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Dear @ """'“I‘f ,
Troislzriem bagina in{I503 ﬁrith a condradiotion'e During the firsi pur
€ the Congress LT is so afUant en Iskra-ist that he is called "Lenin's
trunohem®} during the second pert of the Jangress he is so srdent o Maashsvik
that he writes thet tho troublo with Leniniam {8 not so mioh™buresuoratio
centralizn? as Yego cemtrisn®e Now this msn who seemingly socoptod the
politlosl rosclutlon bui rejectod tho organissticanl conglusicnz was not alme;
in the group wero included what Jater bsosme { or rather proved itself to heve
be#n) Menehevism and the oomposites lmown as tho®Mersh®, ws well as . S
Luxezburgisme This divisioa beiwsen political remlut-ion and organizational
ccaclusion 4s in reality the division oaunmisu in the question of ?
enalysis uf o'b ective causos andy o.na.rahia§in ion of the analysiy
‘ parties, in 5 inatmoe therefors, of ohaaal. I4s proseamce within the
8D wbyy pruved the diotum{Merx lfiret elaboratad in. 1665 when he found thei
Proudhonism which he had theorotisally destroyed Jmed up &8 & tEadeacy
within the Internaticnale The distum, fira par by, Hon mitas, srose whea
¥ ¢ ospiteliet production showed it tmdmei@&%- -pulajgin??trotah,
' on the other hend, rejeots prolat.nrian t oy and hetich\right of pro:l.. te
beve party of iim owme

(Pnrmthotioul 1y, I wisch us 19 keep in :.-lind the ferama-tbat time
Pleya in the development of pdp " 1% X
tho producticn of wbsolute A 2 y wey to expand 8.vs
was through Jzagthening o
when it was peasible within: tihg day to exf.rnot mors BeVe thraugh
mackinofacturds Fig s-lor' ryn nost chara.cteriutic of ‘oapitelimdy
_but plecework then'y a1y on an ind : dual'a out pieauork .5 & tq' .
© did not originate uni}] WAL Bnd TQW.O? gl in UBA; o sln it osue 10 '
bloce firet in X9Z8 andi\beos ma during p pericd of full statified.
productisy 4t showed : TiTn to Gormany,. UBAT' the way to tho samplete
fyagmentaticn of dual at the very moment, = to spesk, when
tiat the *l way o reslly umleash productive forces in thrmgh
he menuel, muntal lo.borero) .

80;3 tho'\idv ch{ of rroumim, reveals tho oeme. dichotomy: L%
tho thesis of the permshent ravolutacn. and not aocidentfy the
¢ proletariat oan make the scoislist revolution and munt
/. make it/in baclkrard Russin goos hand and hand with hia O?J&tﬂﬁl;nf &
a_pariy of iis owp, inatesd of a party of intellestuals ﬂq{
uenoe gyesr-t dletariat, and LT oolisborate eriod wit .
anigt ynove he ‘dichotony. iz more seriog now becsuse it 13 not some
ono olbé's (Lemiiitw)-tiesis Lo now votes for whils rejeoting his orgenissiional
conclusions &t 1s now L2's own thesis which allegedly proolaind the proletariat
85 the tnly foroe to trensform sooiety tut whichjoonorete iends to a
rejeotimn of allowing this proletariat to nongeal 80 to speak, its owm
jomuiomeu An the form of a pariye

"j | 1908=I808-1767/ He begins IS06 with the Mensheviks, moves aloesr to tho

j, Bonhﬁ_g:_;:_gh,jha_.md of .the revolution] snd ends supperting ‘J.ux@ﬁir% 8/

~—thegis omithe relaticn ntJ.M—pnolo.nrian party to thHe Louzgeois partiem; Lui
Lenin prevails upco the Luxerburgists 1o W THeiT-thenis-©o- forkally 1%
sntors the pearlod of resotdon in more o« less of en allisnoe with tha .
Bolohevikse Thet then is the perdod to watch becsuse he naver steys long witn "7
theme

] ).A uosmm T018-3014s Liquidationism so permestos all of Trotskyiga that
L both i _the poriod o reaotion and the poriod of revival start with ories

! for unity", end end wp in liquidationims of the Auguet Bloo which contimied
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uwntil the outbreak of ths Forld War, To diaappear and get reborn with a new
revolutiomory coeting In ‘lxmerwnidisme

f
L~fow AL I90B was tho dresa rehearsal for ¥917, whioh it wagd, then the
permenent revoluticr theory should have got 1ife wnd blood in it and developal
toramre it oould have anticipated the April thesis es well =& ihs Dooclarsiicm
of the Rights of Tollerse Jut neéiilier happened} In tho pari en
revolutions, the racord mo Tar sa we have IE'I% E‘L’.?&@fmﬁgr and thelfel%
thzos years limodiatsly prededing-I0i7y-sa ¢ fruition of his theories 4a '~
. & series o Rgang, all of whioh ars wrongPfrom($ssce without amezationn . =
B Wm:@%.lw::m ; oot AR progrenab- Ziamerwald
J,and>fejecting the su ttui_:_h_;t_l.nhbmoht be mentioned in the Oall becsuse
< thet would have beex Yporscnifioatica® and *particulariflngt (BeTmnising) °
the world {esi;)Both the Zfmmerwald-program ot Trotskyls and the Junius z
7 peophlet of fuxsmburg's reveal that. in reality neither sotod the revolutim ¥+

-,

}%!ar which Lenin ia preparing; Alisy ore defendinp workers' ¥ it and™
gRma® snd Ecp? Tee noEHTEg Woro than en end o thelsluughter and & atstus
ud ente bollw;That, then, is whore true omoepticn oF the
N TeterTet B Saot s

£
)(4,_ ¥ of faith {becsuse of luck of mpiledge of the econamie
e movement) in the prolstariat to reconstruct sociotye Fote elso that, mltho
s 18 ds.umeenybie supposed to bo for scoim
Jsupposed to be for demoorstic dictatorshi;
{Lenin proposss defoatiom snd é.qstruct)g:ggt\the oap
Tréposes B =~ not scolelint UB, tu /}a_nt U3 x of Burop

We {inelly came to the mafy ; ) lotorious Ootcber, the resl-
_.dictetorship of the proletariaf ‘ B3on where the rovoluiion was
zxgpomskx to hsxvelliquidated a1l Qifforelcos® = and what doss the petty -
/bourgeois Trotaky disploy nast 96Xy what he dislayediin I963: with only

1

Y

"o [/the difPerence thit wiRA-THE: 1lsubunls were to bave dme for ‘the proletere

o do for ihe proletarJst nows And the
dor, TE is_found is not amt sesident
xaition to Conmmnign®/! And whyt becanso
here this prolotariat hes A state which .
- ] u:.ﬂ-l- z::’ é;\u Fé‘f"_[‘{?

s éhs
(11 Gz e &k

/ \nl\-f-l
{g-pislvhich hes, snded by J940 _3h.the suppont, 68 mo ..
‘ W,JWaMM : onemive%y; pien énde out
vo forces; Eng mantionz as far back es |
es & olasy bourgecisio reoognized its necessiiy with WNI; as & theary, .
eois theory Egs rescznized that in actuality the minube uciencs is meme 3
\d solentific resemrch is given problems to sclve, plaming is the veswi%,
They “haven!s .ofated IT a8 olearly as I stato i, but defintsly in the period of
trusyeiiting the trust defondors showed it was raulﬁ tochnojopy, and not-mere-
-1t § that has caused oentralisation of Pr Ve forces, (R} Bub-
eclively, Marzism las séid realy pelnning wus imposaible without work B
T emout, and it is the tool thay alone can ume beatd Thers is a0 in-batwsens
Nevertholess LT hed invenied an in~batwoen with the buﬂeamrwy’l"ﬁmf_h =
badly, but plaaninge $§) 12 has, finally, distorted the history of the plan
not aly by his Inslstmoe that he was first io propose it, but by getting
mized up with the stiatification of the trade unioms, injdiive of the workers
f be damnods (s) The day of the conquest of power thore-yas estsblished, m the
| one hand, the Buprsae Oounoil of Netional Eoonomy, nd;on the other hand the
Desloration of the Bights of Tollers, which ocnaretized these rigntz into ﬂlﬁ
sorts of instruments in the hands of the proTeteriet: Tetle, soviets, counsils
of labor, workers oonflict ocmmiseions, plamning oounoils in factoriss, eto,
etos (}) BC one could put this into affect howevor becsuse the prolotarlot wapg
the soldisFy defending the revolutdon from the comter~revolution by milltary
moene while the soonomy went its own chaotio wayj (o) by the time, 1020, LY
o ¢ spoke en the cubjeet, Lenin had done eo with the
1325 I.gnin never i‘ailgd bt add "plus soviet power” mf};‘égﬁ‘friﬂﬁ}é%"iz’,‘;,";f”
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pillime of workers® brought into the sdministratim of the_stats, the ™
sconamy, the defenoe of ihe revolution, (I3 1s & 1ie to aay Leain rejeotsd \
the ides of m» National Bocnomlo Plan} what he rejeoted was the comoeptliom - .
that this plen would be instituted by the merging of all commissariats, 1.0.\
sdninistrativaly) the workers "from bolow” had to do it, end the commmnist '
adminisirators had to put their aonoait snd dureausratism in the duatbia of -
history before cepitalism ovsrrhelmed #tems Trotsky, oa the other hand, was
pusy lecturing on the faoh that there are®zocdsides to buresucratirm a0 well
as "bad® sides, and invasting words to meke red tape syncamous not with
olesa but with administrations Thet is the significence of that speech m plan
0% many others that I did not translabte bul that everyons i3 familiar withs
ad : : YR
/ What is signifisent of LT's glorifioation of the beginning., Qﬂ"_('-,'.
signiiTaantly enough, with 1928, is"the faot that he accopis 4t an fudth neb!,t‘:.if-“-'-
o . merely at the very time it is being transfomed fram o Belshevik rartyy dut A
,f ¢ h:?’#‘ TLesangs--he- tho{stats ' at the same time to roly tne Here i whut I mesnt a8
¢ --%' (ﬁ:e o he introducdss his articles on wer snd revolutlon vith the apology
' /4 “ehet as W omdition for 'n;poi}gga_ly, #4ghting -socis}epatriotfsm?® it was
w0 .,neoesssfy to liave dene with “faotims} ation®, That ir. el1l Bolshevik
N ¥ party meant to him} Again, in I920, Ia the ir i Aspute, which 1s recily
“\a dispute on what.ls socialism snd what i tha role w ths prolstariat, ha -
1) @a the trede unicms, as organks of tho stito, to Lenin's oaaception
\ j a8 ®schoolds of aommmisn® sid Jinwiszes Lenin's.visw of
“{eopmmisaion belt ‘frem trade unim, soglet, % s then wipiam 2 broshurs
on_*Lesaens-af-Octoher®-Lo-aiow thei the Bols Barty waslnegle
scientifice--ingbrument ¢ £ the preletariet for revolutiom, watil Lenin ;
50, whils Gther moglbbrs of the y-eotually eppossd Ostober. Then oques I0E4,
Lenin calls him & 9lchovik ih\His toatomenty Btalin begins bringing cut
- the past, Russis gen hold out no’ or the pinglo revolutiwmery gmuntry
_while the Doges Pl jﬂigomfhruct / e and_suddenl¥ LT onnounces [TFhe
/) party ie wiwaya 7i8b%%e] This I y o work aut, bub 35 i dlear-fram

end eepecially so in the-Ulkj ‘andicgdn the Yory 1sst oonversation hefore his -

. murderp, that he did not have a psxr hive.elthery Camion dide And the fast "

© thet Cannen "gostated” to Trotakfim  atein fron the fast that the apsoific type
of petty bourgngis idsclogy Tréta ropraspntod, took root in thmt oamtry . .
whose ‘labor buresusrats, thé sdilindsiratoera-pf-the bourgspls mode of productica;
prapent thy vevolutionary movement,'uid most/gppressed pirata of the aosialist
proietariat with ite internal enemys I¥ ook root é the seme -indigentus,

. Y] th§ Aoy He handled thé-Zourth, snd togk #3dea iu the debetes in all weotime;

penner a3 pure oapitaliem took root herss _And thé sofnomism is an & rmuch
higher level for ISW-isa ocubines politied;that hf‘,"l tual ruming of
production; with trede unionisme ; : ' P . .

. . '!"mrs:‘ l}
LR & |

. H . . !

{note in fmk) ...Very incamplete but will have to do for the iime beinge
by R ] ‘
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October 14,1948
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“hig ig & continuation Of the letter of the Stn An elaboratlion
of some thoughts on the kind of -party-~and its relatlonzhlp to the mag-
aes, The twno enort decaden, (12(_),‘5-1923.‘) comprise & worid's history of
fature us well as of past, I awould-iike to plod along Ly why by ‘
e-neidering the pvolutlmary conceptions oi’(LuxamburE-, Trotazy and }

et

teuin Bealnst the background of the ‘aptaally geveloping oaplialiet
_proéuction,~ghut we ruet keep in wmind in tais 1s‘§§nt just a8 1he
{law of vuluge= »—{qgso who do not gragp ite-meant {the law of tps ...\
EErRet;t0 tHe{plank-llkevise for thowe Who o not understand ckpitals
~{at prod,~-peant "law" of socifliasm or gtep to it. Nolhing of course
could bhe further from the truth Lrcauss both 1&% of value and plen
zear the dozinstion of deud over 1living jabor, c/v. the capitailst
monpter over the crestive worker. Faseisn is the personification of
unoridled e; the Spenish revolutlow 1p the personificatiow-of unfurled
v, Hot accidentally i beth cases t' dominsnt proleturiat party lis
t4e condult to the destroyer of the moletariat. Why?

==

=~ ———
I1'11 once agaln review luxembury. In 1903 she 18 against

i
centrallsh "bureducrstisun”, buf offers no analysid of ienshey lhil.. in |
1906-9; she breske with Hautsky, WQM&@&L- l
cieerly to Luxenmburg the proletarlat b &mained 6 uplty, desplie
. tks Tact thatl lahe generai strike brau Aol Tier LrofiWlth Keutaky. ‘
f%e'11 come tack to trat lzter, ) In{I%12/thers 18 a split in the Polisni .
party, and thls conpletes her breci.FoF Bolshevien on the quaation 4
of ‘delf=deternination of natlons\{ /The elimux o! thut comes later in &
ve - ouestion of the Draine. On ihe eve of the wer.she ptlll tries AY
\ to unite Hen, witk Bol.~=unity 18 Btill the Xoy (jus whely the b ehUdown \";!' //
1-\ of eypitslisg Will B gveal he breukdown-al.so. Qf the P Lk et
Y a_zgg_x_:_,’x_:mons. In 4917/ ehe cal T8 thé 2nd Ins a stinking corpdv and’ ‘f
nails Lenin & Trotaky for "stornlng the e avens", hul_sghe kaeps Her
' Ajatance from Y het. Fhy? It seems to me that juet a8 she &1id not
grecp. the sigrnifidaniie of Holeleviau-=or Per.&ps breuse she Gidn'te=
ghe does not recognize thue ncw organization the prole tariat has formed, i’
Tr. retrospest, that in osri accounte Tfor her failure to break wvith RARE
¥mutely organizatlonally. For her 1905 meant ganersl’ strike-~eoonomlc Vi,
petion--not Soviet--political actlon; the. organizetiono f' the projetariab, -
ae rulors outslde of he rea i of tim terty. ‘

o . Let ue olebarate, Sl dsucribés Gercany -.'\iglg}' as "chaos, ,5
without plRn, without consclougnass, The revSIULitn Yok political .- ‘)‘9"}!5
f-

nly, not economic.” You nead not o overthrow  foheidemann "but W
cermine him'. PFor Kussla 1910 axe spysi "In place of the repiesepts
t

‘nave leid down Bovietf as the only true represuntation of the 1aboring

Luxemburg®representative bediea’ ashould -

. Jgiilve bodles, md"by"’gﬁ?’érdl, popular elections, Lenin and iro

masses," Ivide _ . !
represent, not be, the masses, if e mBees are b be "veprasgented”, -
then they "must. euﬁm_:lt to electicns, md 80 ail speelfic places nd :
specified tlmes; Yo pesses wish, in burst of ravolution, L Lo he 4
epragented but @ .0 be ., creating an unheard ol organizati n-=well,
at doas not c&ﬁm'm-f}o form=-=~Talk of organized of talist production
organizi us , ithe ravoluticnists as ‘wells And fina 1y in the queas = -
on of the UkTains.she says "it had.rever formed a nation or gOVLL"al
Why is hoea oo gonaistently wrong? (incidentally if Homa
thinks that a no-natlon entity could produce & Jogol, she IRE MO .
concoptlion of the relationehlp of lilterature and geniue %o the m4aBSGB.
Did you know I was Morainian)

Hepr failure to grasp the eoonomlc content of Lhe revolus~
tion stems from her fallure 'to see” the wonopoll.ation: of cupital
gnd thus falling prey to the glittar of lnperialiwsn, s id thio her
theory of ecmamulatlon has her bount-and magged, FEvery time sho wilshes
to move ae a revolutlonlst, ke must do violence to her thory. She
draga the proletariat unto the historic stage in order to doptroy
capltal ism "long before! cepitalisa nas run out of lreath in the

-

non-oapltal lat 1snds. %l ong before” is writish on-ond gyes of 1034
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when the irrevorsible bragk-down of Luropsan scletiy from the l&w of
mot ton of capitalism and the actions of the prolstarintl, oShe oon=
Tinues to demand "spontaneity " from the undifferentiated proletarian
mapsg when the organlzetion  of the proletarlst ahoss her whore power
ahould lie. (I noburally do not man that she sould leve been viecto-
rious=-how can any one guaramtee t hat--but she would have lefi a legacy
for the future ravolution other than her martydrom.) Finally ahe -
deelares: "Tie vielory of the Spurtakasbund stanus not at the baggining
but at the end of the revoluticn / &t is identicsl wlih the vietory

of the millicne of -EEet o. the soovisiist preletariat,”

1 underlinsd the expressions, "4t the end of the
revolutlon™, and "ldenticsl” bLecamuse 1t seemsg to slinlfy thut s0
viclous ir the strangleholtd of cap. orge. that we evidantly think that
in & eociellct sociefy\not, mun, but-the Party, will fully cevelop,

Trat 1e why for ail the sesemlng opposlteness OITET epsntine 1ty sHna
LT's Plan, they ara 1in wtuality similurs {ls there such 8 word?).
SWhern the ochtigg sltustion demanded orgmiaatian,ﬁi@ opposed Lte-- N

~ Lenin'se party to her me noihing but & bureaucratie comtraption. Kaén Lo
the objeetiva eltuat on showas that the Gernmean Soclal Lemocrssjes e
not merely e trayed the proleturist buti was attewpting tc organize /-
4+ ap capitalism’s eonomle ’Rrm, i.e., &6 ite 1lfelesc gleve, Ble y
rejoets proletarist’s “spontancously” creating the Shop Jtewards 7
movement , and leis 1t db because 1+ does not confora to fora = -~

; That, not her martydroms, is, to me, the greut hlstoric
tragedy of Luxemburgism, If @mly wa could l-arn:lessonz of the piriy
and it g relstion to.the manc movement:.from .l etrangiehold that cap. /
org. had ‘éven on this steriing; ®rilllant, courageocuy revolullonery
"eagie"! It ie not only that she built no Bolslevik party, so to -
Bpedi; Bhesd -0 1014, but-that when the proletariat was ameshing .
_gErman_&oetedy.in_1917-1919»~and hed power encugh left.over for 1920 ¥
a-¢ 1023%.-ghe di4d’ éadt the proloterist to smash the orgenlzations -
that held it in a. vary real d,a&th,-—gruv_aple._:l - - .

: _ How Trotsky, thouxn he sterts orga:izationally as
luxemburg in 1903, rejecting Lenin's "bureaucratipm”, 1 doep in 1905
‘mes not only the genoral srike but tne soviet a well, He n :

. doug. not reject sovietn, he becomes tie peeplae tribum. huet utter
inonsense to may Trotsiky lscked organizational know-how 2h_Lenin

a8 stalin had; if tere 46 anything tnat the orgs or the Red -
Army 414 not lsok,. it was organizational abhilliy.. )

ZUTLze-a--parbyrOr--everr—a g %, wap not organizational; It was. ./

f ihe highaest sort of ﬁliticﬂésng philosophlc concepticn.——50 phenomenal
wgs hls Crganirs, - N Lenin gave—tta cheeck with
whiaw-to Tace the armed coumt er-rovolutlon ds he pleased. But the
methods ol fisht ing the counter-revolutlion (though here too I helleve
there are somEwhat different conceptions of srmy gructure timt I hive
never unfortunately looked intod are not thoee of reconstructing sodety.
"It seens Mg superilucus to &sk: what was his method, for thh quick
‘and eagy anewer is: milltarisation, But tat 1s too quick and too
easy, Militarisation is only & highest fornm of politlea--the politlesl
pethod of embracing the trade uniones sc firuly as nearly to cnoke them-
stormed from the Plan wailch 8ould not welt tiil every peasant and
every peasant woman understands”, and the Plen, in turn, came from the
mode of productisn which, on & world scale, had reached a stage winere if
The lrreversibllity of tha breakdo¥n of Luropean socieily wul not to ‘

Crench 465 Lenteoles Antc Aczis nnd Ameriea. pianningk had to be resorted
to to eontrol the floodtids of proletarlan revolut ione. Lerin'rejects”
the plan tecause either the proletariat "to & man” will do 4it, o
the state machine, whether in proleisrian or cppitallst tanda wiil
travel in a directicn "god only Giow MEER whera --1it was 1 he barberism
o7 fasclem we were to ese a deoade arter the defeat of 1923,




background,

) 8se the origin that wo may lnow the conclusion,

- both the magniflicent sctions of the proletarlut at-the fuet thet cap-
italisne is inevitshle} tlhere will be no.askipping frow the wmir to the
commine, but there will be a development of tie proletaris d his
angwer 1s the pariy and t,l:_,e,_proleﬁlgim! revolutionist, @urt
of even the proless onal revélutionist huae become, in th icd of
reactlion, the liquidator, and he suys the problem 1s “"not" the party,
but ¢he liguidation of the liguidators; thi ia”what is to be done”
in 190 :jﬁg@muted’tof'lffég?wétbnm htcomwes even boldsr &nd

v, says if I 'dld without that gseum and 811 the ccapoulszers durln. the
h2ight of resction, do you suppoan I »ill t?oler'te it Just ®hen the
proisteriat itself is chonaing Solshevisnm, 19137:-313&15[515 of imperlallen:
and cirayal o 2nd and Aumedland cull for IFG, » hilch %11l be not only
arainst betrayers but will &lsc put 2o ndl tions to tiose who dure not
draw & fumndansit al balsnce aheet, 1917-~=isnin's april thesis ip & real-
1zat on that not only have we predched 'RERX zonopolizatlion, bul state
chpital 1mm ~--that is what February and the "domoerutic rovolution”
showed in :te incapscity to and the wap, t give tae laund, to have ead.
Anyone wio Vilnke the April Thes's 1s R "coming over" to the Trotakylsi
conception of LYe permanent revelutlon huas read tco mue: 07 Trotsky

~and not erourh of XkRmyx "statl:tice™ either of production or the moasure
of the proletariat, - ]
. 1320~~this 18 the crucial year, (The resson I wipshed to
jump crazily from that to 1936 aniJQkﬁ-‘Amerlca is thut it ls those

iwo pericds, snd perticulariythe 93-’&-_5/1"&.:1}: and flle wovement preceding

1936, and the war-time rank md 11 veasit greceding 1945, botn of

which "f2iled", i3 making me read 1920 right, but I cannet develop
thét now; (134 needs a chapter by itself.) and let us focus not on LT
tat on Shlyapnliov.  You'll rewmewber that I, In flghtlng sgainst
shdyapnikov's "eonurees of producerp", etates we need Roclentillc
repesrch” on the subjest; he doea not consider it olosed with hia _
quotation from Enmsls or showing that producers,were possible only ‘
ﬁai ]

in eomnuniat soclety, not where oclagses still exlmted, He lnvite
. Shlyapniikov to write a:book on 1ip counnaptioyn of g_r%%ggu Lenin 1
.. not bveilng Thcetious. Ile himself, desplite the fug he tells
- ghlyapritkov he munt diskend hls factlon, 1s looking not only &t hussla,
D¢ \ But at Germiany, and he pees that & speolsl status 1ls created 1ln toe
M) €I for the XAPD and the INW. Why is he suddenly so sympathetie to _
T~ peml-gnaronlsm.and semlesyndicallsm?. why does he not take organizatlionsl
measures &galnat the ultra-left .in the German CP? Vhy does ho say,
let’s tranglate our Rusglan instead of mading axhum internatlonelisgs’
apeaik it? He 1a looking at Germuny and plesding with Bhlyapnikov:
“if we eould have some bread; walt & year and you will see "Ifar more
_— thlent wiil arise from ite (the prol.'s) ranxe.” L

d \ . - : K .
1% ‘ _Ewg =7he only "mictake" Lenin gsems 0 have mado-s=RRfisRiEx
: (atl- 18 in messuring the strength of the peasantry-&fafiwk
/ thmmxhn@%ﬂmmﬁiiﬂhﬁtnot begauee Lhe Rugsisn peusant
¢ wesn't strong (First there wag Kromstadt, and now the WEFmanj, but’
becauee future dev., did not depend. Pm. but on the warld., Just-&d »
Rusalan backwardness in 18984id) ehifrt to the problem of merket und./
skip that of production relstiens, s8¢ Russien backwardness in 1923 iy
413 not mean rebirth of privaté property Wd Tfimple™ dommodinvy ré
production, but rather state cxpiteYisam, Butb thie is pure hindslght}
Tenin couldn't nave aseen a0 oledriy) in 1923 what we ece 50 elaarly in
the '40s. Lenin th g working conoretaly jund he saw tiw
Tight Yetwesdn Troisky and 6talin, and he s8l0 we Mdct not forgst that cur
xExarmxdoow countyy or porty 1o bused on two clagses, and ir thars
cannot emipt an agreement between tLhe prol, and the peaasantry, thuen
the fall of the party is inevitable, Lut,..But the rude Jeorgian was
ro Boyar, but & forerunner of ‘iitler,

Yo heve grasped gome of the slgnificunce of, ti® [A¢i thut
the party 41d not fall but becuwe the capitallst state party, even us
kugeia 414 not fail bul becune a contender for worid gpower, NIut it
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ip only, with your reoent letters, which ars absolutaly magnificent, .
that wo are doveloping not only out of the past but for the future, -
You have opsred a door to the uuderstanding of "vanguardisc” whieh

has atayed shut too long. e must develop this unnibitedlys..

I rust stop now cnd run down to aes the Yugosiav consul (what &
role for me'!) ic ace @hethw=r he will help with publlcity on 3«corasred
debate (tys Stailnist will probably back out)on Y.gosluvia-Cominform
rift, But before 1 olose I wiph 0 say that in rethinking LT'a
" egpaone of Cciober" {as soon @ my beoks come I shall rersad it)

‘1 rave decided it is, in lorge pert, nothlng more than telling tales
out of gehwel, The lessons of Cctober reside not in the fact .
that Zinoviev-Ramenev wanted out, nor Stulin ®Rae "really”™ with them
in consspbion, nor oven L. fagl thut Lenin got them 811 %te toe the
line BUT I~ THS FACT THAT LEHIN COULD SAY I WILL 30 7€ THL SAILCRS
AND ¥NOW TEAT wuny wourn KLTASTANLE". Bolshevisn was the aubjestlve
answer to the objectivo needs of breskdown snd raconsiructlon.

fours,

/.
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