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PART TV0 = s LITERDEGIUN:  YVoid cond Netrorresnion vs, Movemont from Prroetice

Chapter I — On the Eveo of World War IT

A« The Deprescion and the Theoretic Void

The Great Derression kept the world in shagbles, ZFarly in the 1930's, things
began o fell apart not enly in the economic and political sthere, but also in thought.
Thz breathing space capltalism had gained in the 1920fy from the defeat of all the
revolutions that had developed in the woke of the successful Russian Revolution, was
insufficient to stop bourgecis democrecy's self-movement o destruetion. Civilization
had evidently reached the end of something. Everything was being transformed into its
oppogite. With Nagism, it became clear that +the highest barbarism was being perpetratzd
not ia the far out, "bockward' reglons of the world, but in the heortlond of techno-
logically advanced "civilized Europe.” Economicclly, the chaos was so overwhelming —-
znd the crmy of millions, tons of millions of wnemployed, so persistent in trying to
break out of the capitalist stranglzhold -- that competitive capitulism, in demoeratic
end foseist states allke, gave way, one after the other, to state intervention in the
econory. Still, cepitalism wasn't saved thereby.

In Spain, where the revolt of the worlers hod developed into i\zll—scale proletar~
ian revolution, the rovolution lay crushed not alone by the vietory of faseism, but by
the stifling of its spontancity by Stelinism hovering over e Popular Front government
in vhich all democratic ferces, including Ararchists, had participated. Yet, none of
the revolutionarien among the thooretliclams, not cven those who both opposed the
Stalinists and had no illusions ebout the reveluitionery nature of -the Popular Front
governnent, rade a2 new cetegory. That iz to cay, none thought that the mavinor of the
Spronich workers, in creating now forme of workera' rule by the oeccupation of the
factories during the very heet of the struggle agelnst faselsm, that this combination
of ecomomics ard politics, hwd disclosed a new dinlectic of liberation.

In Russia, whore Stote Flonning waas total, the wiate apperatus had absoxbed, not
only <he cconomy, ut thoe trade unions.. The workers were saddled with the most Droconic
enti-labor "labor legislation,® including forced lsbor camps, the fitting clizax to
the retrogressive movoment in foreign policy —- the Hitler-Stelin Prct. ’

‘Now (the 196Q0's) that a stcte power, Commmnisot China, had duly certified as’
"Marxist-Teninist" tho designation of Ruscia a3 o etate-capltalist society, state -
capitallem hna become o voritable cliche. It was not so at the outbrenk of World War I
vhen it woudd beve made = decigive difforence in the stretegy of world revolution to
hove designoted Russiz as an integral port of the now stage of world capitalist devel-
opaent. Instead, not only Stalinist Rusela or Mac's so-called Chinese Soviets, but
Leon Trotalyy, who hol already boon fighting the Stalin bureacracy for over a decade,
called for the defensce of Russim ns o ™yorkers' state," though dogonerate. State pro-
periy, the State Flan, hod become the fotishes for which the workcrs wore u.s]red to lay -
dowvn their lives.

Just as that fixed partioular, state property, substitutod for any claboration of
o new universel regarding Russia, so the detormination of what woas new in Chinn in 193
wap buried in the old cotegory that Mao wan only ucheing Sitalin's class-collaborationis
view of a block of four classes that he eoxpounded in 1925-27. Mao's now offer of
collaboration with Chiang Kni-shelk did flow from the concopt of a block of four classes,

" But, Chinz in 1937 wats not Chine of 1927, not only bocoune tho Chincoe Communist Party,
Stalinist or otherwise, woo now a rasw forco but, above all, borause of the gbjective -
world situption croated by Japmi's invasion of Chinn, For Trotsky to treat the situa-
tion in China under those circumstancoe ans if it wero only a replay of tho 1925-27
dlanglur 13 notl only to0 crodit Stnlin with amipatonee, It 12 to reveal one's om
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European outlook. And that is very cuntral to the whole theses, Troteky's outlook
was tos Europcan-centeroed.

Thiec 15 not teo say thnt Trotsky wos not a true internationnlist. He had alwoys
been a world revolutionery. He had never shown any national egotism, Russian or
Burcpean. Indecd, the question is not a geographic question at e1l, It is neither
Buropcen nor Cricntal nor, for that matter, so mich a world guestion, as a quection
of vhnt is o suli-developing subject. Thus, "FBuropcan-cchtercd” iz uscd herc s a
mnifegtation of failure to grasp o new sclf-developing subjeet that in this case turned
out to be the Chingse mnsses, minly peasants.

Te furthor stress this crucial point, lot us lock at Marx who, likewise, was, of
neeceswsity, Burepecan-contered, both in where he lived, the historic perioed in wiuich he
lived, and the subject matter of his moet serious theorc-t;ic studies, which wags Englond
In the mid-19th century. This did not; however, stop him from hpiling the Taiping
revolution aw a possible new point of departure in world developmont. On the contrary,
he held on to this new point of development, not only in the 1850's when it could be
contrasted to the quicacent 1850's of the Eurcpean proletariant, but also in the 1870's
ond 80's whon he began o study Russia, a coustry he had heretofore treated both as the
greatest Buropean barborism and semi-Oricental. Now, in his correspondence wilth Russizn
revolutionarics, he began to open altogether new possibilitivs of revolution in back—
ward Rusoin; provided it would be supported by the Ruropean proletariat, The same. .
atiitudo to the conerete unfeldment of the dinleeties of liberntion choaractorized Marx'e
writings on the historic significance of the Oriental copmune, despotic or ctherwise.

. In & word, the question of "understanding. the dinlecties" wasn't ever for Marx or Lenin
merely the undnrstanding of o philosuphic category but the guestion of worlcing out the
actual disloctics of liberetion. Every Morxdiot neturally aims at thdt, but sinee thore
1s no immediata 1:1 relationchip beotween the subjective and the objective, botween
rhiloscphy and revolution: sinee tho test can only come in life itself, it is the
actunl reclity in tho poricd betwoen Lenin's death and Trotsky's death to which we
mist turn in examing the relationship of politieal theordcs ond philosophlc corncepts.

A1l the revolutions thnt followcd upon the success of the Russian Revelution of
1917 were defeated in the 1920's. Soon after, the Germon Revolutlon wos, literally,
belieaded with the mirders of Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebkmocht, end Lenin turned
eastward to sec whethor the colonisl revolutions wouldn't become the new points of
depariure for world revolution, ' In 1520 he proposed- to the second Communist Inbor-
nationnl Congress two theseo, one on the National Question and the other on the
colonial and agrorian questions.

. Lenin did not consider these now points of departure purve "polities." In pre-
senting tho theses, both on the Colonial and Agrorian quostions as well as on the
Nationol Question, hc asked the sceond Congreas of the Communist International to work-—
out the theorotic implicationa of these positions. As evidenced by his ottitude to
the Irish revolution in 1916, Lenin hnd alwoys considered the notional question a
"bacillue" of proletarian rovolution. In 1920, he added two now eatogories to thot
concept by including the Nogroos in the United States and the Gheltolzod Jows in
Polond as part of the nationnl question. The more immedicte quostion in 1920, however,
wan the celonial and agrarian. Agoln, Lenin had always considerod the peasantry,
gpaeificelly the lowest, poorest, duepest layers of the peasantry as the indispensible
ally, indeed, very ncarly o co-leader with the proletariat, of the Russian Rovolution.
It was this he now sxtonded to the whole East, not am a deviation from Marx's concopts
¢f the diolectics of revolution in the Oricent, but as nn claboration, or moro preciscly
put, o matter of maldng oxpliclt what had only been implieit at a difforent historie
poriod ("hc period in whicl: Marx Zlived). Tho undorlying assumption was that, just as
tho masaos "to e man' had boocomo the now universal for the Novembor, 1917 rovolution, sc
the peaocnniyy, the ponsant 1vvolutions, when thoy wore supported by a workera' otate,
could boeome the new univeranl for theo 1920's, In any casc, ho askoed the Comintern
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to work out the theoretic implicnticn of thoe following new points of theoretic dopariur:
and the thecos on the Celoninl and Agrarian question:

(1) IT ine Rusainn revelution is truly the first act of World Revelution,
its intemntionclivm must show iltself in a willingmesc, not only to
help, but, if necesoary, to sacrifice iteclf for that now point of
departure in vorld rovolution -— ccloninl rcvolution,

(2) The rajority of the world's pomilation iz to be found, not in the
techmologicnlly advenced West, but in the underdeveloped Euct. It it
wore possiblo to wndermine world imperialism, vio Peking, rather than
Herlin, thot could become o now point of departurc for world Ruvelution
and flme would rovenl o now cubject — the peasantry as o motive force,
in the dialeciics of liberation. :

(3) With the £id of o “ecimologienlly developed country, this new point of
depzrture would meom that the Ordient could, without Zoing through
capitnlisn, gc dircetly to the butlding of Scvicta.

The eolloborotion with Sun Yat Sen's China had begun vwhen Lendn was still alive.
The 1925-27 Revolution, howover, wns destroyed by Chiang el Shek's troops vho send tho
decimated "ed Army" decp into the vastmess of Chinm. Az the deende of the 1920's ended,
and Buesie turaed awey Trom worlé rovolution, turned toward what Stulin cnlled "building.
cocinlism in onc country," snd what turned out to be capiteliub totolitarion industrial-
igation, the world as a vhole hod bogun its descont toward the abyas.

Pne 1930's hod ended 1diko tho 1920's, when all tho revolutions in Europe that hod
folloved upon the success of the Bussiasn Revoludion, had been defeated, The sherp con~
trost to the 1920's was that there was nc new bonner to follow. Where Ienin, aftoer the
tchending o the 1919 German Revolution, hnd turned castward to sce whethar the extennlon
cf revolution could come "through Poking! where 1t hed foiled "through Berlin," Trotshy
hnd loft no new theoretic points of doparture. Instond, not only hod he ropested hiaw
1995 thoory of poermanunt rovelution, bwi rlso failed to relriv it to whnt wos new in
cither the 1920's or 1930's, as if thc world hed ctopped still in 1917. ‘ .

. g what extent hod the failure to deveiop the theoretic implientionu of the new
points of departurc in theory, first outlined in 1920, beon Tocponsible for the defent.
© of the 1925-27 Chinese Revelution? and to whot oxtent Gid the emorgenee of Stalin as
victor over Troisky influcnce tho direction of the Chincss Revolution? To Trotsky, of
ecurse, Stalin wes the betimyor ond his policy woulé have led fo victory. Not, of coursc
that anyono thougnt thot any theory could hove ezcaped the actual world situntion.

Wkorc the point of depnrture ond the point of ruturn is oivays the solf-devoloping
cubjoct, BEuropecn~centored or Sino-contercd arc nod impediments to grasping the dinlectic
of rovolution as the-dialecotic of nelf-liberotion ond the eoncretc nnxt dovelopment of
any rovelution., Whot bars entrnce to o djalecticnl analysic of a revolution by a
rovolutionary ~- and “@rotsky wag mest certainly o gront revolutionary — is net the
conzoept of what a lecdor ic, Lut o concept of self-developing pubjoct when the mosscs
are the “subject." : C

Trotuky had not lived to scc tho Red Arny standing cutoide the getos of Worsaw
whilo the Hazis eruched the Warmaw Soviet but ho nd scen cnough betveen tho time the
Rcd Army morched into Finland in 1939 and tho time the GPU wosassins' icepick hed boen
thrust duop into his brain in 1940, and he knew full well that Stalin hod boen detorminc:
4o hnve pim mrdercod so thot therc would be rie foerl point for rovolutionary regroupment
at the end of the imperinlist world war. ALl this did not stop him from ealling for the
doTempe of Auesin ond disorienting not only o whole goncmtlon of Mnrxints but also the
many millions who wore disillusioned with the eapdtnlisi of the 1930's who woro turing
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