘-in Baku, in MNizhni-Novgorod; one-
third of Moscow workers‘stfuck, the Putilov works struck,
etc. The Bolsheviks organiéed masgsive demonstrations calling

"Down with the Tsar", and "Down with the War", ©On llarch 10,

‘a general sériké occurred, the téoopsrfraternized with the
workers and by March 12, 60,000 soldiers had joined the
demonstrators, The workers opened the jails, freed
reveolutionaries and locked'up tsarist functionaires. By
Harch 14, the Revolution had succeeded and the Tsar waé
overthrown. A Provisional Government was set up which
realized de jure, the de facto bourgeoig governnent of

Russia which had been operative but which was screened by

e
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Tsarism. The Bolsheviks, whilst maintaining their close
ties to the working masses, were somewhat disoriented by

the new situation, and there was a certain recrudescence

of Menshevism within the ranks of the Party. It was felt
.that the Provisional government should-be at least condition-
ally supported to give bourgeois liberalism time, in Russia,
in which to play eut its historic role - the fatalistic
productive forces theory again! At the .extreme right of
this tendenéy stood Rykov who called for support of the
Provisional Government and the partisans of war,

In April, Lenin traumatized the Party by declaring

(on his~triumphal—faturn from exile) to a group of workers
"Long Live the Socialist Revolution". He went to the Party
and presented his famous "April Theses"., in which he argued
that the workers had created operational councils, Soviets,
which were to be the basis of a new form of republic, a
workers' republic, thus power should be transferred to the
Soviets. He proposed that the name of the pafty be changedr
to the Communist Party, and that a Third, Communist Inter-
nationalrshould be formed. There was a marked internal
struggle in the Central Committee during which Lenin
submitted (but later withdrew) his resignation. The theses
were finally endorsed with the opposition of a few, such

as 7Zinoviev, Kamenev, and Rykov. Bolshevizing the Bolshevik

Party itself was proving to be not altogether straighforward!

et

I
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The Party set itself the task of winning a majority in the
Soviets, |

In June, 1917, the Provisional Government, subservient é
to the needs of the British and French Imperiaiists launched
a full scale offensive in the world war. They hoped that g
this decisive act Qould shif£ the centre of gravity away from
the Soviets which had alréady assumed the status of an
alternative governnment, the "dual-~power" period.

The offensive collapsed and the Russian workers dnd
soldiers hecame extremelv indignant. The Soviets (which were
'still controlled by the Hensheviks, firmly entrenched in the
camp of the counter revolution) temporarily discredited them-
selves as oppositional centres of government'by not responding
to the bourgeoisie’s challenge., The anger of the proletariat
spilled over into the streets and:in July . huge, spontaneous,
armed demonstrations occurred. The Bolsheviks considered
the action prematﬁrefrbut were bound to give it support.
Thé‘frovisional Government rﬁthléssly suppressed the demon-
strators, and with the open connivance of the ltensheviks
and the populist Socialist Revolutionaries,outlawed the
Bolshevik Party -and called for the arrest of Lenin on a
charqé of high treasoﬁ. During the revolutionary feriment

the industry concentration policy definitely proved itself,

Cppeen

and the Bolshevik ranks swelled with insurrectionary workers,
In Petrograd, for example, in January, the Party had less

than 2,000 members. by the opening of the April Party
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Conference, menmbership had risen to 16,000, and by June 1t

had reached 32,000, with an additional 2,000 soldiers enrolled

-

in the Bolshevik Military Organization and 4,000 soldiers
enrolled in a Bolshevik Military support group. That was
‘but the tip of the iceberg,., Just prior to the July uprisings, o
the Ilensheviks and‘S.R.'s had tried to reassert their weaken- |
ing hegemony by callihq for mass demonstrations of workers
fidelity.on June 18 in Petrograd. 400,000 workers turned

out and marched carrving solely Bolshevik banners..

If it may be said that'l902 provided the theofetical
break with Menshevism; 1905 the organizational break - with
its.formalization in 1912; April, 1917 was the strategic
break; and Julyv, 1917 the final tactical break with
Menshevist opportunism. The Party, at its 6th, Congress
turned decisively towards the forceful seizure of power by
the prqletariat,

"The PQaéefEl,PGEiQd of the revolution has ended,

a non-peaceful period has begun, a period of
clashes and explosions;"76

Stalin, in full cognizance of the fact that the
revolutionary maelgtrom was being given tangible form in
the shape of the Russian proletariat, the advance guard of

world recvolution; nade the following observation (which became

e
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’Ouoted in "llistory of the CESU (b)", ps 197. (The quote
is Stalin's.) ‘
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e key point in the "socialism in one country" debates of
e mid-Twenties):
"The possibility is not excluded that Russia
will be the country that will lay the road to
socialisn... Ve must discard the antiquated
idea that only Turope can show us the way.

There is dogmatic Marxism and creative Marxism.
T stand by the latter.”77

This represénted the total discarding of the Social
mocratic "productive forces" dogma - politics was now in
mmand, .The productive forces (especially the proletariat)

d long since ripéned. (In a forthcoming section on Trotskyism
d the’Comintern, I shall dilate on the "Socialism in one
untry'" arguments).

The revolutionary unity of the Party was concretized

the Sixth Congress, and marked by the formalization of the
inciple of democratic centralism in the Party's rules,
is signified: -that all directing bodies of the party, from

P to~bottom, should be elected: that Party bodies should

pericdically give accounts of their activities to their

re

spective Party organization; that strict discipline should

prevail, whefeby the minority would bhe subordinate to the

c

bi

-n

77

jority; and that the decisions of higher Partv bodies were

nding on all lower bodies and on Party members generally.
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V. I. Lenin, J. Vv, stalin, “7The Russian Revolution",
(Mew York, International Publishers, 1930)., p. 146. The
quote is taken from a speech of Stalin's at the 6th. Congress.
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Also at the Sixth Congress. the Mezhrayontsi
(Trotskyite) group were admitted, having pledged obeisance

to the Party programme and having agreed to abandon their

Batved i el

syncretic activities. Thi.s was, in all probability, a
.mistake on the part of the Bolsheviks, as. although some
of the Mezhrayontsi became Bolsheviks (Voladarsky, and
Uritsky, for example), Trofsky was never able toj; and soon
slipped back into Centrism, aﬁd finally Menshevisma

In the following three months the Soviets and the
working class began to swing en masse away from flenshevism
and towards Bolshevism. On'AuQust 31, the Petrograd Soviet
endorsed Bolshevigm, and the Socialist Revolutionary and

Menshevik Presidium resigned. On September 5, the Moscow

'
Soviet turned to Bolshevism. With the Bolshevization of
the Soviets and the ralsing of the demand "All Power to the -
Soviets" together with the demand "Land to the Peasantsﬁ
(who weére already making large numbers of land seizures)
the Hensheviks and populists attempted to stéﬁitherrevéiutionn
ary tide by conveningla Pre~Parliament. The Bolsheviks,
against tha wishesg éf their parliamentary fraction (iﬁcluding
Kamenev and Teodorovich), boycotted the Pre-Parliament.

On October 10, the Boléheviks agreed that having
secured a majority in the most important Russian Soviets,

they should issue a call for an armed uprising within the

next few davs. Kamenev and Zinoviev were opposed to this



move and.actually "scabbed" by informing the Mensheviks of
‘the decision. Trotsky felt the uprising should be postponed.

fMevertheless, on the night of October 24, the revolution

atiee vt Bl

began, and on October 25, the Bolsheviks issued a manifesto

"To the Citizens of Russia" announcing that state power had

e

passed into the hands‘of the Soviets., The Second All-Russian
Congress of Soviets épened in the evening of October 25 and
formed a Soviet Government, elecfing Lenin Chairman of the
Council of People's Commissars, The Hensheviks withdrew
from the Congréss. The world's first proletarian dictatorship
on a national scale had been realized.

It must be emphasized that the centralized striking
force embodied.in the Polshevik Party proved to be the ideal
weapon for the commission of revolution. Its organizational

form enabled it to be highly manoeuverable -~ once the revolution

IT

had been pinpointed it was able to marshall its forces for a

decisive blow. Given also that revolutionary moments

crYStailizerand the diésipate, oﬁiy a disciplined force which
could accept central Qirection could "seize the moment'".
Bolshevism thus proved to be a revolutionary force, and
October began the process of the disintegration of lenshevism
and populism as forces in the working class.

Although the revolution represented the condensation
of revolutionary "moments" in the world struggle into a

" "super-noment" of insurrection: a point of overdetermination;



‘the process-of clarifying Bolshevism did not cease.
The Constituent Assembly, slated to convene in
January, 1918, and containing a majority of HMensheviks and ;
5.R.'s presented a problem:
“lfe see in the rivalry of the Constituent :
Assenbly and the Soviets the historical dispute |
between the two revolutions, the bourgeois
revolution and the socialist revolution. The
“elections to the Constituent Assembly (based on
electoral lists made before the November revolution)
“are an echo of the first bourgeois revolution in

February (ltarch), but certainly not of the people's,

the socialist revolution."78

Hence, when the Assembly voted down a resolution
calling for the recognition of the Soviet Government as the
legitimate state power, it was officially dissolved, on
January 26, This, predictably, caused an outcry from the
social chauvinists of the West, who had’sﬁddenly rediscovered
“democracy", and were shocked at revolutionaries using state
power coercively, i.,e. in a revolutionary manner, especially

’ t .
against their confreres, the Jlensheviks,
| In Decenber, 1917, Lenin, in the name of the Central
Committee ordered Trotsky.and the Soviet delegation at Bres£~
Litovsk to conclude a pea¢e>treaty with Germany. Trotsky
sabotaged the negotiations and refused to sian a treaty on
sermanv's terws, whereupon Germany advanced, seizing vast

areas of Jland and forcing the Soviet Government in February,
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V. J. Lenin, "The Proletarian Recvolution and the Renegade

Kautsky". (lTew York, International Publishers, 1934). p. 51,
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1918, to sicn a treaty on far more onerous terms than the
~ones Trotsky had refused. DPromptly Bukharin, Ossinsky and

others in the Moscow Party Regional Burcau passed a resolution

g

of no-confidence in the Central Commitltee and declared that

rather than conclude peace with Gerwmany "we consider it

[

expedient to consent to the loss of Soviet power."79

In this tense atmosphere, the Seventh Party Congress
convened in l!larch, 1913. This congress endorsed the policy
of the Central Committee and censured the Trotskvites and
Bukharinites who had ignored party discipline. The Brest
peace, although delivered at great cost, granted the party
a brief respite in which to consolidate tbe proletarian
dictatorship. To abandon the revolution "for the sake of
the revolution® as the oppositionists demanded was sheer

sonhistry. The "ultra-revolutionary" slogans again conceale

T

liquidationist opportunism.

The Congress also carried out an importantrdemand
voiced in the AprilvThesés -the name of the Party was
officially changed tolRussian Communist Party (Rolsheviks) -
RCP (B). They thus dissociatéd themgelves from Social
Democracy which as a term was scientifically inapposite,
and as a political forpatioh had gone over to the Bourgeois

camp, "They had "cast off the soiled shirt and donned a clean
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790uoted in "Jllistory of the CPsU. (b)", p. 218,
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onz." The term "Communist" was the only correct one to
describe the Party's aim:

"In starting on socialist changes, we must
clearly set out before ourselves the goal to
which they are directed in the final analysis,
namely, the creation of a communist society.”BO

Tt

By the time of the Seventh Congress, two of Lenin's
major demands in the April Theses had been met -the Soviets
wielded power and the name of the Party had been changed.

The demand for the creation of a fully Comnmunist International
had not yét been met, however, this was sooﬂ to be accomplishéd.

The breaching of the imperialist front by the October
Revolutidn had sparked revolutionary upheavals across Burope,

In Movemnber, 1918, sailors in Kiel mutinied and a revolution
broke ont in Germany in which the Kaiser was overthrown.

Germany now had to sue;for peace‘and the Soviet Government =
could annul the BrestnLitovsk treaty., Soviets sprang up in

Germany, but the tide of revolution there caught in interminable
eddies,'duerto the absence of the subjective factor ~ a

Bolshevik Party (T shall awmplify this point in the following

chapters). The revolutionary movement continued to drive

through Europe. Hungary declared a Soviet governnent, and in

most Luropean nations Communi.st groupings rose on the crest

of the wave of rebellion.

T
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A material. basis now existed for the creation of a
Third International, for the formation of a world Bolshevik
orq#nization in which the Soviet Party could give leadérship
to the world,socialist revolution. In llarch, 1919, on the
initiative of the Bolshevik party, the Third, or Communist
International was founded and held its first congress.

"The congress adopted a manifesto to the

proletariat of all countries, calling upon

them to wage a determined strugagle for the

dictatorship of the proletariat and for the
triumph of Soviets all over the WOrld,”Bl

This provides a logical poiﬁt at which to break off
the narrative. The creation of the Comintern foruwalized
-the contingency of the nussian Revolution and the World
Revolution; From ltitarch, 1919, all internal Party questions
Became intertwined with the problens ofxthe International
Communist Iovement. The Comintern was conceived as Bolshevism
writ large, as the World Party of the Proletariat,

- Therefore, in the remainder of the thesis, the
development of the Comintern will be viewed as a direct
continuation of the struggle for revolutionary Leninism which
had its first impulse in Russia. The victory of Bolshevism
~in 1917 did not signify the total rout of Menshevism - the
"theoryv of the productive forces", and miscalculations about

inperialism were quite resilient tendencies (even within the
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Russian Party). Given the uneven developnent of the
revolution itself this was inevitable. 1In subsequent
chapters. I shall, therefore,examine the Conintern's attempt
to qeneralizé the Russian experience (which was necessarily,
the international ékperience of the brbletariat centred in
Russia) and lessenithe birth pangs of the Communist wovement
in other countries. As will be seen, this attempt met with
sfubborn resistance. The experience of "Bolshevization®
provides an interesting object lesson, in a twofold fashion:-
(1) it demonstrates the extrenme obstinacy and tenacity of
social-democratic survivals in the Communist Parties and
(2) it demonstrates the difficulties faced by the Comintern
in its attempt to beécome Bolshevism writ large, struggling
against the iflensheviks in its own ranks.

This chapter has attenpted to elucidate a number

key issues~ (1) that Leninism was a continuation and

Ql
Hh

claboration of Harxism under the conditions of imperialism?
(2) that Leninism did not materialize out of thin air, but

on the cbntrary, it was hammered out, and tempered in intense
struggle; (3) that this struggle focused its arceatest force
against the fifth column in the workers movenent, MMenshevisn;
(4) that since the uneven development of capitalism made the
Russian proletariat the wofld rebolutionary vanguard, the

Russian experience could be generalized on a world scale:

(5) following the previous point, that the struggle with

—

T
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opportunisn in Russia was merely an aspect of, and in
actuality an advance condensation of theé same struggle on

a world scale - thus ilenshevism is equivalent to Kautsgkyite

[RCU———

revisionism, Trotskyism, etc.

Thercforé,'%he preceding analysis of the development
of revolutionary theofy through Marx and Engels to Lenin
was necessitated by the éentral thread which will run through-
out my thegis: the character of the strugale against revision~
ism, The examination of the experience of Bolshevizing the
Comintern merely serves to'-(1) isolate one “moment" in this
struggle, and (2) analyse the Fmoment” using the Leninist

investigative apparatus—- the theory of the larty.



T UHAT WRLATION DO THE COMHUNTSTS STAMD O THE
PROLETARTANNS AS A WHOLE? '

Tt is necessary for me to append to this chapter
a brief conspectus of the organizational physiognonv of
the Bolshevik Pariti.

"The Party is the vanguard of the working class

and consists of the best, most class-conscious,

most active, and most courageous members of that
class. Tt incorporates the whole bhody of experience
of the proletarian struggle. Basing itself upon

the revolutionary theory of Marxism and representing
the general and lasting interest of the whole of the
working class, the Party personifies the unity of
proletarian principles, of proletarian will and of
proletarian revolutionary action. It is a revolution-
ary organization, bound by iron discipline and strict
revolutionary rules of democratic centralism, which
can be carried out thanks to the class-consciousness
of the proletarian vanguard, to its loyalty to the
revolution, its ability to maintain inscparable ties
with the proletarian masses and to its correct
political leadership, which is constantly verified

by the masses themselves.”82

This statement, from the 1928 Programme of the

Cominunist International, encapsulates the main features of

the‘Leﬂinist Party. The vanguard party has to fulfill the
following tasks:+=(1) Qrganize the working class as a
‘revolutionary formatién; (2) Disseminate proletarian theory
throughout the class, l.e., continually raise the theoretical
.levcl and the consciousness of the proletariat:; (3) draw
workers together as a class formation, irrespective of

nationality, i.e, it is internationalist and therefore the
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Z“The Programme of the Communist International”, in IMPRECORR,
Vol. 8, No. 92, December 31, 1928, p. 1766.
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class experience of any national sector is international

in content: (4) the Party must be coherent enough  to represent
this international experience to the proletariat in an
organized, relevant fashion; (5) the Party must militarily
preparé the class for action, e,qg., by promuléating an awvare-
ness of fhe tactics of the opposition, of proletarian ‘tactics,
of the art of insurrection, etc.} the Party must unify the
working class, given that it is split across certain lines-
industry, nationality, sex, etc.

The adumbration of organizational imperatives thus
flows from such an understandihg'of the tasks of the vanguard.,
The question of organization is then indissolubly_linked with
the question of politics.

"Political questions cannot be mechanically

separated from organization questions, and

anybody who accepts or rejects the Bolshevik

Party organization independently of whether

or not we live in a time of revolution has
completely misunderstood it.”83

The dual task of the Party as the homogeneous

and of the proletarian

expression of class consciousness,

v

universalization of this consciousness calls forth a

dialectical organizational structure, both democratic and
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3Cited in G. Lukacsg., "“Lenin', p. 26. This explains the
overarching importance given to questions of organization
in the 1924~1934 periode. A7All Communist Parties had their
own organizational bulletins; ECCI, the CI and IMPRECORR
regularly put out documents on organization.
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centralisfa This form combines the strictest unity of

action énd outlook, with the widest initiative and independent
activity of the Parfy membership. Democratic centralism
requires that- after a decision has been democratically
reached, whether by a Party Committee or Convention, this
decision is binding on all members of the Party, even the
minority section in disagreenent with it.

In order for the Party, therefore, to arrive at
correct decisions which can be rendered operative with the
mexirnuwn degree of cohesion, the Party as a whole nust practice
criticism - self criticism. This must take the form of
complete freedom of discussiqn prior to the decisive majority
vote. A Partv which spent its entire time criticizing a
certain point, would of necessity be incépable of resolute
practical work, Thereby majority decisions close the
digcussion of the particular issue.

Contiguous with the principle of dechratic centralism,
is the pfinciplg that the Party cannot tolerate factions. A
factional group in the Party .disrupts its unity of will and
action, turns the attention of the Party inward and transforms
the Partvy into a debating qroub;

"esasfactionalism interferes with the training of

the party in the spirit of a policy of principles;

it prevents the training of the cadres in an

honest, proletarian, incorruptible revolutionary

spirit, free from rotten diplomacy and unprincipled

intrigue, Leninism declares that a policy based

on principles is the only correct policy. TFaction-
alism, on the contrary, believes that the only
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correct policy is one of factional diplomacy
and unprincipled factional intrigue,”84

Tn order to put the above principles into effect,
the Party must be highly disciplined. This discipline
rust be based on a woluntary submisSionxto Party decisions,
itself based on a thorough understandinq of the Party line,

. S . \ S . 8
"Only conscious discipline can truly be iron discipline.”

The obvious danger inherent in this strictly unified,
monolithic structure, is that the structure may becomne ossified
~ a formal shell instead of a living organism. The solution
to this problem lies-in practicing self criticism which,
paradoxically, may be best be practically realized through
the centralized structure. The efficacy of self criticism

is gquaranteed only by the Party maintaining close and deep
ties with the working class. It is only on this basis that
the Partyv's work may be checked, criticized and rectified.
Centralism insures that this process is as swift as possible.

"Struggle between the old and the new, between

the moribund and that which is being born - such

is the bhasis of our development, Without pointing

out and exposing openly and honestly, as Rolsheviks

should do, the shortcomings and mistakes in our

work, we block our road to progress. But we do
want to go forward, we must make one of onr forcmost
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“a, V. 5talin, “YSpeeches on the American Cowmnunist Party".

(3an Francisco, Proletarian Publishers, 1975). p. 28,
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“"nuoted in J. Peters, "The Communist Party - A HManual on

Organization". (Mew York, Workers Library Publishers, 1934),

pP. 28,
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tasks an honest and revolutionary self-criticism.
Tithout this there is no progressm“q(
- oo

The Party edifice ~ democratic centralism, etc. -
is built on a bhase -~ the working class. The base does not
nerely sustain the edifice, on thg contrary, the Party
structure exists so-that thé-Party mav nould the proletariat
into a revolutionary.unity with makimum éfficiency. How 1is
the Party rooted in the working class, and how does this
process of rooting fulfill the Party's prime politicél/
~organizational tasks? The Party's proletarian base for
revolution is consolidated by means of fractions; Party cells,
primarily operating in basic industry.

As was alluded to above, .the RBolshevik Party uscd
the svstem of Party Fractions in the factories from its

inception. In fact, material circumstances. in the shape of

the illegal conditions forced on the Plarty, prompted the

F
Bolsheviks to concentrate their activity on tightlv knit
factory. qroups receiving central direction.

"The illegal condition of the Dolshevik Party
prompted it to establish Party groups in the
factories, where it was easier and more con-
venient to work. The Party structure of the
Bolsheviks thus began with the factories and
thus yielded excellent results both during the
vears of reaction, after the February revolution,
and particularly during the October Revolution
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J. V. 8talin, "Report to the 15th. Congress of the CPSU (b)
1927", in "Collected Works 10", p. 341,
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of 1917, the civil war and the great construction
of socialism.”87 :

——

The Fraction structure thus knits together diverse
sactors of the vorking class and provides the Party with-
a stable basc. This‘form.also provides fo; the wmaximun
amount ofvmanoeNVGrability, it can easily accommodate the

"passage from illegal to legal forms of existence and vice-
versa.BB
The above can by no means, be regarded as an
exhaustive study of the barty structure. I have, however,
attempted to elaborate the pivotal points of Bolshevik
organization., Thesgse points will reappear.thfoughout the
thegis as they provide the keys to theborqanizational/
political problems of the Comintern andrits memnber sections.
Particularly, the question of Party fractions will be given _ %

much ¢greater attention in a subsequent chapter, as it formed
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0O, Piatnitsky “The Bolshevization of the Communist Parties
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of the Capitalist Countries by Fradicating Social~-Democratic
Traditions“. = (London, Modern Books, 1933). p. 11. '

88It shodld be mentioned that the democratic centralist and

fraction bascd structure cannot exist on national divisions
~within the Party. As we shall sce, Lhe CI itself attempted

to be an international workers party, tolerating no national
factionalism in its ranks, It is therefore not conceivable L
that the sections of the CI should have a federalist: =
structure. FHowever, this structure did arise (in the U.S.

for exanple) and a struqggle with BCCI occurred. It is

tribute to the regressiveness of the Maoites and Trotskyites

of today, that they have resuscitated the foederal Party

structurc. At Lthis point in history one can only label

such ignorance of one of the fundamental strictures in the

Communist Hanifesto (that Communists promote the "common

interests of the entire proletariat, independently of all
nationality". - "Selected VWorks 1", p. 120), racisn.
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one of the crucial points of contention between the Comintern
Lxecutive, and the menber secfions.l

To conclude this section, the Party demands maximum
ﬁnity_and flexibility. ©Only this format can enable the
Party to.mdke the transitions from legélity to illegality,
frgm incorrect to correct lines, from peaceful preparations
for revolution to revolution itself and to socialist
construction, with the utmost celerity., The Party strucfﬁre
also cnables it to act as a military formation and coucen-
trate its forces with deliberation at decisive momentse.
Obviously the fraction structure is key, here,»in mobilizing
workers speedily for reVolutionary action. The Bolshevik

Party implies a revolutionary unity. It is precisely this

.

fact that was never grasped by the majority of Comintern
sections around the world, I intend to provide some hypo-

thetical explanations for the failure of the Communist

Parties in this regards )

"fe are narching in a compact group along a
precipitous and difficult path, firmly holding
each other by the hand. Ve are surrounded on all
sides by enemies, and are under their almost
constant fire. We have combined voluntarily,
prreciscly for the purposc of fighting the eneny,
and not to retreat into the adjacent marsh, the
inhabitants of which, from the very outset, have
reproached us with having separated ourselves

into an eciiclusive group and with having chosen

the path of struggle instcecad of the path of
conciliation. And now geveral among us begin Lo
cr7 out: let us go into this marsh! And when we
begin to shame them, they retort: llow conservative
vou are! Are you not ashamed Lo deny us the right




Lo invite youw to take a better road! ©h yes,
gentlemen! %ou are free not only to invite us,
but to go yourselves whercever vou will, even
into the marsh. In fact, -we think that the
marsh is your proper place, and we are prepared
to render vou every assistance to get there.
Only let go of our hands, don't clutch at us
and don't beswnirch the grand word "frcedom";
for we too are "frece" to go where we please,
free not only to fight against the marsh, bhut
also against those who are turning towards the
v " .
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CHAPT®ER IT

WHAT IS NMOT TO B DONE - GERIIANY AND HUMNGARY

| The gravitational centre of the thesis will shift,
henceforth, to the Cowmintern and its strquleé.to constitute
a World Comniunistfﬁrtyn It must be cemphasized that this
is a political, not a geographic move - although the arena
is now qiobal, thé proscenium is still centred in the heart
of the.world revoiution, Soviet Russia.

The remaining chapters will therefore trace the
trajectory of revolutionarv Bolshevism as 1t emerges from
the Russian Revolution and becomes inscriboed in the world
proletarian movement., The questions to which the Soviet
workers had already found answers were neCessarily to be
repeated outside Russia. The strugglesgwith HMenshevism
which actuallv encorpified Lenin's Party were to be mirrored
" throughout the International. The main antagonist, Menshevism,
formed a global cartel, and assumed,positions in two
1ocatipns-firstly, in the state apparétus of Furopean
capitalism as the prime representatives and executors of
bourgeois power amongst the workers; and secondly, within
the revelutionary territory itself - the Comintern.

For the capitalist class,>unexpected factors had
bcclouded.its post-war horizons. The war had not simply
brought about a redistribution of markets in preparation

for the next turn of the trade eycle, Tt had not fulfilled



expectations as regards the liguidation of the political
and economic crisis.whiéh had necessitated the war in the
first instance. The Revolution in Russia supervened during
the war and when Europe’s rulers turned their attention fromn
the imperialist war fronts abroad, to the class war fronts
at home they discovered the reverberations of this event

on all sides. Europe!:s workers, returning home from the
carnage,discovered that their efforts in the "war fo end
wvars” had not improved their lot, -Instcad of returning to
better jobs, they found no jobs, instead of finding
"gtabilization in their respeétive countries, they found
corruption and decay in all the state structures. In the
‘midst of this, the blast from Russia's revolution sounded

a clarion call. -

Revolutionary wprkers rose in Germany, Austria,
Hungary, Italy and the Balkans, mass strikes and Soviet
movements developed in England, Francé and the Continent.
Fven the United States, which had emerged from the war
reiatively unscathed, was hit by an unprecedented strike
wave,

However, whilst the example of the Russian Revolution
could inspire the world's proletariat, it could not provide

for them, tout court, what they had sorely lacked during

the vears prior to the conflagration~ tested Leninist van-

N . ' N :
guard organizations. HMere revolutionary elan, or opportune
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revolutionary circumstances, did not guarantee the success
of an uprising.

Before, and dufing, the foundation of the Comintern

A

in 1919, two major upheavals occurred which were to leave

indelible imprints in the communist movement, and were

harbingers of the difficulties to come in evolving a
general staff for the world revolution. The failure of
these, the German and Hungafian Revolutions, made the need
for the creation of an organization to disseminate the
lesson of Russia all the more pressing. These lessons,
accrued. by the Soviet proletafiat, could facilitate the
speedy construction of Bolshevik movements worldwide.
Therefore, the next section-will deal briefly with
the experiences of the German and Hungarian proletariat

before cohsiderihq the birth and infancy of the new

T

International.



GERMANY - HERE IS THE ROSE aae
The story of the 1918-1919 German revolution must
begin with the person of its most outstanding leader, Rosa : %
Luxenburqg, Luxemburg's history is chequered, her politics
a curious admixture of .correct revolutidnary insights and
blind conservative opportunism, Whilst standing in the
revolutionary wing of European Social Democracy against
Bernstein, she lannched into a shrill polemic against
Lenin's concept.of party orgéﬁization; in 1904, i.e. in the
midst of the Lenin-Martov controversyv. 1In an article titled
"Organizational Questions 6f the Russian Social Democracy"
she attacks Lenin's plan for a centralized party organism,
and his idea of the party as a conspiritorial vanguard.
Her solution was "unification" -~ the reconciliation of
Leninists, Hartévists, and whoever else, in one organization:
"at the inception of the mass party - the
co-ordination and unification of the movement

and not its rigid submission to a set of
regul-atiomsa”9 .

o

Her dislike of disciplined centralism co-existed
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-with her determinist interpretation of Harxism, especially
in regard to the Party problemn, Luxemburg's version of
the "productive forces theory", which managed to be both
"gpontaneist" and tailist at one and the same time was that
the Partv could not be "mechanically" embedded in the
proletariat, steeled in an arduous strugale to constitute
the vancuard. Inv%er theory.the Party could come into its own
not at the preparatory stages, but onlv in the midst of
a revolution.,

"In a word, historically, the moment when we

will have to take the Jead is not at the beginning,

but at the end of the revolution.“9J

This conceives of the revolution in a most mechanis-
“ic way, not as a process, an unfolding dialectic, bﬁt és
an isolated mouent, :One wonders how workers are expected
to follow the leadership of a group of revolutionaries who
only ﬁaterialize when the barricades are up and the battle
is alréady joined!

Given this fundanental confusion, Luxemburg was still
astute enough to condemn the Kautskyite centre when Kautsky
conjured up his "Ultra-Iuperialism" phantows, and of course,
whenASocial Democracy capitulated hefore the bourgeoisie

in its "Great Betrayal" of 1914,
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Hevertheless, Luxemburg's theoretical turgidity was
to make the inexorable split with the revisionists (which
the Bolsehviks had long since made) all the more problematic.

Luxemburq and her group (Jogisches, Meyer, etc.)
had not formed an iﬁdependent.party at the time of the
opening of. the war., Eyen during the slaughter, whilst she
egspoused leftist postiéns, her group remained as a mnere

tendency within the (now moribund) Second International.

Tt made its appecarance as a dgrouping, calied Internationaie,

in April, 1915, and demonstrated its Luxemburgist timidity

at tﬁe zimmerwald Conference (much to Lenin's dismay):
"Under no circumstances should the impression

be given that this conference wants to split
and formn a new International,”02

As the bloodshed progressed and”a split became more
obligatory, the Internationale group further consolidated

to form the Spartakusbund in 1916, .Its position still

vacillated, and Meyer stated at Kienthal:
"iJe want to create the ideological base...of the
new International, but we don't want to commit

ourselves on the organizational level becausec
everything is still in a state of flu:{."g3

Thus the organizational question is "impenetrable"

mmtil the spontancous movement, the productive forces, or
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whatever, are rvipe. This was reflected on both national.

and international levels, While German Left groups such

as Arbeiterpolitik and Lichtsrahlen were publishing Bolshevik

articles and céllinq_for a split, the Spartalkusbund still

adhered to the Social Democratische Arbeiter Gemeinschaft

(Social Democratic Work Collective) in the Reichstag. The
Spartacists were issuing opaque declarations such as:

"A struggle for the party but not against the
partv.s.s.a struggle for democracy in the party,
for the rights of the rank and file, for the com-
rades of the party against the leaders who

have forgotten their duties... Our watchword is
neither split nor unity, new nor old party, but
the reconquest of the party at the base by the
-rebellion of the rank and file... The decisive
struggle for the party has btz-qun-.."gzl

This, in March, 1916, was on a smooth continuum
with Luxenburg's "neither split nor unitv" confusion in the
. 95 | . i .

Junius brochure of the previous year, the programmatic
document of the Spartacists. Lenin's presclent comment "on

the Junius Pamphlet" (July, 1916) was:

"Thy the International group took this step
backward, we do not know. A very great defect
in revolutionary Harxism in Germany as a whole
is its lack of a compact illegal organisation
that would svstematicallv pursue its line and
educate the masses in the spirit of the new
tasks; such an organisation would also have to
take a definite stand towards opportunism and
{antskyism, This is all the nore necesgssarv now,
since the German revolutionary Social-Democrats
have been deprived of their last two daily
papers: the one in Bremen (Bremen Burgerzeitung),
and the one in Brunswick (Volksfreund), both of
which have agone over to the Kautskyists., That
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the "International Socialists of Germany" (I.S.D.)
group alone remains at its post, is definitely
clear to everybody."96

The I.S.D. in Arbeiterpolitik had stated in March, \ F
1916, that:

"We consider that a split, both on the national
and international level, is not only inevitable {
but an indispensable precondition for the real

reconstitution of the International, for the

reawakening of the proletarian movement. We

consider that it is inadmissible and dangerous

to hold back from expressing this profound
conviction in front of the labouring masses."

, 97
The Spartakusbund still continued to adhere to the

USPD (Independent German Social Democracy), a party which
had slighfly differentiated itself from the crude

" imperialism of the Scheidmann leadership, but which still
gave supporf to the partisans of war. Thg revisionists

Kautsky, Haase, Lebedov, Hilferding and Bernstein led the
USPD.

. The fact that the Luxemburg group still harboured
dangerous illlusions about "unity" with the opportunists
struck the German Infernationalist left a grave blow. In
August, l9l7r they went és far as to convene a meeting with

the purpose of forming a new party, without the Spatakusbund.

------------------------------------------------------------

95R. Luxemburg, "The Junius Pamphlet". (London, The Merlin =
Press, 1970).

96V.I. Lenin, "Collected Works 19", .p.201. (My emphasis).

97”International Review", p. 2.
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Arbeiterpolitik even wrote the following ohituary for the

Luxemburgists:

"The Internationale aroup is dead...a group of
conrades have formed themselves into an action
comittee for the construction of a new party,"

98
The urgency of the situation and the perilous
nature of the policy of uniting with the Kautskyite "Centre"

prompted the same organ to further state that:
"The ldea of building a party with the centrists
is a dangerous utopia. The left radicals,
whether the circumstances have prepared them for

it or not, must, if they want to fulfill their
historic tasl, build their own party."qq

The intervention of the Russian Revolution a mere
two months after this meeting; intensified the contradictions
in the compromise_stand of the Spartakusbund. Their
Fautbkyite "allies" opposed the overthrov of the Kérensky
regime and thus enﬁrenched themselves more firmly in the

inperialist camp.

The Arbeiterpolitik group saw the situation as the

'necessary jolt which could galvanize the Spartakusbund out

of its torpor. Arbeiterpolitik, in December, 1917,

bitterly pointed to the autonomous existence of Bolshevism
in Rugsia as the decisive factor in the success of the
revolution (in clear opposition to the irresolution of the

Luxenburgists) .
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"Uniquely and solely because in Russia there is

an autonomous party of left radicals which from
the beginning has raised the flag of socialism
‘and fought under the banner of social revolution.
If at Gotha one could out of good will still find
reasons for the attitude of the Internationale
agroup, today all semblance of justification for
association with the Independents has vanished.
Today the international situation makes the
foundation of a radical left party an even more
urgent necessity,.

For our part we are Ffirmly commltted to dedicating
all our strength to creating in Germany the
conditions for a Linksradikalen Partei. We there~
fore invite our friends of the Internationale
group, in view of the weakness of the Independents
over the last nine months and in view of the
- corrosive repercussions of the Gotha compromise
(which can only prejudice the future of the radical
nmovement in Germany) to break unambiguously and
openly with the pseudo~socialist Independents and
to found an autonomous radical left party." 100

ospité éverything, it took one further vear, until
December 30, 1918, before the constitution of the German
Communi st Farty (KPD), 1In this year the objective conditions
and the spontaneous crystallizations of mass revolutionary
discontent cried out for an independent organization, even
if gauged acéording to Rosa Luxemburg's historic timetablea
The year 1918 began, %n a Germany embroiled in the midst
of a World War, with a massive strike wave involving upwards
of 1,000,000 workers, a shop stewards' mo&ement in Berlin
‘and other jindustrial centres, country wide protest movements

against the predatory DBrest-Litovsk agreement, bread riots
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and troop insnbordinatioﬁ.énd,desertions, The trade-unions,
vhich bhad boen reduced.by the war‘to a nenharship of 2,000,000,
waere now eipandin~ and proleferating rapidly, to cmbrace
8,000,000 by the end of 1919.

On Tovember 5, 1918

, 1n an atnosphera of. fjeneral
abhorrence of the wér, and of the plumnetting fortunes of
the Kaiscer's war machinery, sailors of the Grand Fleet at
iel forsool the opportunilty to "dic gloriously" with their
flest to stop the miiitary hardware from fallina into
Bolshnvik hands. Wirtually‘nirrdrinq the fanad 1905 Totemliin
incidcnt in Odessa, this rioting ignited a national confla-
rqration. Soviels érose-throuqhout the land, énd_on Hovemboer
7, a Sowict headad by Turt Sisner tooll power in Viennaa
o days létor, tho CGerman Covernment folded and the Haiser
fled. |
On ovember 10, the Workers and Soldiers Councils
of Berlin dcclarcd‘that "The old Germany 13 N0 110r2.. .« The
Torkers. and Soldiers Councils (Soviets) are now the bearers
of political Sovcrciqqty.QlOl Although the German Soviets
- still had a counter revolutionary majority (the SPD) at the
'holm, the proletariat bad obviously outstripped its erstwhile
leaders vith alacrity, Bésidcs, the alternatives were ag

~e )

voel intangible, as the revolutionaries bad not cohored to
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to form a vanquard,

The revisionists, by no means willing to felinquish
their death~grip over the masses, performed an inﬁricate'
two-~step arouﬁd the revolution. As bullets ricocheted on
the walls outside, “the leading SPD trade-union leader Karl
Leqién, and billionaire Hugo Stinnes held a meeting on how
best to resuscitate capitalism by providiﬁg cosmetic reforms.
- Thus, the Social Democrats issued statements "in favour" of
Sovigt Power - they could not do otherwise - and at the Same
time proposed to set up a counter-revolutionary MNational
Assembly (a parallel to Russia's Constituent Assembly), to .
counteract the pover of the SoQiets.

Kautsky expléined why the sSPD had to pay lip service
to the recognition of Soviet Power:

“In November, 1918, the Revolution was the work

of the proletariat alone. The proletariat won

so all-powerful a position that the bourgeois

elements at first did not dare to attempt any
resistance."lO?

In the Mational Assembly subterfuge, Ebert, Noske,
Scheidemann and Landsbherqg represented the SPD and Haase,
Dittman and Barth, the USPD. Liebknecht had been asked to
join the Assembly, to provide it with a fig leaf of revolu-
tionary leqality. Liebknecht refﬁsed.

At a later date, the Social Democratic leaders were
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quite open ahout their enmity for the Revolution,
Scheidemann declared, in a 1922 libel suit:
"The imputation that Social Democracy wanted

or prepared the Wovember revolution is a
ridiculous, stupid lie of our opponents,"

TR

103
The revisignism of the SPD from the 1870's onward %

had turned them firstly into open imperialists, in 1914,

and now into counter-revolutionary stormtroops, in 1918-1919,

This directly ensued from their mechanical opposition of

the'concepts "dictatbrship" and "democracy" (nost clearly

evinced in Xautsky's "The Dictatorship of the Proletariat").lo/'l

This, in turn, was consequent to their ignorance of the llarxist
theory of the State, and the concept of proletarian dictator-
shipa

Therefore, while proclaiming its fidelity to the

-

proletarian revolution, the Social Democratic junta maintained
the bureauvcracy and the institutions (including the HMinistries
of War, the Mavy, Foreiqgn Affairs, Finance and the Interior)

1
of the ancien regime, and disarmed the proletariat -~ forcibly.

The founding congress of the KPD found two tendencies,
a left and a right, represented in it. The left included
Liebknecht, and the riqht, Luxemburqg and Levi, The split
centred on the issue of immediate armed:insurrection, the

left in favour, the right opposed. However, the rank and
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file were in no mood to temporiée, and events precipitated
the newborn KPD into making a bid for power.

| The Mational Assembly removed Eichhorn, a popular
Leftist, from his position ag military commander of Berlin,
and the XPD and thé Left USPDists rallied to his support.
A'genefal strike spread throughout‘the country. The Social
Democrats ndwrshowed'tﬁeirrhand, and demonétrated the true
meaning behind their dislike of the concepts of armed
revolution and préletarian dictatorship, and their taste
for "peaceful transition to socialism". Noske, Social
Democratic Minister ofl Defence, mobilized the most realc:’cio'n-~
ary forces in Germany, the former officers of the Kaiser,
to guash the popular movement, His aim was to “"save
Germany from 3Bolshevism" and that thergfore he stated,
"sémeone has to be the bloodhound., I shall not shirk the
task,"lo5

At that peoint Rosa Luxemburg's anti-Leninist theories

bore their bitter fruit, The convention of the KPD could
not solve its organizational malady at onelstroke. The
Party did not ha&e evén an,elementaryvindustriél concentra-
~tion policy. It was dominated by adherents of the “qlofious

isolation", theory, i.e. kecp aloof of mass organizations

suich as trade unions, and attempt to win people by mere
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propoganda alone. This simply left the KPD hopelessly
‘isolated from the mass of workers -~ with revisionist or
compromising elements in control. Again the lessons of
Russia had not percolatgd down in Germany. The result of
quemberg's distéSEé for organization and centralization,
was that, at the crucial moment, the KPD was in total
confusion¢ It could no less seize the héur than seize

anything. In Berlin, no one knew what was going on in the

Ruhr, . and vice versa. The KPD's orcian Rote Fahne (Red I'lag)

ag much as admitted this:
"the non-existences of a centre charged with
orcanizing the working class cannot lasteascas
It is vital that the revolutionary workers set

up directing organisms capable of guiding and

utilizing the combative enerqgy of the masses.”lOG

The Party could not even formulate a coherent plan
for marshalling their workers to capture strategic points.
Following the flight of the Government into the suburbs,
their ﬁain target appears to have been the hated Social
Democratic paper Vorwaerts, hardly the fulcrum of power.
Rosa Luxemburg had also faulted the Bolsheviks for their
use of revolutionary terror against counter revolution,
This timidity also producea its disastrous results as
faﬁtions off the KPD balked at revolutionary violence. The

result of Luxemburg's pacifism and "anti-authoritarianism"
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:as her murder, the wmurder ¢f Liebhknecht, Jodisches, and
others, the outlawing of the KPD, wheoldsale arrests and

cxxecutions of workers, and the first in a series of defeats

~

for the German Revolution, culninating in the Hitler regine

of 1933. Despite Lénin's warnings, and the exanple of

German revolutionaries could not be

prevented from looking on the true face, the 'edusa face

h

~of Social Denocracy. Incredible as it might appear, the

1

Nej

19 revolution had not completely drivean homne to the
- Turopean Conanmunists the lesson of the necessity for a
complete and clean brealk with the "bloodhounds" of the Second

International, but more on this later.

R
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PIU}JGAIQE{: THE SOVIET REPUBLIC

Although the Hungarian Soviet Republic took place
foliowing the founding of the Comintern, it will be consid-
ered first, because it both corroborates and deepens the
lessons of the German experience, with regard . -to the
‘necessity for a relentless war on International iienshevism.
TheAHunqarian Revolution also colourcd the orqanizétional
and tactical strictures of the Comintern, which were to be
effected at the Second World Comintern Congress in 1920,
i.e, following the Hungarian defeat.,

The Austro-llungarian Empire had been blown apart
by the vicissitudes of the world war., The many natiohal
minorities df the reqion,‘Poles
Montenegrins, Croatians and Hungarians, rose and set up
separate bourgeois republics  at the close of the war. In
December; 1917, Soviéts sprang up in Hungary and on January
13, 1918, railworkers struck and 150,000 demonstrated
against the war shouting "long live the workérs councils!"
and "grectings to Soviet Russia.™ In.the summer‘of 1918,
Soviets arose in Budapeét,~ sailors mutinied, and mass
demonstrations were held under anti-war, and,pro—national
gelfl daterminationvbannérs. In the break up of the Empire,
the aristocracy lost its lands, In this ferment the old

regime toppled under mass pressure, without much resistance.

Count Xarolyi, a bourgeois pacifist-democrat, assumed power

, Czechs, Slovenes, Serbians,’

T
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on October 31, 1918, His Government was a coalition of
bourgeois forces, not in the least of which was the
Hungarian Social Democratic Party.

The Karolyi regime was faced with a number of
problems: making ad‘gffectivo peace, democratization,
agrarian reform, and a dual power situation with the
“Soviets. A mere four days after Karolyi's accession to
power, on Hovember 3, the Entente signed an armistice with
a representative of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy, in Padua.
The Hungarian regime was scandalized * and insisted on
negotiations fof a separate peace. On Novehber 7,
officials meﬁ with a Hungarian delegation in Budapest, and
signed an.armistice whose terms were far more predatory
than those of the November 3 agreement., This was the
Government's first public humiliation, Others were to
follow in rapid succession as the Government's and the
bourgeoisies! star waned.

The Minister of Defence, Linder, resigned on

Hovember 8, and Bartha,  who took his position, immediately

tried to overturn the power of the soldiers' Soviets. ‘On
ovember 13, he declared: "I will not tolerate Soldiers
Councilsf. By December 4, mass indignation had forcecd him
not only to‘tolerate the Soviets, but to recognize the

the Soldiers Councils as the sole legitimate power in the

army. Bartha resigned on December 11,
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At this time the landed aristocracy revolted

against incipient attempts to bring about land reform.

The Government's faltering steps towards bourgeois democracy
came to a ﬁalt.—‘it lacked the power to even convoke a
National Assembly. ~The infant Communist Party in December
began to take robdts in the masses (via Bolshevik style
factory cells), with its opposition to the Social Democratic
opportunist, and demands for Soviet power., In the months
following, it grew rapidly.

On March 20; 1919, Enﬁente Lieutenant Colonel Vix,
chief of .the Budapest armistice commission, presented the
demoralized and unpopular Karolyi regime with a further
territorial ultimatum. As the bedrock of the regime was its
professions of faith in theEntente's good will, the Govern-
meﬁt was placed in an insoluble dilemma. It could not
accept the terms, which would lead to a rising of the
populace against it, and it could not rejectithe terms, as
the Government did noﬁ have the prestige to, or the
capability of organizing resistance. This caused the
Karolyi government's digsolution. No one remained strong
~enough to £ill the vacuum but the proletariat, which formed
a Government on March 22.

Before detailing this struggle, I intend to retrace
my steps somewhat, to cover the pre~revolutionary history

of the Hungarian Communist movement., The Hungarian Social
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Democratic Party (HSDP) presented much the same visage as
t

its confreres throughout Europe in the first two decades

“of this century. It was a party dedicated to gradualism,

revisionism and opportunism. The highest pinnacle to which

it could raise its sights was "universal suffrage". Socialism ;
was simply not on the agenda, The party's spinal column
and sole organizational framework was the trade unions,-and
their spineless leadership. As in most European countries
dissident Internationalist elements did exist in the party,
but also as in Burope, these elements did not have the
audacity of the Bolsheviks in éctually creating a schism,
or the penetration of the Bolsheviks, in discovering new
party-forms. The dissidents, however,'were to form_the
nucleus of the future Communist Party, and included such
figures as Szabo, who excoriated the leaderéhip for its b
"parliamentary cretinism": his>followers Lukacs .and Revai,

and Alpari who entered into a full blown struggle with the

leadership which ended wiﬁh his expulsion and his call for

a new party to "engage in a mérciléss struggle with the ruling

Classes."lo7
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l07Ra L. Tokes, "Bela Kun and the Hungarian Soviet Republic".

(New York, Praeger Bublishers, 1967), p. 15. On the
Hungarian Revolution, see also: D, Caitell, "The Hungarian
Revolution of 1919 and the Reorganization of the Comintern
in 1920" in Journal of Central European Affairs XI. (Jan-
uary-April, 1951), 27-38; A, C. Janos and W. B. Slottman,
(eds.). Revolution in Perspective (Berkeley, University
of California Press, 1971):; I. Volgyes (ed.). Hungary In
Revolution 1918-~1919, (Lincoln, University of Nebraska
Press, 1971). ‘ '




As the German Social Democracy was the guiding light
for all other sections of the Second International, so did
the HSDP follow'the SPD in its mobilization of workers fof
the war. Only oﬁe faction in Hungary managed to promulgate
a revolutionary manifesto, and this was the nzimmerwald -
affiliated Hungarian Socialist Group" led by Mosolygé and
Szabo. In November, 1917, they proclaimed "war on War" which
was the slogan of the Petrograd and Moscow proletariat who

108 This group was instrumental in

now call on uUSeos"
organizing the workers councils of December, and the rail
strike of January, 1918, In February, they proposéd to
depose the 1eaders of the HSDP, again not thinking in terms
of a split, or perceiving the gravity of the situation, -

" although . they had,; at least verbally, recognized the disease:
| - "Hungarian socialist leaders are socialists in

name only; in fact, they are merely bourgeois
democrats."109 '

By the time of the Karolyi govefnment, revolutionary
socialist élements were in notable-discomposﬁré, being
undecided about tactical orientations towards the HSDP and
Karolyi. This situation was not to be alleviated until the
return of the Hungarian Bolshevik group from Russia, fo split

the HSDP and form a new party.

....._..ll...-....0....QO.......‘.O....‘.‘QO..0.000Q...O.QO

1081pia., p. 34.

1091pia., p. 43.

R
)

LllLLaL -

In

A



94

The founders of Hungarian Communism, Bela Kun and

Tibor Szamuely, found their way to Bolshevism via a Russian
prisoner-of-war camp. Following the February Revolution,
Kun had applied to join the Tomsk Bolshevik organization

and had been accepted, together with other Hungarian POW's,

Thousands of POWs, Hungarians in particular,

actually took part in the October Revolution, in a stirring

display of proletarian internationalism.

Under the (dubious) tutelage of Bukharin, Kun and

others formed a study circle to prepare themselves for.
return to Hungary and for the formation of a Leninist vanguard,
On March 24, 1918, Kun and his comrades formed fhe Hungarian
Group of the Russian Communist Party (Bolsheviks), the first
such group to be formed in Russia._ In October, before

leaving for Hungary, Kun stated to the Hungarian group%

"We communist Bolsheviks who for decades have

been fighting for the liberation of the proletariat,
and also those who as young men here in Russia
learned the way of emancipating the working class,
most decisively forever broke with the social-
democracy, for today it ‘is the party...of the
counter-revolution,

eseit is our duty to form the Communist Party of
Hungarveee

eeo(the party's) organizational principles must be
the same as those of the Rugsian Communist Partv.o..
.because the Russian dictatorship of the proletariat
is the cornerstone of the new revolutionary
International., The Russian Communist Party today
is a unified, strictly disciplined party - the type
we need ourselves."llo
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History was to demonstrate the veracity of Kun's
proclamation, Kun arrived in Budapest at the end of "October
into the middle of a md&lstrom. He sought to conflate all
revolutionary ieftists under the Bolshévik flag’ and largely
succeeded in so dbing; On November 24, Kun completed the
secession of the disaffected from the HSDP and convened a
foundation conference for the HCP, -

During the next four months, the HCP carried on
energefic propaganda against_the Karolyi regime, against
the sycophancy of the HSDP, and for a proletafian‘dictatorship.

]
The Vbrds Ujsag (Red Gazette) accused the HSDP of making

Mits peace with the aristocracy, with the bourgeoisie,>and
with the bankers.'" It also pointed to the fact thét for the
HSDP the bourgeois and the prolétarian erolutions were |
.synonymous, therefore, that according to them, "the revolution

3 11 : Coa s .
has been won," Once more, the revisionists were aping

thgir German‘counterparts, by supporting the bourgeois regimea
as against the soviet power, and by misrepresenting the
situation as '"socialism".

The HCP did, Howeyer, evidence one grave confusion,
in their attempt to pressure the HSDP so that it would "move
to the leftv.. This certainly underestimated the extent to

which the party, and especially its leadership, was committed
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. to the bourgeoisie.
In spite of this, the Party did not hesitate to launch
V-a'vigorous campaign for recruitment, and for control of the
soviets, Even bourgeois historians have been compelled to
admit the resounding success of this campaign. The Party
showed that it had indeed learned something frpm the Bolsheviks
-'industrial.concentration work. From the instant that the
,Pafty was created it sedulously carried out a campaign to win
the industrial proletariat, particularly the proletariané in
heavy industry. This corresponded,vof course, to the strategy
~of the Bolsheviks in their industrial fraction work.

| Thus the membership and propaganda drive concentrated
~on the trade unions of metal workers, construction workers
and raiiroad workers, on workers in armaments, munitions and
heavy industry in Budapest, on miners and steelworkers through-
out Hungary, on the Soldiers Soviets,former POWs, veterans
organizations and the unemployed. 1In recruiting, the Party
gave top priority-to the three major trade unions, and even
assigned five Central Committee members to organize a
systematic campaign in the Metal Workers Union, This was.
especially fruitful, given that this union had a long and
- militant history of strikés w with no support from the HSDP,

The recruitment of munitions workers was successful,

as was the recruitment of miners, In Hungary's econocmy the

mining industry was key, as all industry depended on cocal to

e
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function, In one incident, in December, Rudas went on a
speaking tour cmongst Salgotarjan miners. Iollowing his
oratory the mineré organized an armed insurrection, taking
over the town before being cfushed b? police (backed by the

2

- 0 - - M
HSDP). The Soldiers' Soviets were conquered, and, as

mentioned above, gained the power to oust two defence ministers.

Propaganda methods of the HCP included leafletting,

speaking, and cven guerilla theatre, Szanto recalls:

"Another method of agitation was to send two
well-instructed comrades to busy streetcorners
and have them argue about the internal situation,
the Russian Revolution, trickery of the counter-
revolution, and any other issues bearing relevance
to the dictatorship of the proletariat. One
conrade represented the communists, the other, the
Social Democratic Party... 3Soon there was a public
neetindg...and the "communist" debater invariably
"won', ..eS50metimes the listeners were closce to
beating the comrade impersonating the Social

. - 1"
Democrat. 112

By January 7, 1919, barely six wecks after its first
appearance, the HCP had 4,000 members, a majority of whom
were industrial proletarians, This was more than the HSDP
could take. The suffering party was already rent by the
factvof trying to look‘socialist while acting capitalist,
and the nmerciless agitation of thé HCP exposced their every

manocuvres. A left group within the party appeared and the

HCP called for a further split. The HSDP cexecutive reacted
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by banning the Communist fraction from participation in the
Workersg' Councils. (The HCP, unfortunately, left the Council
without trying to "illegally" infiltrate it). The HSDP
supported all police actions against Communist workers,
revitalized fascist’ military formations, and fought against
attempts to build a socialist movement amongst the peasantry.
The 'HSDP empowered Bohm to send munitions to White Ukrainians
fighting Soviet Russia., At this point the HCP began propa-
gandizing for armed insurrection: |
"To hell with bourgeois democracy! To hell with

a parliamentary republic which makes it impossible

for the masses of the proletariat to act....Long

live the republic of the councils of the workers,

soldiers, and village poor which will assure the

rule of the exploited. ...To arms, proletariat!"ll3

On'February 20, a demonstration attacked the editorial
offiée of Nepszava, the HSDP paper. In the ensuing struggle
six policemen were killed, The HSDP used this as their
necessary excuse, and jailed 42 Communist leaders, including
Béla,Kun. However, this Qction d;d nothing to elevate the
presfige of the revisionists amongst the workers. The command
of the HCP was ieft in %he hands of a Second Central Committee,
under Szamuely, who were to prepare an uprising. Despite the
imprisonment of the leadership, the Party continued to grow

by leaps and bounds, Reports of the beating of Kun in jail
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outraged.thé masses and on March 18, a demonstration of
several thousand ironworkérs resolved to fight for the
felease of the Communists with arms, if necessary. These
thqusands then joined the HCP. The following day a printers?
strike paralyzed the press.

This was the day of the Vix vote, and the dissolution
of Karolyi's "Peopleé' Government". The vacuum remained to
be' filled. At this point_the'twist in the story occurs, and
the Communists, after valourously leaping from summit to |
summit, ever upward, lose their footing.

The armed proletarian masses were waiting in the
wings and were not about to tolerate any revanchist plot: the
seizure of power was within their gfasp. The Social Demo-
crats could not simply bow ahd leave the-stage, they wanted
to retain at least a certain degree of cﬁrrency as bourgeois
servitors in the workers camp. They also could not form a
government alone, as this would,.in short order, be "recalled"
by the armed masses. The only realistic path open to the
Social Democrats was a devious one, but one which they were

to travel. They performed a drastic volte face and proclaimed

their interests and those of the Communists to be harmonious,
and called for the dictatorship of the proletariat. What

‘was the reaction of Communists, who, for four months prior
tpvthe collapse,vhad.vilifiedAthe "bourgeois socialists", had

won their base aWay'from them, and had prepared armed action?

T
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Knn, from jail, on hearing of the HSbP's unity talk, proposed
that they accept his maximum 'prég;amme ~ adherence to the
Cominfern, dictatorship of the proletariat, nationalization
of all pfivate property, etc.. No doubt Be vas surprised to

discover that the revisionist leadership acceded to all his

proposals.

Therefore, under the aegis _of‘the Comwmuni st programme,
not only didAthe Social Democ%ats and the Communists unite,
they solidified into one body, one party, despite the clamour
of the Communist left (Szamuely, etc.). On pdarch 22, 1919,
AtheAHunqarian Soviet Republic was declared.

ot a drop of blood was shed, and yesterday's violent
antagonists became today's "comrades", It is no wonder that
the left in Hungary, and the Russian Central Committee

approached the "revolution" with some trepidation. Szamuely

e emmme e n

stated that not only was unification "immoral", but it

"spelled the doom of the Soviet Republic,”ll4

Lenin exercised extreme caution following the

declaration of the Soviet Republic and wired the folldwing

message to Kun on March 23:

"Please inform us what real guarantees you have
that the new Hungarian Government will actually
be a communist, and not simply a socialist, govern-
ment, i,e., one of traitor-socialistsa

Tave the Communists a majority in. the government?
Tthen will the Congress of Soviets take place? What
does the socialists' recognition of the dictator~-
ship of the proletariat really amount to?"115
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A couple of days later Lenin hesitantly recoqnized
Soviet Fower in llungary, again with reservations:

"The first communication we received about it
gave us some grounds for fearing that, perhaps
the so-called socialists, traitor~socialists, had
resorted to some deception, had got round

the Communi’kts, the more so that the latter

were in prison, And so, the day after the first
communication about the Hungarian revolution was
received, I sent a wireless message to Budapest,
asking Bela Kun to come to the apparatus, and I
put a number of questions to him of such a
nature as to enable me to make sure that it was
really bhe who was speaking. I asked him what
real quarantees there were for the character of
the government and for its actual policy.

Comrade Bela Kun's reply was quite satisfactory.”

116-
However, the Bolsheviks did not abstain from
'criticizinq this disastrous conciliation with the opportunists,

even as the united party was in power. Articles in the

Comnunist International repeatedly called for a splita Béla ‘
un was_oblivious to the warnings and strove for unity at ' ?
‘all costs. His blindness appears to derive froh some remnants

of Luxoﬁburqism in his outlook, Despite the fact that Kun

and his group had learned enough from the recent German

débacle to build a streng organization concentrated in the

industrial proletariat, they partially retained Luxemburg's

distaste for orqanizétion fespecially Lukacs), not under-

standing its ncecessity following the seizure of power,

Also, in spite of accounts of the "terrorist Kun® given
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. . . 117 . .
in bourgeois histories, he retained Luxemburg's antipathy

for revolutionary terror = this seemed to be justified in

tha light of the fact that the bourgeoisie had, quite peace-
fully, dumped power in the lap of the proletariat. The
circumspection of tﬁé Szamuely leftists did nothing to alter
Kun's outlook, Szamuely, in fact, had personally argued for
arned insurrection in Berlin in December, against Rosa
Inxemburg and vas quite jumpy about winning powér at a prison
conference table comedyv rather than in the drama of the
>arricades.

While the revolution carried out sweeping social-
~ization measures, Kun was forced into deeper and deeper:
compronises in order to mollify the Social Democrats. Leftists
(including Szanuely) were removed from commanding positions
in the Soldiers' Soviets, and in the police, to be replaced
by Social Democrats, (In fact, Kun asked Bohm to replace
Szamuely!)

In addition, Szamuely and Korvin had authority over
I'ungary's Cheka, the "Lenin-Boys", and these were‘disbanded

by Kun. The political police were placed in the warm hands
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of former bourgeois police detectives, Given the crucial
role of the Cheka in the Soviet Union, as guarantors of
the fevolution against bourgeois conspifators, this was a
death-blow.

In June, certain rifts began fo open, in a débate
over the Comintern's demand that the united party change
its!' name to "the Huﬁgarian Communist Party." The Social
Democrats nov naintained that they wanted to rewain aloof
from being associated with the Russian "dictatorsﬁip"o
They further maintained that those who would secure the
revolution byvmeans.of revolutignary violence were "mentally
derangec".ll8

The debate over the Party name became a struggle
over aims and tactics of the revolution,” The Social
Democrats preached "freedom” for the capitalists to continue
their exploitation, for capitalist propaganda to continug
unabatédh The ?ommunists correctly countered that the
suppression of the capitalists, rather than capitulation
to them, was the only way to prevent further 