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. PHTTOSOPHY AND REVOIUTICH

" Part III: Altematives.

Chapter I — IEGN THOTSXY AS THEORETICIAN

Miuat I discover in my conscioumess iz ., "Dialectic is the. theory of lmow-
thus eraggerated into a fpet o2 ke com. | | ledge of {Fegel and). Mevrimm.
scioumess of all, amd even pacmed off ag. . Tils io the Yatddi of thé matter
the very nature of comscloumess.” —Hogel - (it io not ‘sside’ but the gmeence
. . : ~ .p.  of the maticr tc'vwhich Flekhanov
: paid no attertion.? ...

- "Frilosorhical idealism 1s oitly non-
gerzes frem the standpoint.of cride,
‘gimple, netaphysical material.cm."
S _ == Zenin -
The Rusaian Revoluticn of 1917 muziked es groat a divide in theory as
~4in world history. .The erucial point, however, is.not the self-evident one of
opposdtion betveed thoge who Weye sotive in ithe revolution end those who oppased.
1%, The axle here in the diffeTencen between the two men who led this revolutlion,
,Lenin end Trotecy- prepared thempelves very dlffprently t0.meget historic destiny
Wovember 7, 1417. Both vere Marxtet revolutionasies,. Both'were by then.in-a
single organization.” It is'irue that Trotody had not Joined .tha Folebeviks
before the summer of 1917 while during tke loug, hard dffPicult yeain, from
©. 1903 to 1917, vhen Eolshevik tendenoy was hemmered out as an organisation,
. Irotelty fought 1t bi.btexly,.endlesslyy recidlesaly,. but Frow, the s¥ve of October
" t111 the death of Ishin, nn difference between Ybem iipinied or” the Orgenizetion—
al Questlon," Hers Tro%uky wae right when he said that the Hevolution had.
iliquidated" the differencse, Where ha was wrong was. to think that the glnilarity
of political positions and the organizationszl fusion signified = oneness of
methodology.. - o, 2 L L. T et
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o . . . It wag, of courge, no acoldent, that the Great Divide in Marxiem caused
by.World War I and the collspse.o? established Marxien (the Second . Intemational)
.. seny} Lenin back to Hegelinp dipleatics .not juet Min gené_razl",.?an?. not ‘Juiit ee
. interpreted. by others, but in Hegel himself, as the pinilosophic. point of origin .
" end point of retum of the Narxlan of Morx while all the obber Mayxiets (Trotsky
inoluded) who likXewige hod remiined.true to Marxist Interiatipnnlist principles
- elt no such. coripulaion. Ha Telt 1t sufficlent,to]cayry ca paiiticnl polemic
without ever comng Yo grido aither wita the. underlying. Pllosdphy. ‘or the

" . philogophic’difeetiod, - R e
. It wowld o cnprce, be Judicrous fo'drew: from-thiw-thé eonclusion
that had Trotely only rerend Hegel's Jogle, lie would have evolved the same
methodologys Trotsky took dimlecidos for grantadj it remained "inner", soméw

v 4160




where in the back of his hesd, Tho cbjcctive situation changed but this appeared
to him only to have proved the correcitness of his theory worked out for a dif-
ferent kistoric pericds The bresk in Lomin's thought, on the other hand, dis-
closed a theoreiician for whom not only political theory but even "pure’ empiric
facts were always seen within a concephunl. structure that was forever changing,
active, on the move, along with the objective and subjective developments them-
selves, In & word, the conceptuszl atructure wes.as much 2 developing subject

ag the aelf-de\relo;:n.:nt of the hnuman helng,

The truth is aiways concrete eud nowhere morz so than on the guestion
of methodology which beccmes ground for tha fmmer ocherence between philosophy
and politics. To this day, there has bean no philosophic analysis of the dif-
ferent attitudes on the part of lenin and Trotsky. Where we do not get Staline
1st slanders, we get subjeetivist attitudes, DBecause of the heroic mold of
the former Commigsar of War, the rigors of his exile after Ienin's death and’
5talin?s victory over Trotsky, the celuwmdes that degged his every step until
the day of his murder at the hands of e G assasaln, the subjectlve aly in
mich that has been written about Trotsky is atiributed to Trotsly himself,*
His views, however, were objectively grounded. It wasm't because he was "the
.mari of October" as he was affactionately called by his adhorents, that he :
erred in the anglysis of the class nature of the Soviet Union and contlnued to
call for its defemse even after tihd Hitler-Sielin’ pact, Even as the mseasgsinls
pick ax pisrced his skull, Trotsky meintained that Russia was a Workers! State,

- "though degenerate™ end called for its defenso, The reduetion of the very oone-
cept of moolalism to nationalized property stemsd, rather, from the methodology -
which falled to see a 'transro“mation-into oppoai'ta in -the state pmperty :l?orm.

The dualism in Tmtslqriam was bounded, on the one hand, by the con-
cepts of world revolution and, on the other hand, by workors! state » statified
property. But this dualism waa not the result.of subjectiviem, Raiher 1t was
dus to the abstract form of the thesries, YAbatract empirieists! ia the epi-
thet Marx threw at those = scientists, mterialists, collectors .of "lifeless
fa.cts" — who failed to grasp- that the’ proletariat aeeka lm:wersality. Theory,

* (ne"personal experience can lplp illuminate the lack of subjectivity on
Trotsky's parts At the height of the Moscow Frame~Up Prials against himself,
the bourgecis press printed "rumors® that Stalin had at no time been a revolux
tionary but hiad alwars been a Cearist agent provocateur and was now merely wrsale
ing revenge, "But Stalin wes & revelutionary!" Troteky explained, He ingleted
on adding a postseript to the artioles of the day which exposed the Stalinist:
charges againgt him, Here was what he diotated:™Ne news has been widely spread
through the press to the effect that Stalin supposedly was an egent-provecateur
during 2eardet days, and that he is now avenging himself upon his old enemies.
I place no trust vhatsoever in thie goosip. From hls youth, Stalin was a reve-
Iutionist, All-the faois about hia 1ife bear wiiness to this. To reconstruct
hip biography ax post facto means to ape ths. precent 8tadin, who, from a revoluw
* tloniet, became the leader of the reactiomary: burecucracy," .
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uriginal Marxiot theory, is so hard a tuslmaster, and so inseparable frem both
reality and philosophy that, no matter how brillient the prognootication = and
the 1905 prediction that the proletariat, before achi¥ing power in any teclnologi-
cally advanced cowntry, pay come to power in backward Russia was purely such a
brilliant. proguostiocction w= can substitute for whai Hegel cslled "the labor,
patience, sorioummens, and the sufforing of the negative, Without this Mlabor,
ratience, seriousuess and sufiering of the negative”, the theory of the permanent
revolution could not become enriched from the actual objective and concrete de-
valopmenta, - :

Ordginelly, the theory was lmowm as the théory'of Parvus and Trotaky™,
In 1904, in a erries of articles on the Rusgc~Japanese ¥ar eatitled "Wer and

Revolution®, Parvuc hed writien:

"FThe war has started over Kanchuris and Korea; but it has elready

grown into a conflict over leadership in ¥agt Asim. At the nexs stage

.Russials entire position in the world will be at atake; and the war will

end v &'ishift in the politicel balence of the vorld ,,. And the Russian
. . Proletariat may well pliy the role of the vaagusrd of the socizlist

‘revolution,” (quoted by Izaze Deutcher, The Prophot Armed, page. 104.

See also the biography of Farvus, Tue Nerchant of Revolution, by Z.A.B.

- Zeman and W, B, Scharlau,),

. In My Life, Trotaky,.who wes Farves' junior by 12 years, readily enough '
admitted that the.gualysis of :Pervus "brought me closer to the problems of Social °
* Revolution, and, for me, deiinitely transformed the conquest of power by the pro-
letariat from an astronomical 'final® goal to the practical task of our day," .
Nevertheless, it wes Trotaly's 1905, a series of articles written in 2904 through
- 1905, climaxed by the theses, Sumreries and Proapectives, which -came out of the
" actual 1905 revolution that ra¥sed the Progudols to the level of -theory. It can

rightly be considered original in this devclopment,. - - ) - ‘
. = Ve have, first, the-theory as 1t was elpborated in 1906, ' It is this
which Trotsky 2elt was proven histordically to be.true in 16i7 as arainet Lepin's
conception of “the democratio dictatorahip of the proletariat-ang peasantry,”. .
. Trotsky plaims that because Ienin chonged thet slogan in April, 1917, that this
meana that lenin "came over to his positlon®-and that, in any case,. history had
brought the two together and Lanin did the rest. in "rearming". the Bolshevik, .
rarty accordingly., Here it is not Lenin's, rearming of the Party, bui Trotaky's
~redrming of himeel?, which is the rolnt at issue, The original 80-page thesis
on the vanguaxd rxole of the Proletariat, the cubordinate role: of the peasantry.
and the interrelationship of -Russia with the Europsan Revolution became the : .
subject of controversy with Stalin whe charged Trotalty with "underestimation of-
the peasantry." Iet us read the main theses a8 Trotcky, himsel? wrote thems

"In & cownfry cconomically more backyward the, proletariat may come.
- %0 pover sooner than in a country capitalietically advanced ., ..
larxdism iz.above 211 a -method of analysls —- not an analysis of texts,
but an analyeis of coolal reletions.es . . _ : L
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We have shown above that the objective premises of socimlist revolution
have alrzady been created by the sconomie development of the advanced
capitalist comtrias oo -

Many elemenis o the working ma&ses, especlally among the rural popitla-
tion will be drarm into the reveluticon and for the first time obtain.
politicel organizatiom only a.:fter the urban proletariat has taken

the nelm of govermment,

Without direct state suppor: from the Puropesn proletarist the working -
claas_q;_t? R},gsia gennot remadn in power and caxmot convert its temporary
- rule_inte pmlonged socialist d;ctatorshipu. On_the other hand, there
is _no doubt thst a aceislist revolutlon in the Wegt viouid allow us to,
fuxn._the tammwrmyJ.MQrmgmﬂtmu
ﬁoci&liﬂt dictatorahipgoo

1t i the purpose of every Scclalist party o revolutioniza '[:ha winds

of the worldng class in the sama way as development of capitalism has
revolutionized ‘social relations ec. The colossal influence of the Russisn
‘revolution manifeste itself in Willing party routines, in destroying .
Socislist conservatism, in moldng & clesn contest of proletarian forees
aceinst caplialist reaction & question of the day ... An Fagtern revolue-
tion imbues the Western proleteriat with revolutionary idealism and sti-
nmla:tas its desire to gpeak 'Rua.sian' to its foey," .

’ These are the main theses of the. theozy that becanme famous e the thao*'y
of the permnent revolution as they were expounded in 1905-06 eng, except for
the "orgenizational" part regerding "killing pariy routine' and the need to "re-
volutionize the minde of the working class”, repeated over and over and over again
for neariy 35 long years, that is to say throughout the rest of Tvotsky'!s:lite,
Theoretically, his whole life can be sald %o be a-series of peostscripts to these
1905-06 theses. It is not without significance, however, that from the very
stert of the strusgle with Trotaly, the choice of theoretic weapon —~ the theory
of permanent revolution = was Stalin's not-Troteky's, though the latter eagerly
roge to the bait. But it was Trotely himself , not Stalin, long before it bee
came a matter of dispute with Stalin, who had singled out the quention of the
role of the peasantry in a ravolutlon as oruciel, It was this end not the deﬁi—
grations of Stalin, that ia the ,poin't at issue in any a.r.alysia of Troteky as
a theoretlcian,

Thus, in 1909, Trotsky wro*l:e that"'local crotiniem is the historical
curge of the peasant movement ... It was on the ciroumseribed political intelli-
gence of the peasant who, while in his village plundered his landlord in order to
geize hig land, but then, decked out in a scldier's coat shot dovm the workers,
that the first wave of the Russian Revolution (1905) broke," As late as 1930, he
quoted this atatement, not as something that had outlived itself with the revolu-
tionary peasant perticipation in the 1917 ‘Revolution, but as something that still
lield true, No matter what the historical period, no matter which country, no
matter what the world sltuaticn, Trotalky held fo his position that "no matter how

revolutlonary the role of the peasantry may be, 1t can nevertheless not be an in-
dependent role and even less a leading ones" EThe Permanent Rovolution, 1930)
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And he insisted that the poagentry played a reveluticnary rols in 1917 *for the
lzst time in their Wstory," (Russian Revolution, page 407)

Despite Troteky's claim that,on the agrarisn question, he was '""the
pupil" and Lenin wag the “teacher'; despite the actual role of the peasaniry in
1317, which he, himgel?, exprecsed as "they pushed the Bolsheviks toward power
with thelr revolt"; desplta the faot thet China, which was the country at issue in
1825-27, whose history is one long series of peasant revolte, Trotsky reverts so
totally to the 1905 position thet he dosmn't even grant the pessant a nationhl,
mch less a soclslist, conselovaness: "Agrarisn backwardness always gees hand in
hand with the abaence of read ... and the absence of national consciuuszieés."

L'e.o'ﬂ o:x-the—spot raport’ of 'nha revalutionary role of the- peasantry —-

the Hunan report¥-~ does not exiot for Trotdky., If we allow for tho faet that
he may not have inovm of its excdlotence as he wes inercasingly isolated from the
inner .eanctum of the leadershilp, it atill remaine a fact es late as 1938, vwhen

Mao Tse-iung,very much ¢enter Lront of the historlc stage, had reentered the natione-
. al scene through & new alignment with Chlang Xai-shek to fight against the Japan-~
~ese Iavasion. Mao Tse-tung'a ¢léims of having eotabliched "peasant Soviets" =¥
gooc. for nothing more ihan & laugh. Trotsly once’tigain reiterates: 'the pemsantry,
the largest nuberically and the nost etomized, oackward and oppressed class, is
capable of local uprieings and partisan warfare, but requires the leadership of

a mors advenced and centralized olass in order for this atrugagle to be elevated

to en allsnational-level," Trotsiy's vords spedk: louder than any- of S‘t:alin's
allegations about "under-estimation of the pemsentry." Horeover, 10 years after
the Mal:ln-tl:'rotalqr controversy, ﬂ.‘mts!qr repeated, in introducing a nev work on

the Chinese Revolution, (Harold Isascs! The Tragedy of the Ohinesé’ R.volution)
that "tHe aonception of the peimnensut revalution v confitmed once more, .thia
tims. not in the form of a v:i.r\tozy, but ox a ce.taat*'ophy." .

. Trotely would have ua ‘balieve that h:l.a poai‘t:im on ‘I:ha pea.santry ﬂuwed
‘from hie pos! tion. ¢f the vanguard role of thé broletariat but, 4n truth, from-the
very start, “thiad conception of the pmletarian voleé was mrred by +the -very same
absiractions as that of the peaghniry. It:was alvays a-question of “the Marrigt
oxganlzation having: ":Lnﬂuence e‘gxz'e:c' the proletariat“ " eading' them, before they
can gain state power, after the' gain ‘state power, and before ‘socitlism bHecame
.8 fworld system." In'a word, the proletariat; too, he eawy not RS &8 seli’-devalop-
ing sub:jeot, but asg a. mass force naeded ta over‘khmw capitalism. e e ..

S The real division be'h“een Trotslqr a.nd Ienin vae the att:l.'l:ude to the maasaa,
be they peasant or proleteariat, = Are: they the makers of history or only to be onr.
dered about? - Are they are the force that overthrows capi'baliam but mist row

© turn back t0'the .role of pasa:i.ve mages 'l:he -gay a.i'taz' mvolution?

. To Lenfm, 'hhe molutionaxy mlo of the pensantry was not scmething be
left behind with the ApriY (1917) thesis when he declered the &logan of "democra=
tie diotatorship of the proletariat-an? peasantry® ‘had cutlived itmelf, that

from then on struggle was to be Ffor the diotatorahip of the proletariat, On
the contrary, the macges wers Reason even after the proletariat won power, Ienin
st1ll insisted that wutil the revolution envelops the countijside and the poor
poasants — their lend cormittees ~- hold destiny in thelr hands, the soelaliast
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revolution would not really have éompleted itegelf,

Lenin's methodology wae always that of looking et the masses = be cthey
proletarian, peasant or oppressed nationality -~ as self-developing subject, - In
the dark deys of World War I, when the proletarint was slaughterdrg iteelf scrozs
netional boundary lines, he saw thie in the struggle of small nations for sgelf-
determination: "The Dialectica of history 1s such that small niations, poverlesc

' as an independent factor in the strugple sgoingt imperialiem, play a part as one
of the fermente, one of the tacilli which halp the ‘real pover ageingt :hypenalism
to conc on the scansy nemely, the socialist proletariat.’ (XIXX, p, 303 )

In opposition to many .2 Bolohevik co~lesder, to Xenin the success of the

Russien Revolution did not mesn that selfedetermination was no longer applicable,.
Stalinfs "rudeness" and "disloyalty" during Yenin's lifetime wae o be seen Prew=
cisely in his Grest Russian chauvinist attitude to the national minorities, the -
Georglens espeeially, "Ag Lenin ley dying, he entrusted the struggie against
Stalin on the question of national minorities %o the hands of Irotely. Bul, as
was chavacteriatic of Trotsky throughoud his.life, he once again went in for
"eoneiliationien", He failed to wnfurd ‘the bamner of struggle against Stalin at
the twelfth Congrews of the Russlen Party as he had promised Yemin he would do,

Previously, in 1920 he’ did vote for Lenin's Theses on the Netional end

Colonial Question. ‘But agein, 22 on the whole quostion of dialectica, Trotaky
smerely "tool it for granted® without ever developlng the universals of soclallsm
anew with the newly developing objective ‘situation. The one and only time that
Troteky gave seriocus consideration 'to -the faot that the The_ses egtablished a new

- point of departute in theory, and that that new point was not on the basls of the
theory of permanent revolution, but on the basis of the Leninist position on :
the national question, was the time when he wea forced to do so bty the exigoncies
of a united canous with Zinoviev against Stalinfs fatal clasas~colleborationist
policy in China, But even then, he war defending Zinovievls Thesis, which hnd

' baged 1itself directly op Lenin's positions (appendix to Trotsiy's Problems of

. the Chinese Rovolution,) The minute the united caucus broke up,. frotgky cnce
again brought to the forefront mi oyn theory of permenent revolution, This is
not a mere question of whose.thestd BUY the'relevance of it %o & new sltvation.Jenin
had felt that a-new point of theorstionl depariure had to be established because
-a new objective situatinn had ardsen with the decapltation of the German revolution
of 1919 and the subsequent fsolation of ‘the Hussisn Revolution, Tha need.to lock
at Peking instead of Berlin arose alwo from the fact that a new revolt was taldngz
place’ in the East., A new "Subject" had come out of lifes The "Subjaot" —
self=determimation of nations — may have appeared old but it was within such a
new vorld situation that it had an altogether different meaning,

"Can we rocognize am corrwot the assertion that the capitalist stage
of development of national econvmy is inevitable Tfor thoeme backwayd
- natione which are now liberating thomselves ..," ° :

And he answered:

"We must reply to this question in ths nogative 4.0 We must 4. give
tiworetical grounds for the proposition that, with the aid of the
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Proletariat of the most advanced cowntries, the backward countries oy
pass to the Soviect, and after rassing through a definite stage of de-
veloment, to Commmism, vitliout passing through the cagd.talist stage
of devolopment. (Lonin, Selected Yoxltn, Vol. X, p. 243,). -

I% camnot be =tressed %oo much that thess precedent-shaking etatements
care from a man wHo had spont decades fighting the Farodniki (Populists) of kis
ovm comiry, people who hed maintained that Rusein could gkip the caplialist
stage of dovelopuent, S : ‘

cust as Nehru thought that through the Pamohyat (villsge comeil) .
India can. go directiy to gocinlisn, no.the Horodailel thought Bussia could do that
through the mix,. -Tanin foughs ther bitterly and won“the theoretical debate, .
Iietory has certpindy upheld his judgmient, - [ X

T  Only Something very fundamental and objeotive could have wrought such a

complete change in Ienin's concepta, " Two world-ehalcing pvents brought about this

transformation, Firstly, the 1917 Russian Revolution had established a workers!

. state that could coms to the aid of & lend even more bLackward $ecimologioally than
Russia, while, secondly, the colontal revolutions themselves 1lluminated ‘the revo

litionary role not only of the peasintry tut eleo ‘of national strugzles in the
imperialist epoch, ‘ . ‘ - . S

© It wae'thig Imowledge of the present stage of the imperialistic ‘develop-
ment of capitalism and the specific.stage of national revolutions- that impelled
Leniri, ever since ths Irich rieing of Laster ¥eel, 1916, to stress thet not all
initiative at all times comes only from.the worldng claés, He did not change this .
" position when the proletariat did achieve the greatost revolution in history —
the Getobor Revolution in Bussia, ‘D2t revolution only undorlined the truth of
history's dialdotic: just g siell nations fighting for ‘independence, gould wileash
the soclalist revolution, so the ‘working class of industrialized cowitrisa achiev-
ing the Yevolution could help the ‘mdérdeveloped vountries avoid capitaiist ine
dustrialization, X , _— o : '

' This'point of Aeparture in thiory - 1ndUstrialization withont capital-
lgm == rested, of course, on the proposition that the working cless of the ad-
vanced countries oould and womid come to the aid of theirn brothers in the under=

developed cowntriéss (Ibidy pe 242). - T
B ‘As'we savl, ‘¥his pao of Comintemi history was 1éat, not only by Stalin

whose policy ruined the Chinose Nevolution ‘of 1925-27, but by Croteky who ichose
Just this moment to Yevlve his theory of. permanent revolution, :

- - " As he restated it in 1930 in his The Permanent Revolution, Trotelgy. -

claimed that ceniral to it wam "the quesation of the oharacier, tho inner 00=
herence and the method of the International Revoluticn in genoral" .., "theory of

' fermanpnt yrovolution eignifies that the complete and - gonuidrie solution of. their

' (ooleniel countriea) tasks, demoorntié and national emanolp tion,is conceivable
cnly through the dilotatorship of tne proletariat as the leader of the subjugated
nations, above all, ity pensant masses,” He repeated: this ovor and over and
over again. ' ’ ' " “ . : -

1 . i B LT
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The bold ‘claim was made that:

. "The probiem of the permanent revolution has long ago outgrown the
epigodic differemces of opinion between Lonin and Trotseiy which were
completely exhausted by history. The struggle is between the basic
ideas of ¥arTx and Lenin on the cne side and the eclecticlem 6f the
Centrists on the other," .

But, in truth, the counter-position of theses is not that of Trotshy
to_Stalin, bu but of Trotsky to.lenin., Unconscelous it no doubt was. The direct
opponent to whom Lt was conscioualy directed wae Stalin with nis phantaamgoria
of M"socialism in cne couniry" for Rusasia and "the bloc of four classes" for China.
Gonscloustiess or wnconscicusness, however, cannot change either the objective _
.movement or the content of the two oppoaita positicna, Lenin's and Trotsky's.

_ Trotsky claimed thet on tha sgrarian ouestion he was & pupil and follow-
.er of Lenin, One must guesilon vhat he learned and whithber it led him when, in
1938, "33 years after the 1905 thesis, 21 years after ihe 1917 Ruasian Revolution
and 11 years ‘after the 1925-27 Chineao Revelution, he denied the peaaantzy even

a aense of national consc:.ourmesa. much Jess any sociallet consclousness.

: In the last thuoretic v'"iting wo have from his pen, in 1940, at a time
when the world had beenichanged by Depreseion, the rise of Fascism, the sprouting
of State Flans not only in the wor vkers! ctate but throughout the pr:l.vate capital-
ist world, the national reaistance of China to Japan'e invasion and the active
outbreak of World War II, Trotsly tiresomsly repsats, "I repeatedly.retiurned to
the devslopment and the grounding of the theory of the permaront revolution ..

" the pemsantry is utteriy incapable of an independent polit:!.ca.l role.“ (page 425)

. To the extent to which El'rotalq aver roforred ] “:anin'a 'mieses on the
National and Colonial guestion, what Trotelky etressed were the old: points, not the
new. Thus, the idea that 1t is possible for a techmologically backward cowrtry
to bypass capitalliem 1f.collaboration were established with a teohnologically ad-
vanced lard led Trotely mercly to stress the dependence of the backward cowntry
on the advanced one without showing the new in the céncept, that fithe dialeotic
of revolution™ made 1t poesible for the small nation to win its freedom on ite
owi, At the. same '&:I.me, the fact that the prole'bariat retained the leadership
rolative to the pessantry was mamde the cocasion %o reiterate hls own concaption
of the impossibility of the peasantry plaeying eny independent role, although the
very reason for having new theses on an old subjeot was the fact that the woxld
situation made it- poasible for these humin forces to play different roles than
heretofore. Instead, Trotely refarred to the mew in the world situation only
in order to wtress that the nationnl fantures were but the shadow of a world situ-
ation, not 4o demonstrate that the world ravnlut:!.on may be achieved through Peking,
if not thmugh Berlin, .

This was no ginmple matter of quotations. Trotaley did not mioquote Tenin.
It was the way he read Lenin., It was ths way he understood the objective world
development. The new escaped him in Lenin's Theses bocause the new esoaped.him
in tho objeative world development, It is as 12 the ?;xree Tevolutiona - 1905,
1917y 1925-27 =« wore separsied from each other, neither by time nor geography,

nor by world econondo development, SHomething so fantasitically un-Marxist,

. 4167




-G

non~-ohjective couild ieppen to & Marxist trained in objectivity for one reason,

and one reason only: the fziluve to have any concept of the philosophic subject —
the msses as Subject, 1.e., as ghapers of history, which theoretically shows
1tuelf in the very idea of thecry,

As is well~anovm but 1ittle undergtond, Karl Marx had broken . with the
bourgeols eouception of thoory which, ot itp higheet point of develorpiient in.
Hegel, had evolved out of the dialectis o thought and thus becams an grgumenta-—
ticn among intellectuals, Hegel had comoe closest +o the truth, to 5 philosophy of
history, becsuse his was an eneyclojeedic mind, growmded in history, profound in
its ccnceptions, .tracing raingtakingly the dialectlic of idems in difforent historic
perdods sone 2500 years of human development. The genius of Marx conslsted in
tracing the desvelopment, the dialectic, the movemesnt ‘o Man, of great masses of
laboring man, as, profoundly es Hegel-had traced the development of thought. -Hip=
torical materialiem wami't a mere comterposition of maiter to thought, but of
labor, the human beings, who labor,think, struggle with those who have separated
them from the means of labsy, - ' SR

- Bveause Hegel had limited himself +o the dialectic of. thought, he could
sum up where that reached ag "The Absdlute, Mars: tock the ground away fron
undexr thie "Absolute! not only by havirgz discovered the materinl foundation of
society, eng noé}gnly bacause living men would continue to change, but above all,
because .ﬁ?aﬂ? Ject, as hiatory changing before cur very eyes, History waen't
only the past, it was alive, 1t waa present, and Inherent in its actime were
elements of the future devolopment.- But, -since it.wog Impoesidble to told, at the
begimming, what a development would be at the end, the theoretiolan st - himself -
become a molder of history, perticipent in the transformetion of reality, This

. Va8 no one-way road.. :Theory and prasticem-not only ee with Hegel, the idea of
theory and the idea of practice w munt wnite and in that way, and in that vay
alone, does the old get uprooted, the new egtablished, . -~ | - o
‘ . Theoreticdly; this is echieved by traneforming historic narretive into .
higtoric raison d'etro, not, however, by a priori thinking,. btut by learning from
ihe elemental upsurge of the messes. es 4t 43 in’actuality. -Thus, though the -germ
of that idea of capital was already present in ihe young Marx!s writings and pree -
sented in sweeping terms in the ‘camm.z_z_:List Manifesto in 18473 though Karx had
labored-on Sapital two more decades; though he restructured the whols worlc in 1B66
@e/a result of the impnot of the Civil Vay in the United States and the atruggle
for the shortening of the working day -that followed it, Capital did not becpme a
finished book upon its publication in 1867, e :

. On the contrary, The Pards Commune onoce again changed evorything. " Marx
Tirsy. sat. down to write his hiotorie wagterplece, The Civil Vay in Franee, in the
very heat of the revolution, The new politdeal conclusions he drew were certa
of sweeping and hisioric importanca -~ the taot that the workers couldn't "take
over', but must gmesh the. state mechinery wag a dimcovery of the workers themaelves,
who, in- the Commme, had discovered the Ypoiitionl form to work out aconomic
ezancipation.! Above all, ‘thie new form of workers! rule discltosed the fact that
oven eocporative production ceuld bocome "a shmm and mare" wnless it wag oon=
trolled by "Ireely associated labor," To & theoreticlan, thess political, con-
clusions would be & nought if they couldn't simudtancously illuminnte "pure” theory.
S0 larx rotumed to Onpitel once more and there ahowed how thoge acticns of the
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workers had illumdnated the most abstract concepts. As we saw 1in the chapter om
Larx's Capital, the "fetishicm of commodities", that golden cow of "fres exchange",
barx was no longer satisfind to expoge as to the actuality of exploitative class
velations. After the Parie Commume, Marx expunded that section to stress that

the very fomm of eristence of value had to be shattered for this form was itself
the truth of the reified existence of man, ' ' ,

The deeper prilogophic concepts, in turn,’ affed; the whole pollitical
strugzles Thus the broak in Lenin's thought az he rediscovered both: Hegells pelf-
developing subject and Harxfs concept of "going lower and deeper into masges”
meant a change, & totel change in all his former political coscepta. For Trotsly
to think that 1t wes a more change in slogans —w from ‘Yetatorship of the .prole-
tariat and peasantry to dilotatorehip of proletariat, not to mention any Yeoming
over!" to the concept of pormanent revelution,was emly the proof of how he himself
was atuck in ‘the old categories which had not become enriched by 'all that was
bappening as the mages ware reshaping the course of history, Out of the actual,
Lenin now Aiscermed a new wiiversal -- "to. a z=n®, The population t6 & men would
reccngtruot society, ‘ e ’ .

. -~ Just es Meruisn developed in opposition to sinte socialism (i'epresmtéd'
in Marx's day by Imssalle), so Karxiom in Ienin's day developed in opposition to the
adminstrative state-plan, . : ' T ;

Lanin went so far as to say thet the very prineiple of smeshing the 01d
state machine, the thing vhich marked the proletarian revolution, did not dis
tinguish it: "The petty beurgeoisie in a frenzy may alsc want as much,” (Lenin,
Selected Woxks, Vol. VII, p..337.) o DU

What did dictinguish the soclalist revolution vas the way 1t wags accome-

plished -- from below: e recognize only one road, changes from below, we wanted
workers themselves to draw up, from below, the new prineiples of-economic condi-
tlonss" (Ivid, pe 277), ' -

B .
T -

: - The smashing up 6£ the o1d state machine, .done between October, 1917,
end February, 1018, wos the easiost pert of the job. The difficult, the decisive
task, followed, The population, he continued, must "o a man" rm the state and
manage the ecomowmy end for that: . : o

"It 1s necessary to aboldsh the distinotion between town and country
as well as the distinction between manual workers and brain worlkera,”.
(Zenin, Selected Works, Vol IX, p. 433)

'  The procf that that was. the goal of Semuine communism lay in the fact
that the formilae of genuine commmdism differed firom' tha pompous involved phrase-
mongering of Kautsky, the Mensheviks, the Soolal Rovolutioneries and their beloved
'brethren! of Berne, in that they. reduced everything ‘o the oonditions of labor,
(1vid, p. 439) . Lo : : .

. If then, the Commmist Farty 414 not become buréaucratized and did not
begin to think that it can.do for the magsns what only the messes can do for theme
gelves, then and only then could psople move to soolaliam, ,

i
.
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"Every citizen to & men mmat act as the judge and participete in the
goevernment of the countyy, and what is most impoxtant to us 1s o
enlist a1l the tollsrs to a man in the governmemt of the atate. That
is 8 temendoualy difficult taslt; tut sociallsm cannot be introduced
by & minoxdty, a party." {Len.m, Selected Worits, Vola VIII, Pe. 320)

This waa not said merely For oitside consumption. It wag sedd to a

Iarty Congress, - Nor was it =aid by a men on the way to power, It was gaid by
a man in power in order t0 stress that the party should not, in the revision of
ity programme, forget how and why it came to power, He said 1t 1o stress that a

perty in power is s%ill but a minoriiy of the vlzss, thereas socialiem Tson be
- introduced by tens of mllioms of psople when they have leavnt how to do every: every=-
Jhing for themselves,! 1t was exaetly. this kind of perspective that impelled lenin, -
two years afferwards, when the colanial reviutiona urst npon the historie sceme,
to make these e new paint of departure in bis theory.

Na such new pa:lm;a ot departure exiated ror Trotaky.' So long as nc new
stage of econcrde development had ardmen 0 ouck in any of the many centrifugal
tendencies within the Bolshevil party, these latter could appear to differ merely.
politically, By 1928, however, it wan no longer a guestion of facticnal fighta
or gven only of the receding revoluticnery wave, both Weet end Eaet; it wag in-
termal, The NEP man had-grown rich ang did threaten the regime, The hurry with .
which Stalin then adopted the state pla sf industrialization was not, howevar,

- due only to conditions in Russim, mich less to any convietion that Trotely had' besn
right all along in proposing total stote plarning, = Dy the end of. the firot five~
year.plan, in-1932, it mud become gudte clear that the whole world of competitive
aapitelism liné collapsed, ' The depression had so wndermiged the foundatione of
"private enterprise’; thrown out su mwany willlens into unemployment, and threatm-
ed the very oxdiastence of capitalimm, that cepitalicm as it bad existed up 'to then w=
anarchio,competivive, exploitative, and a failure = had to give way to state plan-
ning to'save itself from proletarian vevolution. Whether it was in rich countries
like the United States that could still, with its New Desl, maintain a mixed econo-
ay or it was Nazi' Germany with its otate plan and militardst Japan with itas Ol
proaperity aphere planmning, the whole world had definitely moved fron the mnnopoly
staga to ptate capltaldsm. )

Thie challenge, to Marxists %o restate Marxiem for its ovm apoch wag met
.differently than the chellenge had been met at the appearance of monopoly capitale
»igme As we Jmow, Lenin had met the challenge of the new objeotive pituation at
the time it caused the f£irst World Wer and the collapse of the Sscond Intemational,
He did ot limdt himself to tracing the transformeticn of competitive capitaliem
into its opposite, monopoly capitalism,but in this concaptual framework extended
the mnalysic also to the X bor movement apd the transformation into opposite of a
gecticn of the praletarint into '"the aristoeragy of labor', Onoe he found the
aconomic tasis for the collapse of the Second Intermational, hs never onoce lnoked
back,* Troteky, on the other hand, confronted with a naw stage of world capital-
iem and -the new phenomena of Staliniswm,locked for no obJeotive xoots of this new
Thenomena, - -0

.. To him, the "property forme" (all limited by now to statifiocatiem, for
the" aarly production conferences had gons, and scon-the trede unions themeslves
Wwere incorporated in the ata.ta) == were what znde Stalinist Ruseis m%ohta as
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g workers'! piate though degenerate", and the features of the bureaucracy purely
limited to a “policeman" arrogating to himeelf a greater share of wealth as &
result of his "dlstributive funcilon," He contimied to comsider Russia a workers!
state, no matter how the workers fored in this state, no matter whether the
leaderchip waep & bureaucracy with "Cain Stalin® — his phrase =- at iis head or
not; whether forelgn polloy eavivaged a Hitler pact, or otherwise; and even if
the Moscow Frameup. Frials idlled off the "general Staff of the Revolution.” Aa
he lay cying, the heritsge he left his cadre — the Fourth Internatlonal — was
8till "Detense of the Soviet. Union." '

What methodology of thought led to such & conelusion? Here are his

own words, from The Revolubicn Betrayad.{peges 247~48): : SR

UThe Pirst cohcentratica of the weans of production in the hands of tho
_ stase 4o cccur im history was achieved by the proletariat with the,

method of social revoluticn, and not by capitalists vwith'the method

of trustification.! _ ‘

Where Lenin had fought hard ggainst trasnforming the reality of the
sarly workors! state into an abatraction which tdd'the ‘bureaucratlc deformations
even then, Trotsly spent all.the zest of his 1ife transforming the Stalinist state
dnto an abetraction which blinded him to the actual transformation into oppesaite,
Vhere Tenin warned that a workera! state was a transitional state and could be
trenpitional Yeither to_socialism or & return backwards to capitelism"; Trotsky
1imited any waraing about & possihle resioration of capitelism fon the installs
ment plen" to the Testoration of private caplialimm, Neither ‘the faet that. -
the workers bad lost all their control over production -through factory ciénferences,
nor the fact that the trade unions themeelves had been incorporated into “the
gtate apparatus nor the fact .that the means of production were inoreasing at the
expense of the means of consumpiion exactly as under privete capitalism would -
move him from meldng statified property inte a fetish, ‘pationelized property =
workera! state. - . L S ' '

I5ke all fotishisms the fetishiam of state propexriy blinded Triosky
from following the course of the counter-revolutlon in the relations of produc-
ticn. The legitimization of the counter-revolution againat October, the Btalin-
ist. Constitution, Trotsky viewed merely as somothing that first “oreates: the po=
iitical premise for the birth of & new possecsing clasn," As if clagsén wers hom -
from political premises! The macabrs Kremlin purges only proved to Trotsky that
tSoviet socloty orgendcally tends toward the ejection of the bursancrecy!" Be-
cause 0 him Stalinist Rueeln was still a workers' state, he thought that the
Moscow Trials weakened Stelinism. Actuslly, they consolidated 1ts rde, -

. mrotely would sposk of the possibility of a restoration of capitalist
-relotions, but 1% was alvays gomething that might happen or would happen, but
not as a process evolving "before owr very eyes" ¥ ovolving in the atartling,

“ FRokov. s next to Trotslyy the wost importent lesder in the Iaft opposition,
had phrased it when the first wave of leaders of the Left opposition had capitu=
lated to Stalin just as soon as he did sdopt this five-year plant"The capltulators
refuse 10 conoider vhat ateps muet be adopted in order that industrialization end
collectivization do not bring about results opposite to thome expeoted «se ThoY
leave out of conel.deration the mein queotion: vwhat changes will the Five-Year Flan
bring abont in the olass relotions in the country,." (Russien Opposition Bulletin

#7, 11/29.)
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but not altogether unforesseem -~ form of state capitalism.* The movemeht
from monopoly to state caplitalism was, moreover, a world phcnomensn, Troisky de-
nied the fact, He rejected the theory.

" The struggle ogainst Stalinsiem had the air of aself-defense, however,
not beceuse Trotaly was subjective about his owa statue of leader of the Russlan
Revolution, but because objectively he saw nothing fundamentally dew in Yorld
copitalist developmenty it had eimply become more decadent and in its ""desth agony™
had emitted faseism without changing the economic relations in Ruseia, Hothing
for him had chenged since the decads of 1914-1924 —~ except the lsadership: Stalin
was the “organizer of defents" = and he, Trotsk_y, could orgauize vi"torias. ’

This ig not meant aarcastiea.'l.ly. ﬂa certalnly wag g leader of the only
victorious proletarian reveluticon in history, Whether as Choirman of the Military
Revolutionary Coumitiee, which had plenned the actual insurrectlon, builder of a
Red Army, out of raw peasant recrults, that withstood el counter-revelutionary -
attacks from Tsarist generals and other professionals, Commimser of. War, or Foreign
) Minister, history will not deny him his victoriaso . . .

But thia is not the mark of & vhr:d.st theoreticlan, Aa theoreticia.n,
three principles should have governed his analysls of Stalinism: (1) the new
stege of economic development, no matter what that was called; (2) in strict
relationship to the subjective development, the new form of workera! ravolt and
the new strata in the populaetion that would continue o oppose the new stage of
producticon;. and (3) the new relationchip between theory a.nd praet:l.ca which ﬂawed
from the new ob;jective and subjective factors.

' :Bece.use .none of theae factora de’hemined Tmtsky'a a.nalysia, h:l.a eriti-
olam, though constant of Stalinism, related iteelf to bureavcratism and- the ad=.
venturistio "tempo". of Stalinist imdustrialirzation. . Thereby he became an actual:
prisorier of the Stelnist.Flan. NG wonder that, in the process, the very concept
of socialism was.reducad ito the concept of state plan, Trotsky's denials not«-'---'

* Ag far back as 1872, Marx had predicted that the loglcal development of, the lew
of the Goncentratiom anid gentralization of bapital would lead to state caf:italism.
Engels. repeats this.in Anti—Duhz_':_L_ng, a work read and approvad by Bfarx; garfter karx's
death, in his criticism of the Erfurt Program stressing this tims that thereby
"eapdtallsm-could not be regarded any longer és being Planiess." . in 1907 Kauteky
puts the question.of statification directly into the Zrfurt Pro ' By World

Wer I this 1s considered t¢ be not just thaozy, but fact. It 1s° mcluded not only
in the popular ABC of Commmiem by Bukherin and Preobrazhenaly, the text used in
all Soviet schools, but it also appesrs in“the Firsat lanifesto of the Commumnist
Intomational ~- written by Teon Trotalqra "The state ‘control of social life against
" whiok ocapitalist lizeraliam so etrived, is become a reallty. There is mo twming
back either to free competitica or to the dominatiod of trusts, syndicates, and
other kinda of eocial anomaliss. ' The gusation ¢onsiste molely in this: who shall
contrel siate production 4n the future - ihe inperialist state or the state of

the vdotorious proletariatfd!
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withstanding, the proof of this is in Troteky's om yords —— in nothing less fun-
damental then the Manifesto of the Fourth Intemation on "Imperialist War and Pro-
letarian Revolutdome™

"o turn one's vack on the nationalZzation of the means of production
on the groumé that, in and of itgelf, it does not create the well-being
of the masses, i3 tantamount %o senteacing the granite foundation to
destruction on the growid that it ls impossible to live without walls
and & roof,"

The "Man of October' couldn't heve fallen any deeper into the mire of
the ideas and methodology of the Russian Wwrcaueracy which, instead of theory was
presenting an administrative formila for minimun costs 2nd maxismm production =
the trxue gods of all class niers, Beccuse Troteky saw no fundementsl class di-
viegion involved in the struggle against Stalinism, the atruggle of necesally was
reduced to the question of s slruggie Fqr leadexship, Since Troteky’s analysis
of the npture of Stdlinism laclkied a cless cheracter, Stalin's "theory of socialism

- in one. eountry! was treated by him as a new form of reformlsm, to be fought ag
-guchs . . ' a : —

"heoxry of Stalin-Bukberin tears elso the national revolution from
- intermationel path. The present policy of the Commmist Imternational,
its regime gnd the selectlon of 1ts leading persoimel, correspond en~
tirely to the debasement of the Commmist Intermational to an ewdliary
. corps which i notdestined to solve independent taslks," (page 157 —
emphasis added), s - ; :

In fact, it was Trotsky who -tore Stalinist Ruswia out of the new stage
of world economy. Fulling to recogmize-a new stage of world econony and failing
to see the dlass trasuformetion within Eussia, he naturally did not ses the Staline
ists as asplrants for world povier,  The Hitler-Stalin pact did nothing to change
Troteky's concept that the Comwnmist Parties in Vorld Var II would.do what-the
Soclal Demeocrate had done in World War Iy each perty caplitulsting to ite omn.
national bourgeolsie, Then fthe Fourth Intemational would expose the betrayers ..
and win, to its side, the procletariet which remained “immetura", This after the
Spanish Hevolution, No wonder the Fourth Intemationsl was a etill-birth,

Troteky ':;'euo;.mizud tids muchy the respenoibility to establish == or
"the failure to sstablish —~- the link of historic continuity from Merx to Tenin
was now his alone, Here 1o how he expressed it in hia Diary, 19351 ‘

"After hio (Rakovely's) eapitulation, thsre is nobedy left ,.. and

st111 .7 din: that the work in which I am engeged now, despite its
ingufficlent end fragmentory pature, is the most importani work in my
1ife, WMore important than that ot 1917. More important than the pericd
of the Civil Var, or any other, Lo

"Por the sake of clarity I would put it this way: Had I not been prosent
in )17 in St. Petorsburg, the October Revoluilon would hava taken place
on the condition that Lenin was preseni-and in ooumand., The sems :':axi,

by and largo, be sald of the olvlil war period... 1ime 1 camnot spesk of
the indispensability of my work even about the period from 1517-21.
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"But now my work is indiepensable in-the full sense of the word, There
is no arrogance in thiz claim at all, The collapse of the two Imtexne~
- tionals beas posed a problem which hone of the leadexrs of these Interna~
tiongls ie at all equippsd to solve, The vicissitudes of my fate has
armed me with importent exparience in deeding with it. There is now
. -no one pxcent tl‘i_e 2nd and 3ré¢ Intermationols, I need at least ﬁve -
, _,rears o‘P .min"'erup'ued work to insure the successicm."

on.l;,' Trovsly hed ae'.reloped a theory that meamzre‘lup to the challenge
of the times, if even the cedre didnft! T,

Hig wealmess mas always the guestion of lemdership.: And now he not
only raised this to the level of theowy but attributed 1t to Lenin: "For Lenin's
slogans to find their way to the masseg thers hnd to exlst cadres ee.. the vitad
rainapring in this process ia the party, juet as the vital mainspring in +the mechan~
ism of the party is its leaderchip.” Thie was eractly what the vital mainspring
of Lenin'y philogorhy wac FCT. Desplte vanguardiem, in 1917 he threstemed "to
g0 to the sailors"; in 1920 %o the nonparty ma88es; in 1923 aga.inat Pclitioal
- Committees, .

‘ Despite Troteiyfs claim that on the question of the role of the '?arty,
he had core over to Lenin, it e clear that he came ovar to Leninlet 1503 concept
of the Vanguerd Farty which held that the workers of themgelves could not coms fo
~ socialism, that it had to be brought to them from the outside by professional ree

volutionaries, and not to the 1917 conception of preferring "to go to the salloxe"
who were 100 times more revolutiomary than the leadership of the Bolshevil partys.
Two decades aftervard, Trotsky still spesks of the "immaturlty" of the proletariats
"The stratgic tesk o¢f the next perioé —- & pre~revolutionary period of agltation,
propaganda and orgenization —- consists in overcoming contradictions between the
maturity of objective revo'.'.utionaw canditions and jmmaturity of the pmletar:l.a.t
and its venguard,s.”

Under the circumstances, hig “appeals %o the woxld proletariat" snunded
houow, remained abstractlons, Without a basis In s self=developing, creative
Subjent, the Pourth Intermetional could not but be & stillbirth. All the world!s
problems had heen reduced to a question of leadership, as the very first sentence
of the Fourth Intemational testifien: "The world politicasl situation as a whole
is chiefiy charucterized by historical oriris of the loadership of the proleteriat."

Harxdsts are fond of saying thet abatractions help omly the enemy., The
abgstraction, nationalized property = workers' state has most certainly helpad the
enemy, the Stelinist counter-revblution once it obtained the objective basls for
being == Russia'’s statilied, exploitative economy. The theory distoriented a whole
generation of Marxiots.

The duality between tho concept of world revolution and that of defensge
of Stalinist Rusela, beiween soclalism ea a clasaleag society that can only vealige
itsolf ag a world society and sccialismemationalised proportr inoleted from the
world ecanomy, botween workers mo tiwe venguard and worl:ers that needed 4o cubmit.
to the militariration of labor, botwesn Party as leader of the proletarian revolu-
tion and Party as ruling over workers' own ingtinots and demends, belween psasamtry
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as revolutionary ally of the socislist proletariat and peasantry 5o backward as
to lack even & sense of mational conscloustieay ~- all these policisa roured into
2 single mold called the theory of the permanent revolutlion which hardly changed
from the time it was first conceived in 1905 through 35 long years of the most
.cataclysmic developments nmanity has ever heen subjacted to, worked its way out
-0f and is atill shaping, is just too contradictory a purden for any cadre to bear,

A theory thus far removed from the realities of the age of imperizliem
and’ state capltalism kad to collapse of 1ts ovm hollovness. f1hat present-day
Trotokylst epigones can swear both by Trotsgy s theory of permenent revolution
and Mao's "Comnmes" only shows that woightlens abstractions and an adrinistrative
mentality would rather hold on to 2 state-poar than to entrust everything %o the
elemental mass revolt, . - :

Dialectics takes ita won toll of theory and theoreticians,

Nov. 3, 1967 o _ o
Detroit, Michigan - — DAYA DUJAYEVSKAYA




