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: ont in their. w&r a nna are, now uaing on| the

& 'nt one uﬂf F:air mnat e""facma ws %gn_
-important & f ra'nr.:a evar, thit excee
these "c‘r'it-ic%" are hon e ose! tHe fun-

Maryism, the est.on 0 mmlus valua torical- materfﬁlimﬁ
~ diaie cticel. mate- ~1i sm’ au c, Instead’ they/ confine themsely
. Gealing with the n:zesm.':é \0f Whet they call I'arxism = vith the. "bs

acts of "bsd" Stalinists, ete,, with the poor *hbrs-ls" oF! Commu
The sum and substance of ALL teir remarks -~ of Zastman, ‘Hooic,
Gitlow, Veltin, 'Hlson,. etc, ~ 1is.that vhile Variien has some e
: limiteé. Eodd. point&, 1t ¢an only be realigedthroi a democratic
caviltelism, The game "emnirdcal® peonle who deal endlessly- L]
“emnirieal" facts sbout the. "treachery" of the stsy singul
"1y encugh nonﬂist.antlgr fail todenl vith the "emirical® ‘.f.'ae"'n nf ﬂ:a_k
real, not fancied, t-as*n ireachery’ off the bnurgegisie. :

The lateet crgn af an*‘i—lfamd.a mﬁ "marxi t eritica" are
aﬁagﬂd in an especially diupusting task, of emb 11ishing bourgeois
1

osonhy, and of i * left-moving intellectials o the SUo- ¥
'pr.rrt of thé imperialist war. behind’ the benner of haur is dem~ = |
ocracy =- =t a time when this "gres m0 ca § gone dowm .

countiry after country dnder the hammer blows f' the crises of
decnying world caﬁitalism. ?;

In view of this, we intend to. deal with each of them, .Jor
desnite the fact that ﬂqanite*retensiunatha:f 8o’ NOT refute Marxism [ :
and offer in its stead Mothing which Mamkisis nene o already

emuﬂ% they o ntribtute greatly 1o ‘l:.ha ﬂiaurienta‘ta.nn in the labor
movement, snd must he arrswereﬂ. -

» o2 & of the most outsfandi 15 ihe liberal philosopher
.‘E&uunﬁ *ﬁlmn, who for a time. ﬂaggclosa to the Tro sts, [fe-

cently, following the Publicatdon of. a -book attacking ¥arxism, he.
- Wrote a series on the zame subject in T CALI, This organ a-f
__.!Toman Thomas nerty, vhieh: mﬁportssocia-l patriotism and has alwa s
f.'.j,a&tgﬂ the fundamentals of HMarxism while giving lip-service to

7 b A _.i’g - ﬁ.tting m’hlication 'l:.c. ear:-}* ?ilaun'a onen attack on_




1 Lhe’ serfousfon:
' least enough to rasght
andthen iry %o argue against Lt,| Lu
o not take the. troulle 1o araue
g of Marxism, N ey mersly make asgart
- Marxdem end,ergie egainstthese Straw men,
on .a*sutjective ar-rers nal plane --nc &r
s PrpTessors Lurnham, HGok and ‘Enstmen, “guthorit
xploiters! philoschies never stated,the case of Dialectic
2ismy- they have always 'set-un straw(pen snd w oceeded t
em :ﬂﬂlmp Wilson :is no b 'b't-’EI"'. * = L S B
: . : s

~-Milson's first article\deals with -l'&urx—'?"aqﬂ- Enjrels, ‘In the'
sécond article he already resches the Ruseian Dxperiment, The
third and last article presents his conelusione, :En'-h-ig: E"%E' es
- Against ifarx and Engels in- first article Vilsn  dld hot even
.~ have the fairness to 'zt Ie=st state what® the theories of these
gLl romen were, let alone try to disnrove them, :

2 T THORISS OF MATY
e UL o

. % according to “ilson, Marxdsm I’arx in it5 originel Torm. ds
. amixtur-e of Judaism, RouBsesuism ~n@ uto-isnism, . Ths msse THm
.~ does not evem have a thread of truth to it, Tt is the system of
~ Marxism which shows the utter futil W of the systems of Judaism,
~~ Tousseenlsm and the Utonian mover®n® of that ericd, ns -/ell ns

. - —all of the ipther.exploiters nhilosonkies,

- ¢ Instead of these. mibjectie dssertions let us at lesst resent
~i .- some of the fundamentals of the sPeten of Marxienh: Dialectic later

' --.,ig;!.igm‘las the theory of knowledge,, Historical materialisa, explain-
' ing th muvigg— ® rces of history as €-history of class strugrles.
The laws of the

] , canitaligt mode of ~rofuctioil, Capitalist decry
and the laws of sociel revoln tion/ The staternd the Diectatorshis of
| These- factar s and

‘the Frc ; ctc many others ore dealt .4Ath in
‘detail by writings of Marx sag Sngels, not teo soeak of Lenin and
Others, ' The imsortent fact that Bt be considered is that history
has nroven these basic conkents to be true, ‘That'is, these fun-
canentals nresented by the system of I*apsd en reflect the factual
‘development of Ianci‘et};.

7l

HISTOTICAL FATSRIALIS

i= {a -sﬁ;gle of "Hlson'e understmdings of r:;g s, He -
fundoméntal | change #n the method o providing the
-fe:-ﬁrnggg- new sovial-economic classe

, , See o Tarad sm
chenge 'in ‘the O3 OF. ZRODUCTION changes. .
melations, A change in the mthod\o

3
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%" oL, ‘refer to o
ers fb:}g ihg"&u&:tmr:.r inthis v

-ﬁﬁmﬂﬂi tﬂ :EmEBh r_tvhﬂ .

Hlson|must heve in mingd the disnute o er scme re
‘statements b}i’ Engels on this subject., The “fight betweer
1 olutionists end the reformers oer thig » d o> decc
2: moat recent fifhts on this question wms :fh_iygh;l;.;-:"inj;‘
St=es section of the 0ld eft Ohposition aga:inatﬂie
maf‘?:ienn of Schactoan nrd Egzrter back ir the early thi
= Acecerdinr o "Mlson | ¥es ONE cen fing in the whole
of Ezrx and Engels g nnrra:fﬁergbla variety of aiti :
-~ m®main problems witl which they were cancerned,; !
| mmmber of atfity Ggi'bur'ard the MN nroblems? : - ot q
or two.such contradictions . Don*t you thinl- this woula
mnvin&n.g reading, Fr, Hlson rather than mere nss

-—-

-

debater’s trick ang JUMDS to the Rible and compares finrx' iork :
with it, by stating thet ‘B I'SONS can go to MHorx and shiain alwost
any set .af "larxian o mmons," Let us remind "Hlsen thet one crn go
inio any libersl ‘9T labor book store and find many books deeliag -
with the direct con detions of the Bible;/tut wehave ve< the

- t0 see even one book, or serious atlemnt to prove that contradict- .
;I'jf statments exists in the writings of Marx and Engels on the MATY
ROBLEL'S, | :

| LETNIS COrTRITUTIONS ¥
Lalﬂn is handled the same waY. A considerable smouht of S1b-
Fective material about the 1ife of lenin, but nd one wwrd about his
3 ecific contributions to the theory of Karxdsm for hig period, :
E :&t €ld Lenin ana his party stang for? “/hy not Point out thet ih
. @evelopment of the various %ues‘binna (of the Sovieis, of the Dio.
- Tatorshis of tha “roleteriat, of the Fensant quention, of the nat-
:!;_qpﬁ]:-_r_eujplutinn, of the roae to bower;) denlt v th by NMary and
= Engels teoregically, but eloborated by Lenin were the basic * *.
2tical foctars o the Bolshevi molicy that B\BLD 'ACI: 0- *
~POER, . Or argue ageingt this concept? , : -

; Dart with not proot? After this false assarffion "Wlson uyses the nlﬂ
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‘provided by

 geoisle's _ o
., 0f the Waﬂ fimaaia'a‘ varticipation in 1%, of dusiie’s role a

: lgﬁsaian_pral tariaisi etcy~ 18 a coneretization ang part of the hi

"seems to be such a vacuum, }any other érrors are presented in these i

coreticelt materiel, 'The
t of Kerensky desired to mn‘l;;{n: :
~to distribute foed and land to
itself have teen Tgmostignm
gresolve to overthrow ijt, even without. the motivation
e MaPxiats concention of history." Thus i?imrtf.lng-iu

dgon, ° . 3evolution ie the result of an accident 1 co:
qia%&a%% sevesar Taetoniiont very the land question, hunger,
nd_the subjective reaction of Lenin to the misery of the masses,

b

e igrores completely Lenin's sclentific analysis of the existing

national and international situation, &nd the mamt it played in:
determining Bolshevik policy, ' 'The analysis of the Hlesimhu?p-
Lility ito distribute-thefland, the characterization

the weak

n th e chain of world cenita sm, the.tasks of the
rical proc 8=, a { Trd eapi
talism; these factors are -all intergral parts of the Karxd st con-
ception of history, Divoree the concrete snalysis of 1iving nro.
cesses from Esrxism, and You have the living tissues of the Marx
ie.n-hi%}orical conception torn out, eliminated cancelledy and nos

a ‘cuum 1s left, A vacuum to be f:illad bourgesois.
cencepts of historical develonment, TilsonTs mncep%yﬂf.ltafrg;gdmh

being determined by the decay of world eapi-

two first articles such as Staliniasm represents a nev class in the

viets, Engels being more flexible and less meterialistic (7) than -
TMarx ete., which we will not deal with nov; i : E
il STSPS TOUATD SOCTALISE.

One more point should be cfealt vith-before e proceed to the
hird and final erticlé of this. series, Soeaking of Stalin, "Hlson
says: 'At first, under the Cictatorshin of Btalinh, a serious attempt
was made tobring the economr of the Soviet Union up to the level
the ea it&i’éfigi; natin?{:%ﬁ-. " éﬂlac? not-only does not *.?L::-esent ihe,
correct po on on sm, but also nresents false historica in-
fomatim&-x. Stalin vas not the f%rsﬁ to presetgt E plan for the in-
1.’1J|.w;1:1~:1.aﬂ1 Zzation of the Soviet Unfon = 3t was the Russion Left On-
position under Trotsky, ‘The Stalinist centrists vith the right ving
Bucharin, Lovestone, ete., rejected the plen andvonly later, in ca-
riccture form, after the expulsion of the left, after the feilure
oI Teir own plan, did they edont the nlen for industrializotion.

IL30CTI5 RALGS umwr%

T ' Mleon's f:nnc_lu'ﬁinig article speaks of two f-lse cacloties of
+Horx, As if Marx based his theoreticol orineisies on snalogzi

3 Mlsonls zrgunments are ampidé 0 scy the leant, no matter whet his
een,

bourgeois education mey have

The first folse "anclogy is

e # SRl




# Toatli e "
l-g.pa :

progressive degradatio
: spj_‘.rit.- "

- and elaim tha
" consider this sentence ones more, ITf it is true that uncéer-pri-.

- ¥58° Ega%ﬁgsfﬁﬁr&%nﬂ?‘qﬁg%ﬂﬁ dae3da ggr?.n’ﬁthgg_g_%gg zgve in -

' hod wideneé, Put capitaliem not only stunts eectigns of the under-

e

‘the Je

Ter,

- =

fﬁ‘iﬂlqadarﬂiip The line of demorcation liar¥k 1aid Jown w~3 the
- CLA3S line, In this structure the Jews had thelr place, .aIl Jew

‘intelectuols who 127t their clcsa and come over to the vorkirg -

<h

e Fes =

Isrdem-- &n the Jet -pe

i

L

: of the under-pr :
had the effect of stunting them and slowly extinquishing their =

; ' At least one must give "Hlsor edlt .fbr"?_:acﬁng m’are_é_rr'c:-ir::;'; =
11_3| one sentence thon the aversge ma _ -hend 'Eamm-! "G'I'i'!;il"-..‘“,.'-:' gL EN
First, lMarx did not say that of necessity, Englond would bethe =

first 10 haove the revolution. His writings on the Faris Communme - -
cleaply refutes this, In the Communigt anifesto he spoke of Ger-
many as the next most likely country to proceed in that direction.:
In an introduction to the HManifesto written after the P-ris Commune
ihe authors’'spoke of Russia as the country where an upheval was in

preparation, Tt is true that Karx thought the time element would
not take so long. PBut so did Edison nk that his "next" .experdiw:

ment would prodice light, but not until a thousand or soitrials

did he succeed, Andjhictory records that the prediction o Narxism R
more then filfilled itself with the mumber of social revolutions

18 Jew) and thé Proletariot, The opopression of =
c8 mot ithe "snolopv™ jarx uged to show the oppression.of = |
Yo a1d liav¥ select ths Jew, or)ony otker notionality -

gnd fought for the interest of the wrking class (Larxdsm) -
ere welcome, Farxism recognizes no racial or national/descrimi- .

-1 Under this first f{zl‘sa enalogy Hlson also says, "The count-
Ty--indistrial Engionde-~where Hark has expected to see the widening
gulf between the owning end the work ing clnssesf irst bring about
a communist revolution, had turned out to bet he country where the

A vileged classes has simply

T R
T

- nation and since mcny Fews were prominent I'arxion theoroticims, we'
~~ can only - say more Pﬂﬂe; to them, Vilsons' argument ond’‘“psychic"” .
~ understonding vf Harxs! logies reflects the king of a'rgul:' ent Hit-

already part of history, Becond, according to Wilson, liarx expect-

ed---to_see n’vHdént 1T between the workers and er]ﬁ:iters. It
2

8680 o PP IE SR TRES S 5P bl T4 TROLESYS ohaC FRRERTRE

great mass of manking with an’accumulation of misery, unemployment

starvation and war, 8 imperialist setting is the fulfillment of
the Farxion concépt of capitclist ﬁeva]ﬁﬁfmen +« Even the 1iberzl
ond- Few Deal npnluaf.ata‘t 11 not deny_this,

t thelr "kind" of capitalism will careet it, Let us

privileged. The fget that over thirty rewlutions took place bet-
ween 1917 and 1933 clearty attests to the heroie nction of the
workers end op-resscd masses that 7ilson's smug petty-bourgeois.

= -

~parsien® could'mever understand,

I

—

08 97 et

Instecd they admit it

|
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second false analogy, ['of larx was his
2havior of the bourgeoisie in the 17th,, and 18th
soehavior 1o be| gxgected of the mrkiﬁg_-'nlaas',, i
elation to the bourggoisie,” w1

AL &m’a ni stordleaT ostrich blimdness Wilson is able to or
/He a 8 that the rising bourgeoisie carried. r revol
_ 51‘.‘“%}35 through the 1?%., ﬂngelﬂrth 2y éegfur}rﬂ:géuﬂ '.-wrgfi;m'a}
 the 194h, centivy, Put fhe rising proletariat really only.

their historic mission since 1917 ( with the Paris Commns

1205 Revolu=ions as dress préh 8) . He wants a ~ouple ¢
.+ / of proletarian revolutions’ t al a couple of ceniLTizs.

geclsie revolutions and struggles, in ft-hE'['EEJ.Eu' re and holding of
power, _ .. e e
: In many respects the short period of atarianravnlq;.f&w o
7 has already surpassed the bourgecisie rwalutinna——m]d--,bafjdz_:g‘-as;_slgf%gf_'

present imperialist war is over, the proletarian action will make
hrstory -that will pale into inaigniﬂc’anﬂe the bourgeocisie actions
a3 the senile and last of the expoiters in the social development .

: of mankind, ; r
B WILSOF SUBJSCTIVITY VS MARX OBJECTIVITY i
. - Tilson concludes his argument and last article without one
_ quotation or one ettempt to present or refute even one basic Jo-
i - pition of the theoretical system of Marxism, Instead he claims

he deals vwith ifs histovidal -origin, But in readity he <dezls with

' his ‘pursonsl mnd noyehclezibel impiussions of wHAt hé think
4 =1 o g L2 4 Juin L8 Rt Y = it iE. .
Ther:a is no ORJICTIVITY in ? discussion of "historical originv,
But Wilson sees some good ip Haridiem. 'that? IMarsdenm has a valu-
able technigue, But what & technique ip, 'iilson does not tell
43, It cen be any mans! oninion.. He also adnits that it is "the -
. Tirst attempt in an intensive way to studr economiec motivetions
4 I:E,i :nu‘c;vgg.ry.‘" 113':I.r"§]1:“:_‘El %TEET? To- study economic MGTIVATLOS? Fe
saying e dogman of dialec he
daring value than the formulas of any othartjl'mc':aﬂfs Lk i
Zamnd "7ilson flirted with the radical mov i
the increasedwar pressurg. and’ fear he becones ungm ﬁttﬁgd el
ary argn}r_of fellow-travelers who have ""'gone home to ro>st", to
thacw their dirt, to smear tiarxism, The revolutionary movement an:
% especially the Marxists movement does not nead this trash, Ther -
B are extra baggage and are a good riddance, The proletariat of the
Eﬂitﬁﬁaﬂiﬁ%iﬁﬁ dfvelﬂpigg itee g:n party and is develoning its
i wClBNS in Erwolng numbers--men ané women vhc stand firr
upon the theoretical structure of Dialectic Lia'r.erialisn.l.s s

March 13, 1941
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“~olstha Night "

~for thy
-~ “book. If
A% tells

- _@valuation it would be differont. But to sponk of a "cood™ book without

defining what is ngnnhtlituf*utura,nt;rla,politiaalli pesition,etel,is tho best way
~ toconfuse people, . ° P : P e

~ - ®Out of the H:l..g\]\-lt'"',' ie & woll written book,it tells a story intensaly well,
it is interesting from beginning to the end; but more important than this samd
; 8r. this has beon said ig fo tall WHAT story is-being told, "Thie book is not
PTopaganda.” says Seids] Canby, Just the opposite,it is a-T:.at clever.oiscs of
Propaganda. It is a clover Piece of propagands for BOURG ED '
eganist Communism,fascism and the working class, |

_,—‘-"i‘nuiml}’ bec this book is wri.ttan and editud in such p way as to ﬁﬂ;-_- :
& more "recording" of events which "flattors" the rcader by permiting him to .

draw hi's

aganda the book gives one tho impression £t La not propasanda,and ts a
most vicious emotinml apparl for bourpcois dmﬂrnug. In addition, and this
=ay sound stmmnpg to tha cnsual madu;j,it- i8 an excellen

(#arxist position acninst Stalinism. Ihe book Presonts mady facts,
=1s0 sbout the dogenecration of Fhe w itor,deganaration from a working class

sition whieh rg onts- Stalini st revisioniém. The author aosonted doteilg
g? Stalinist qwigzi'xi

evidenca

the working class) are givingus,

This book givos factual mterin] "EAinst tho GPU and the Nazis;it leavas
the -impression that Cemmnian nad Nazism are twins-as tho
¥e always claimed. In addition tha books mkos no attawpt to draw o line

between differant tendencics in the working class,on the contra
Stalini s,

book-the

w HEE GRS Roliowes ta v ponolithic party
il B OETHAOT P ndnatg e sttt et for ey mptos

ha. lenr

8 book. Many,who shouldlkngw battor drop the 1ewsrk,thut it is a good

‘book, "Out’
revolutionists havg "fnllen" s o d

obe were to say that 25 was a good book,that it was well written,that it
& story very well, am tien rocerd to nlso presont o gorract political

8 DI4OCRACY and . -

own conelusions ==precisnly because it avoilds'the usnal; form of ;ra;:_:-:_-‘-:'
represents a

t confirmation of the W
‘and facts -

smynot an the theoratical plane, that ig additions] - "
thet tho long 1is% of capitulnt rs (who write books when thay leave -

bourgeois damoerats

! ry it lumps
With larxism and the wy ing clases That is the nub of tha whele

dontity of Stalinism with Harxism,and tr_wuuby the discroditmont of
¢« "'altin pives the impression

BiC Gthoerriss

of “arx and “snin,but he lenves the impreseion that out side of Stalinism tlara
®ré no orpantzitions with Opposing political lines, Pecausc of tha muny erimines

acts gf Ei:nlini!m."o’a.tin

°en give so many faets ip his book; but the crime of

the book i3 that it Presents these crimes ns conmunism itself. lt makas a-
deliberate amalgam botween 8tnliniem and Communism and botween Commu'iism apd

the "other totn litarian states,”

The"book leaves the il'lpruifnuinn that [the l"rrt:-;r- and the Diaui;prship of the
frolctariayl are nothing but g fraud to be used ﬂlf-’heaung buroorats;that
&n fact all revolution st 5,all drikos are mers "

Hamuvars” by burcorats vithout

. i t"‘i:- '

O
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- : ie the ‘same tuns sung by all onemies
1 F}@f'hmﬁ-fgn;b over; &

._-_héf:__ﬁoﬁ:lf']’aliq_a.;:t_:u exposo the *Res", . 44
i o I'slﬁmh.iﬁnf by 3
d 3 : s ,_;r Sn

Jan Voltin,we' und.retand,is Richard. Krobs,

: 3 but, in reality the book had more. ..ol
£han one cooks The mein outlinn no doubt belonggd: to Krebs,but actusl experionces
ﬁ;ﬁqﬂmra have besn edded and s e able bourgcols-demoeratic propagandist adited

¢~ The book to meke it a "bast sellor e In the imperialist war,class. intorests ATl
e ors mirind than bofora. T?mrnfbrn;prnpngnnda agninst thoe Axis powors,nnd above =

o= all, long range Propagande againstithe coming working elasd revolutions aro made
‘best sellers by o highly ganred capitnlist distribution machina, Bt

g B ¥ makes it pood propngandn for the exploiters. 4 mass of facts .
o =0 oand half fruths with false contlunions, Typienl of the daliborato confusippg of ©
~ Btalinism with Marxism 15 tho fol ¢ "To us communist,loyalty to the party,
ol jor.cam: before loyalty to the. prolotariat,”. (ped4%) This 15 correct
L Stalinish _ru:wm.hmn%ut t is not the Marxist concopt of the partys ¥rom its
- inception Stalinism placad its interosts above the intorest of tho class, fhis
“has elweys ¥nd to the bstrayel nnd defeat of the clugs. From a marxists point ol
v!._-:i:r“thura ean'bs no intorost of the party separate and apart from the elaes,’
- *he "desirs" or "prajudices" of the mrss6s is a differont question. It must be |
.pointad out that revolutionery Merxists hold prineiplas above party unlity:o- L
bacruse the prineiples represmt the cla ss interast, :

CONCR4T OF JUSTICRE : 1

; "If one were to traeo Valtin's political .cnursu and corrolate it with the
: devolopmant of S5aliniem,one would find that an originnl class counscious but
« ! confusad youth was won over on an emotional plene

thout over really understafd-
ing the principlas of Harxism,nnd than gradually becams corrupted

i by the apparutus,alw.ys dooiding tho actions on a organizntional plane and not
i 27 & political snn. 8 1s borns out by Valtin's concpt of Justics: ™I had = kean
w ¢ onme-sided sonss of justice which carrisd me awey with insano hatred of thrse I
thought resnonsible for mags sufforing and oppression:” (p.40) If onc dcesn't
have ths sxploiters!sense of Justico than onc must have the exploitnds' sonse
- of ;]ustic.u{_ “ut; bourgnois propalandn dons not poge tho guastion as a nlass
quostions ‘hn cnpitelists speak of "justico sbove classos" and labrl the working
. ¢lass position as "one-sided", Valtin's exprassion is n beurgeois projudiea,
Every amglqyar WhE @& Ham in human form, ¥." (p:4)) Veltin speaks of himsclf
83 & modol communist, givos tha improssiop thnt this is the view of nll

: communishes But that. is not tha issuo, Communiem agtacks the systop ,nct individus

s ; Lot us take Dobs qld formula,--%het nine cut of tan cn,-—italii{'a_‘p.?? "rood, kyas™
cepitalisghs erd only ona a dovil or hysna in humnn form. This,would net mlter

the gerorel lews of axploitation,of capitelism and tho nerd for «
r the overthrow of capitaliam, '

]

| : JOINING THE GESTAPO

: In writig his confessions for the Gastapo,Veltin seys, "‘he twe remain-
-p5 sheets I fillod out with notos sbout REAL AND INVENTED ( my omphasis)
. -octs of profliguoy of comminist ohiaftaina who had rmore or less boon in the

- headlinss of the Berman pross since 1923," (pa642)

.....
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~ One who-¢an:so claver ~expose” tho 6P to t:hp,_-ﬁg,}apu with t{mm .ml_.i:,_,?ﬁ
~agd half truths nnn__aigb-:.iﬁv?ht storios to d_i_m:gdit‘lhr:i_am, and the working -
‘elass ‘for -a new "confossijfa” and best sallor to new masters, the  bourgoois=~
democrats, AR as R b - - 2 :

]
e
o G

YARXTSMaAND STRIKES :

 "Strikes.are Etraining for Givil wer;se everv strike,no matter how it ends, . =
-<1s a political triumph for the party.” (p. ég This 15 falsas ¥any strikes ST
- &re political defeats for the olass and its vanguard. An cxcoption to the rule -

] swould ba a situation ;
on the baeis of ‘this

the strikers did LEARN CLASS LESSONS and the vanguard
cless education coheolidates for the next struggle.
- 1% 5 - _"' - e '+ s -HF

€7y 4a -,
_ Agein-Valtin mixes up Stalinism with Marxism, What he statos is Stalinism, 2

years about Stalinism in =
theorstical arguments,Valtin Presents .from s limitod and warped viow-point.
-and uses this against the working olaas,

4% the same timo ono must mot oonfuse the crimes of Stalinism and the ot

~iquidetion of revolutionists, with Fonin's poeition on Red Terror against
frito-Terror, . '

Veltin gives a false pieture of thoe Ga
Teading his nccount one ‘gets the impressio
and Speiali 5ts not equal to tho tesk

rman revolution of 1923, After o
n thet not only were the Communists
sbut . h class was not ready. If Valtin . -
i why doos he not give a trus S haegel
picturs of the revolution, 'Todny thére is mich public matorial,such as Trotskys < .
—essons of October2 ,dealing with Sermany in 1 (Faat

; 823, snd othor material showing
that the massss were ready but the leaders tailed events,oxee t the Marxists
®ho wera voted down,

\ Valtin loavag Staliniem,but instead of coming over to the working olase ;'.'.‘-

he gnes back to bourgaois-demeeracy, This shift is easy to make for men of thu
calibre of Krivitsky and Valtin,

KARXISM A FRAUD 1

heg the Gostapo were poundipig the 1ifo ‘out of Valtin end he wes under

corditions that fores the majority to capitulatu,he states that he began to
esk himself if his lifes work wag not a’fraud. This mental condition can be
understocd under such pressurcs ¥ I foung mysolf asking, Has all this beon
2 falsehood, a froud, a dismal spook." Then. ho would reconsider the half
forgotten fundamontals of Marxism, The ho would nsk hims2df, nho is the

grcatest living statesman 1" (Of smarxism) * Answer"; " Comrade Stalin,"
‘hree bloody words lsared at me from the pine boards of my call.®
"Dovm with Btalip," (pe734) :

This is the kipd of ermalgam of Marxism and Stelindsm »Valtin mkeoss This is
the kind of propapanda this "bost sollar™ dishes out. By spoaking of Marxism,
of its fundamontals, of Stalin,then the concopt--down with.Stalin--all this

ok ritton outsido of the
- Gestapo prison walls it wag,novortheless, writton inside the montal ‘prison of
bourgeois democracy. In the Pressnt war period the writer and oditors of the

book drives the unwary roader on Go-the dosired conclusions.

>
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T
_ g in profe W, York City who has written sev
- T2l Books ‘Mexplainingn Marxisn end Dialecti Materialisn. Ve wi
Geal with some of the concepts advanced by S professor, presen-

B 4 to explain his revisionisnm :n;ﬁ';}.'gx'?qi

"HE BPIRICL V3 THE DIALZCTIC MATERr Lvay APTTONGE

Ee does not say 'with the vill of the acch lies the final de
‘sion’ Sut itney 15 The first
m‘.ﬂ&l-,fa

I 13" the second tranforms the emn
nto a metaphysical axiom," (1). ; _

Using Marx's leaa dealing w_:lth' the org, "ampiri‘ﬂal'-’-, our . j:'-':
professor !e; 1lains! Marx ang states, "The & erence betwesn the
empirical and metanhveical ap roach to

Yeica lities is best revealeg: -t %
in the oppbo ing definitions egel ‘and Marx give to the state, ang
ig:’ the cnt}tiary"fﬁuutian they assign to it relation to aneiaw:"-_ S

The way 1'~rx usec the term, émpirical, end the content the -
professor gives to this word ie different. Ilarx ig eontrzating 2n
Di 0 2 nmetarhveiegl axion, but the orofesgsor soe=ks
of the egjfiricalr APPIIOAC:! used by Marx. The Yarxisn avidroach ig .
- cel; it 23 & dia\%&cnic Daterigli :
_roach to politice and ihe o was.not emuirical a5 the Dro- -
%snr claime; it was the. dislecti

! o
! .
: The dialectic ans 3 Dirieal enorozch and
the egpiricsl me thod; ,bu emyirieal F:}f.-grueuh does not ineluda
- the dislectie. 'Could ;thi's be T@ Quibtls over iordsy Ko, ihis-
seme 5100y procedure iin the reslm of Glzlectic materialsam 1B
- found throughout the tihole book, , - :

I =




—an A 8. 3 .
1 conflietin s interests and struggles,. | They :
e whole. soeigl pmeaan.moae'-'se&et:-iﬂ-to:._ ' @ ught in
ionships which those W10 consume ‘goods bear to thos
production and distrilitignt, (3) on thig stion our

T Production end capitalist
~ [ 'who only have labor to sell and PRODUCE goods

- . relation to the owners of the mesns of roducti
- -~ @uld be written about the grrors in this.one

~ = . only oresent the fundamental & fferenses betwe
' - . the Professor and lerx ané pass on,

' ~ 'THE ROOTS OF THE STATE

\ ;
Contrasting Hegel!s Pposition to Farx's, the professor Ba{éa, :
.~ . !'For one, the state has en Indenendent character grounded in t ;
“ 1. logical=ethieal formulas; for the ather? the state is rooted in
. . the class division of ax{st.ing society,m (4) Again the professor
- . .. Trgveals a false Dosition on another impor{ant vosition of Vars sm,
 "THe Class @iyisidns of the existing = ciety, which the Jrofessor .
r - says the gtate 1 rooted in, is only the ou'l’:.graﬂh of the roots,
~~  Roots whichin turn are ¢l the roots of the state, The- stote as
the most i ortant vart of the suner-siructure has its roots ah
; the system of’exploitation of man by men, in the capitalist mode
. of produetidn, . From these roots flow class divisions, class an-
'tagotlzimna,_. e state, ete, : > .
- |

I )
: This is a sample of the kind qf larxism this professor, zné
-many like him ‘are teaching to the le ftward moving students thet
the 1929 crisis hes throvm into the vortex of the strusple,

PRILOSOPHY A'D DIALLCTIC TATERTALIAN

Harxists elesrly point out the nhilosophy s 3 Product of a
: clasg society, and the oroletariat as the lost of the clesses that
- . will ecarry through . the transformation to a'ele ssless sociaty dn:g
. 'z not present in the real sense a Shilosophy., Instezé the A ict-
e - ariat ®unterposesto all ﬁhilosophien e leachinge of Di-larign
% Materialism, TIn -2 classjess @ ciety there ¥illl no lonfer he -

- philosovhy; instead there will be the science for each @ivision

- nov listed under the head of bourgeois philoso-hy,

by S -.
A g = R

i_.;_: s e ] = l = .
% [Erhe only way onejbnuld Posszibly used the term, »hd losophy
- _I " : =

en sense is to sey that our ohilosovhy equcls ere
tic materialism, 11’hemfore, FHarxists counteraose the

o
A




be used.
wt TEETI'-

E i g 3 i - i 1 . r

~ = In this sense Marx rma his followers hove used the word

- osovhy, but our bmrgeois.nhilnsuphan, J.ikehi-n " others reject
- _concept and sheaks of the Merxdiasn Philososhy: »s OI'Z of th: may
-~ philosophieg, and plece losophy on o> =5 the main &spzct,
¥ .ua-_4:;\1::.'1;:5?1:‘*&:@-&!r few quotrtions thglgyrav ls thig mvisinn:jst'-:::é'

~on the question of Philosonhy, L

; ooslosophy 18 not ratroboective.inal ght into the »ast
~ - tS.Prospective =ntici-ation of e future,n - "In attempting
L W18, (saeaking of the roletariat atrugrle for nower) tha prol
ariat =3 in philosonhy ite intellectual wesnons and ohilososh
. finds in the brolet-rist ite aterizl weapons,i (5) T

1 7 RS
. Thére are those who plade the scientist gbove sociely an
think wve will srrive atl the cooperative coumonieslth through -
iy leadershis, but this bourgeoni Shilosophir sttemnts to establsh
ohilosonhy above: society which irill use the workir% cless ss it
 weapon, € whole concept-.if a ‘Jumble of worde an felse. He say
the oroletarist finds in vhilosonhy ite iatellectual , wezoons, - On
the contrary, the proleteri~t fince its intellectual weanons ino
thiaanience of dislectic materialism, but the clsss arrivas at thi

relation only through znd bv the clrss etruggle £ng a roder rel-
arrive 2t i

ation between the vanguard 'fnmrxis’ts) Pnd the cless.

thie position of struggle with ite intellectusl viesbons, the ven-
guare Tust esrry on > relentless strugrle ageinst: all nhile

ohilo¥eohy,
The professor says the rhiloroshyrfinds in the proletsiiat Zts = -

" material wesnon. This is likewise falee. Zven the evolutionary

. M2rxien Party, which présenis the ‘theory of f.:lectio meteric lism
in ACTICY does not find in. the proleteri~t ita n-teriul waepon, .
The party only represent- the vanguera section, @ prrt of the 2:pl-
etrriot. The Merxicn Viyyto nreszent this reletiorashinp is to sicte
th2t the theory of cinleciic meterislism is the GUIDE T ACTION

- for the working-clagss t-~ overthror e=nit-l:an

: _ ; - The mechaa.czl angd
=~lse !:'elstinrﬁhi-;, end i72.01izt schefi~ the profescor presemte is.
vhilogonhy anc not Gialectic rf terirltism,. _

EL 3

t the srofespor continues,
=8 riot fefended cs o

~es 2t £11. Like Feuer-
W soells the end of .

i




2roT., To

hilosoty . Spncningless, The Spafessor s>ssks of Tiibe
; h:[_glu‘abp?y-'-?e_gihil&' E‘:ﬁdﬁm"; of L-:ghilqsinptgrthad_:en "it'= _
rooses cialectic materi: sm, - Prpfaas ays at Merx's
E;i_m.,-'lﬁnnt'ﬂefgndeﬂ"r_s--a- FORI of tra,ﬂitfggﬁghilnsci f or

taphysics, Agein, the Hersdsts (apd in thisz o ge Merx) cre not
caking of different forms of philosophy when Gezling with cialec-
‘Ui materialism, The systen of Aialectic neterialdsm, it s true,
'ﬁ;a'ntfiff??ent form in com~rizon with philosodhy, but sbove z11 one
‘mist-sneak of QOITANT, g : ' :

o . Vot onl¥ is there a different content of the @ifferant sub-
Jects of Shilosonhy (fethies, sol.%ies, law, eic.) when compcring it
- to” the vosition af dislectic m: térialisan, but there is 2 @irfe—ent
. content of. the theory of knovledre 'In contrast to all philosoohies,
e, -A.ll';hilgsu'%ll:ies_are unscientific; &ialectic moterial<sm is the: .17
e i theo f knowledre, Tt 3 i : Llosonhy.,
Lo B¢t f? ¢ {1 yaﬁ%gstﬁggt ﬁﬁeﬂilitﬂ%%e 53°8 -ch_ggﬁdaigh%-giggﬂem
“ELR, Snc-ir"let}'. . " . ¥
iE

| The Jrofessor, like 213 revisinnist.s, desires to continue

tezching Pailosonhy, the philosophy of the ex>loiters in school,
~but désires to gressrit up 1ith Hsrxisn ohe '

‘Ages, s
' . B = :
LOGIC E e
i Another term used conetently by the rofeesor, ithich again is ..
- S more then 2 mere argument over a worad

L] iB 1 hE use Qf ﬂIE -_trEIﬁj lugi.c-i- L

"Dialectics ar the Logie of totality in Marx, re_resents » subhesd,

, i'The logic of develooment,” is another suﬁ 7d. "The dinlecticsl

| princivles of Mapx express orimarily the logic of historical con-
sciousness ~nd class action.” One ern realize thet it i3 not only
-the use of the term "logic,:! tut thst the orofesror seys.thet dia-

lectical orincinles express PRT ARILY the LOCIC nf historicel con-
sciousness and clrgs setion!

There sre two impcrtsnt errors here,
S0 t.-relwil.". brush ~szicde first the one thet does not desl with the
Questlion of logic, '
e The irlecticrl nrineizle Foes not rimeirily renresent the
~historical consciousness ~nd class retign,  The orinci-les of dia-
lectic. matericlisn ore the puide to action for the elrse nd its
.vanguard, an¢ this mgterial force (humer. beirngs) repregents the
cevelonment (rot lugé

_ ¢) of hietoricel consciousness and class aetion.
Eeré the rofes-or cgnfuses 1ceas with the meterial cislectic
[}TI"EESE. = -

ot in regere to the question of logie, the drofessor places logic
above. Idialectieg. If the é<:lectical Princinles ori-x rily express
g Sothd 1n|g:1.r_: of this or thst, the que<tion of dialectics 18 therefore

..




g SYSTmL
LLOin: It logidas’
2T the' ¥RALTT DRK, OF DIALEC
"nfs a1 SYoten of thought,
Zon to dialectics . ag he foes emmi
2ssor‘is logical

THE BASIS /OF -DIALEC JI(

rigend TDialectic¢ Materislism has its b
~.ment , in Aristotle's naturaliem,® (8)
~of "Scientific Materiali sm',
is not a' question of tracing the histo
" tlc concepts in their rudimentary form
tized by Marx and
-apeakﬂ? of Beientific Li!‘a;arial,im,
. and nwhen one eaks o ts Pazis
zent its OBJECTIVE BASTS, al
That iswhat Marx, Engels
igations,

The Lierxi séa state

i L I T |

one

-

ess8 0

G that dfalectd
tifie

theory of knowledee, as a guide to action foyr the proleta~

riat, has its basis, not in the minds of men, Marx %r Aristotle,  ~ i

but in objective reality, 'Dialectic Materialism as ' theory ofy © g

knowledge is a reflection of the .DIALECTIC PROCESS FATURTE, - Ruat !;.

vhat, can one expect from a Detly-bourgeois philesophe y one who X

knows less atout the dialectic than Max Eastmanf - : ]I

: el I'ETHOD AND SYST=M | i
"‘“‘.h ~ "In Fegel, the method is derived .from the cys temy 1 =
tthe system ~ or whatever there is of‘one - from the metho Far-

ther op, he says, "Th
rejection of Hegel!

As often gaid in

the past,
leaves loupholes for 1

dealiam .

roagghare, da e e

&nd present

Engels into Dialectie
sjone must, to be scien
rega:- : 1:.111

and Lenin dig wi

@ system was the proce
8 ® ncept of absolute, (9}
. z

mechanical materialism alwy
Here the professa not

SATERTALT A an

¥

rical guestions,

jin ;
MATERTALISH

asis, ut not its Mlfill-
The professor is speaking
% the above oncepts - It .
ical dev:looment of dialec
until they were-
}Iatarialig:.

means dialectic

systema
When one 1
‘t.ar’ia]:igp;\
{ tific, pre-
8 or that human being,
th a1l of WEIR invest-

as the scien-

c. matériali

EE. i

only léaves

a luonha,‘.e-t_fbr ideclienm, tut presents a pure and sirmle idealikt
concert, which has no!:.h:’u.ng in common wth Marx!s position, kae
Karx turned Hegel's concept right side up in content, our prolesdior
has furned Hegel's oncept upside down in form, Karx,opposec 3%l

concept of method and sys

tem and its r
sent the professor’

g ldealist positiosn

c
Or are we spe
~theoretical®s

the objective conaitl
System of dlalectic,

P

on,
the

th the. professor 1is WPCng .

elation, but he did noti pr

Let us consider ilis gia-

ondi tion under ol.servaiion -
aldng DE‘?-‘ system to mesn th
tructure? -The theoretical
G b Rrin




a Pt ey ._-:: lx-n--: EeT {

. ¥ + - I 1

i -l a = sy, e E S 32 ; |-

correct way to dresent the question of the relation of =
- system is as follows: First we must take inte considera- |
bjective conditions under observation, a system of hirth, |
wih and decay in space~time. Upon this objective condition. we )2
1y the METHOD of dialectic matérialism and therety ‘unearth the

TIVE| S¥STi-under consideration, snd proceed to develop the
THEORETICAL SYSTRi of) dialectic materialism, This concept of Lhe | o

eTation ,of the otjective condition to the imatiga&it end the gy
namipes ofi the system of diglectic materiglian hes nothing in Ccomman .-
with the professors mechanical schema, :

i * THT DIALECTIC }ETHOD

L ""?.h'a least si ﬁn:'.an'l:- aspect of the dialectic method is its _
- dlvision inte triadic phases". "It is not so much the number of o E
- phases a situatior has which makes it dalectical but the specific

fe,l&[ltinn of opposition between those phases which generates a ;am_—-z_"r' 3
_"';'.EEBJ on of other phases," []Eﬂ} - : =

Ay
L]
s

.- - This quotation mvaalTa a complete lack of understanding of
.'tha'-ﬂialﬂpglu method, of dlalectic materialism, It is true, as i
- Stated that the specific relation of opposités is more important A

~ than the dlvision into triad phases, but the triad ses of the =
Blelectic process is NOT BIS [2AST SIGrTricyT; as tHe mrofessor |
~claims. ' speak of oprosition between nhases and triad Hhases
- without making the proper distinction between this two-fold rela -
- ; o add another error to the shove eror,
It dis mot the o ua:f.'linn between phases, but the opposition EET-
‘H’I‘}" COFTRADIOT FORCES WITIDN OMN= PEAI: THAT IS DITORTAUIT, The |
dialectic orocess of the objective condition under observation is a
process of coniradictory forces within (The time the condition is

o -'investigated) and the trausformation of this contradictory force |
* .in- LEVELOFLLANT through the TRIAD phases. of birth, growth ané ‘decay. |
s - L/

.
e

- "The necessary cmditionl 9 oFf the dalectic situstion is
-at,_;l.'east two Phases, dist.i‘nct, Ut not semarate v Further on the
prefessor says, "Jithin the whole e movement of opnosition are-
the objective conditions (thesis) which are independent of irmedi.-5 °
ave conscivusness (Lut not of his

: tory). and the human needs and ce~ -
-eires (antithesis) wHich projects :

ST Pessibilities on the basis »f
‘irose .oLjective conditions on the i1l

end thought of a definite
. Class; action (synthesis) results, " (11) "

. .- The professor only "understands" one ‘aspect of the dizlecrtin
.. .phases and|instead of presenting |these phases as a materialisi,
~ . Presents them as a2 1ldealist, . : T

e L




v -01@.: In rezlity it-is = strge of dec~y (of one) =nd bir

sl aie g e l": * : [ ROy s g
i : unterno=e to this idealist ‘bresent-tZo
ﬁﬁ? & udderstanding of the Aigleetic PIOCT35 the Marxian 5

ch merely reflects the objgctie reality. Fi-st\let us _co!
the @ialectic procees as-a uhble in DOVOLORPZIT. Let us take
it:list system. T™esis eru-ls the birth. o o'»it lism, commer-
ccadit-lliem; antithe=gs ‘equsls the develooment o Ceraitodd
dustnisl copit-lism: eynthesis equals the caze~v of c-itali
inance «¢:7it 1 ~né@ the “roleteri-n revolut.on vhich ehnrsa.
‘mode of production. The birth st-ge of ery confition
-1gs Pluays 2 relption of » nev birth in rel:tion to the

--enother condition). Or consider the cyele of=-nrimitive jcomx
reivilization with 'its ‘systems of exploit~tion,. :nd scienti
munismy each of these major strges which include sub-stege
take the triad cycle of the »roduction of cenitel, the three
oresented by Irx’in his work on Crnital. These above exam>
.deal with three phases of z.condition in development in time
"each stage (or phase) of birth, growth and deccy,. presenting 2
ovm intern-ldynamies of contrecictory forces (or nhases). This
presents two different aspects of the ferm “hase in the cialect
process, : i, Ihs
Yow let us consider the concept of antagoniam, not in dewve
opment, but in the present at the noint of transformation or cha;
" which in ncture-and society is the revolutionary nhase or conditic
The struggle between the capitalist snd the -roletariat renresent:
= the thesis and the antithesis, and the new position gained out of. . .
. that given battle or revolution revresents the syntheeis. At 21i - L
. times, iR considering the question of thesis, antithesis and syn- . \
thesis, -either in|relation to the nresent, os contradictorv factors
~ or in relation to ‘develomnment of. the contradictory factors these
triad factors must be HATIRIAL COFDITIONS and remresent objective
reality.f %;man needs and de_siresh:ﬂﬁ.m the >rofessor spezks of
e

ag one o Pheses is only a REFLICTIO * of one of the objective
condi tions. : - - ' =i

Y

. One cannot unﬂerstmﬁ_ﬂ the relstion of onposites (which is
primery) unlese he also uncéerztends the dialectic development of
opposites through the trizé strges of birth, growth and daecey.’

_'The human needs and desires, «nc will, though class action remoulc,

¢irect angd reshabpe these objective conditibnz *c the wrorking-clas=
ends and for social develovment,. :




vith the logic of develonment or the o2
ridsts are concerned with the DIALICTIC of develo
2velopment of things,' It is not he logic of idea-
cprcernied with as ~ materiglist but the'dialectics
“all of conditions sndirelations: Agrin the arofes
‘@iflectic noterialism with the systenm of Logl

' | B3 mae of T nramerce G . /[

| '“Ei‘lrom the| recinriocal influence ané the =ntersction ’pet'feen
and the acturl a new.subject motter is “roduced nut}uf,y@:fa.

111 change,| Thies ic the heart of the dialectie,"(13)':

ol . If this is the heert of the Alslectic then Marx cnd'igels

| ‘merely presente® someidenlistic rubbich and rnother »hilosonhy «
;. direte-@ of the peience of Aialectic materislim. DBut theaks to: -~ =
.| “reality and Mcrx and Engels thins,is not the case, The hexwrt of
- lrgthe-dislectic, £hat iaiof dizleetic naterialian he~ nothing to-d
Y| with the »rogess of the actual and the ideal, 'hiz is for hil-

- 0SODhETs an¢ the miné of the humen, - The dialectic orocess I5 not
- +arelation betwesn the actial and men's iceal like the Ch-Tpiimi
mli?iﬂn; #l Ei'l it in givﬂn the Tne of Ilmal_actic,l. philﬂ&ﬂ}h]".

= ey The dinsllectic contradition' ené antagdgﬁmg of any Drocess
- or rysiem we resentd en OBISC'EVE condition of to or more conidr-:- -
adictory faclors, The ifegl'uf'[zgg FAY or may not be a'reflection
‘jof the Firection of develo‘ment t social concitions cen be
-guiced bowerd, llan'e.icezl, man's desire, ete., 1,8; the line of. the
. l'zrxian carty as an objective factor (rrty and class) guice cnd
% influence one or more of the antagonistic farecer of objective
oo replity tousrd its 1. The »rofeceor »resents not even “good!
nechanie>l materialism, instead he renents very bed dialeciic

'i'nﬂi‘léﬁma : : = 3
| e TE IS ¥0 DIALICTICS OF L\ r—=

4 1

: . "Unon the forepoing i-ter-retetion, the sttemst to ay -lv

S '-thE'%i;ligﬁtg to ne-'g:ira et be ruled out as incormatible o

g meuwralistic starting ooint, IT-rx himself never mmeals of

. Zetur-cialektik, although he ves quite a'oe thet tha gradusl

. cuantitave cienges in the fundementrl units of ~hvsics and chem-

.-.!tgtryl_-'.raﬁlt in qualit-tive chvnpen,"(14) 17 Perx -ms avrace of
€ quantitywesuslity ch-nges in nature, that is t quantitc tive

- changes resulg 1{]:' gug‘liter.'%ve ﬂiffe&em’:es, that ns larx wcs

re of the dialectic process in nature, because this is one af
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ot 3 H th wfa e aiiakna it
'€ Loomer rm lere pranen s own reu:-
lectd :‘--ﬁw one can “:lnintTnu'b 3 A

28 ite reflection in the minds of man, one
dreuu of dlalectic -exalr)les in inorpga ir.-. and‘-‘
Within each material. umb:l.na‘l:inn imz-m:miu_

- organie, socinl develovment or as its reflectios in the mind of
| man 1:115 forma- m,f-s‘errg :t'rom the simdole to the!
Hmmtal II-..MTIG I

ﬁ.-.ALEG'IIG | 5 'J..:.RIILIEH

5 I.'ﬂ.alaﬂtit matarialim is, firset, tha
aemnd, as a reflection of this process; i 2
‘héd of investigrtion, or the gei nﬁ
ig the nm..sc."ﬂcs OF FATUTI? and as a guide to action, it ia ma i
IE'CTIG M‘ 4_!“_}’!111& . It- ia t‘h mgﬂ tﬂ !Eﬁm fmn th‘ pmlm;‘at_ o : i
fo:- ‘the‘class struggle and for the '

overthrow of cepitalism, . 1| S
Marxism i's the aphlication ot flalectic matra:-iﬂliqz in ﬂu! fielﬂ};i'.. i
,political ucnnnmy and the class atmgpla. oy

Yote: The prnfaaaur refered to is siﬂnaz,- Hoal::. The mﬂtaﬁ.n‘nﬁ are
“from his ‘bonkl "From-Hegel to Marx," 1- P Page ¢ Ju. 2= p. 21, 3-1—1:.
- b P 22 Dy 25 E-R:-E’ ?"'E:"; ﬁﬁ' ?‘E+ 8- F. 55
., 10-"p, &1, 1125 7, 12-pl 6, 13- 9, 74" 14i8 D 7b, P
; : November .‘ISB‘?
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4v. - |- Benjamin: E—iﬂ.ﬂwmas vritten a bnuk “"‘1 E‘nnfaszj"
% the |897 ramb bag!fs it is dfficult to cdetermine wha
e is mnf&ssiq unless 'it be his political ige rance,: _

The period of revolutionary defeats haa Tﬂ'i‘l'."‘:ESBBﬂ the devalqh'fg,"
ment. of many Ben Gitlows, men who have given long service to thé«;}aéf
_cause of the gmletariat but who, becsuse they never understeod the =
S “<basic principles of larxism, because they cime to Communism mn::-a
i+ from, the emotional or iderlistic strain rrther than a clear’
= v tion of revolutionery orinciple are thua easily torn aaunﬂar ‘b:,rf h
3 ey fj.rs_rl:. impac‘l:.a of defeat. _ i R

|| ‘Lie recall the case in pur own organization nf Jﬂaaph ck,. iR

- Alwayslan sctive. trade unionist he never understood the ralu‘liun&. b
o ship of the union to the proleterian revolution. | The trade union ==
"+ - -'was the alpha end omega of MHarxism to him, He *inain*l:ad on re.vn;ugh__'_
e g tinnar}r trade unions so ardently that he ended by  becomirg ‘a ﬂ- nger-.

mafr for Hertin Dies anc" Homer }artin,

e recall 'ﬂhe case of the -Epa‘ni/:\ sh gyndicalists, uhn fnugh‘t.
aan%l‘inaly against ALL states without understending the clsss hﬂﬂiﬂ

e state, that they ended up in the bridal suite of the @anim‘
BOURGEOIS s't.at.e as ranking members of a bourgeois cabinet hetraying
the Bpenish revc-lut.ian.

e e

Renegacy from I'araxdsm hgs its roots in the failure to under- =
E:t.and 1%, Een,;jani'n Gitlov & ows now, what he always indicated while
in the revolutdonary movement, a cumplete 1aulr' of understanding
of Eﬂ"entifm Communism,

‘lhat are the substances of .Gitlow's charges? Prinecinally tha‘t
the Comrmunist movement (he lumps St.alinian Trotskyism agd Marxieam
.+ "in one pot) lacks MORALIYY, But novhere in the hnuk does Gitlow
= ., even touch on the basic factors in morality, that murala.g is only
. a réflection of the social relations of 2 g.{ven period, thet what .
-is "moral" at one Enin‘b in history is “immoral" at arother noint;
~ that vhat is "moral for one classofpeople is "irmoral when used by
“i another class or even the minority sec'ta.nn of the muling class it~
. self, For 11151'.-&:11:9 it is "immoral" to %ill or to rob; tut it is
not; immoral sccording to I'r. Roosevelt t murder Germans in the
1%’e&nt- struggle for democracy" or to make sway with the colonial
ty of the world. Moprlity is.net a vague abstraction devoid of
cl%ss cmterti:%it has npt o a definite e¢lasp meaning but PURFOSE

I =

"Hddern morality aims et the continued exploitation snd robbery of
- ke proletarial and| the-vpotection of the wealth of the bﬂurgeuiaie.
3810 1 ate joroperty even if that property as.cepital
anaman ol #usas ‘misery amongst the. exploited and is the
of ‘hunger, | ,BEW anﬂ !arar 1:-0 dn at ia “mmral" To rob a
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\"Demoeracy (read:
ishibboleth,,. ‘Je
434+ If democracy

Er. Gitlow de

rights of men vwritten into the bourgecis constitutions, But he £

fails to explain -

were won by the working cless in violent and sometinies revolution-

ary confiict with
Eaint out thet the

800's by the struggle of the "roletariat sgainst ... derocra

bourgeois democrac
press end assembly

ine strugple AGAINST bourgeois Aemocraty, and have ever been main-
teine@ by the never-ceasing »ressure of 1{.11

bourgeois stete,

of, i thout' unders
‘Torkers Rights by
nroleteriat ik not

“hat s1re the
Does he fecl with
iet revisions as h

Tson of his wallet

1 Bat to M, Gitlow adl this is mreek. I
. rconcents of morali 1
o i‘ﬂuat,,e'a one might suspect...... defending
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18 Momose1t, it o chargs exorb tant srices,
,.ck‘ma'rke;;'; “etei ds all ‘considered "good bugi- ’ Srerna

2
i
o

| =, 2 3 7 e O o
begins with Platonie @ = i
Wy morslity in the abstraect, ané he ends up - :
IS EORALITY,
bourgeois demoeracy) is something more than a

mrot lightly surrender this dearly-won heritage.. =

) America nﬁcig%' 1l its imperfections,
i -were to b€ renladed by a Comma 5 C%J%i—? ma'.:r-ﬁL erican . .

‘Revolution would have to be fought to re-—astabgmh the rights of |
man", (our emphasis) . gh . :

fends the history book “denocracy", e Ptk : |
in fact he never understood - that these "rights

»+s_DOrecisely bourgeois democracy. He fails to
debtors' jails were elimineted in the ea;*l]t-l_-_:.

= as

y; that|strikes, picketing, freedom of mnee_jgﬁl_';:;. s
Eeven in their limited forms) were all won .-in-.;E :

e proletariat on the ~ i
The "imnerfections" (7) that lir. Gitlow speaks - =

tanhGing, hapoen to be. the restrictions on the
Buurgem?.s Democracy whenever and wherever ‘the
strong enough to gain these ights,. ¥

ecific charges Gitlov makes against mmmm?,
Stalinist revisions of Marxism of the “Trotaky-i
is main point? Does he ghow the relationship be- 1id

tizeen the theory of "socimliem in one @ upiry" and present Stalinist: iy

morality? 1o, the

i Charge number
nolitlcal importan

thought never even:dawiied on Gitlow,
[}

one (in the order they are made, not in their
ce)!is that the men in the Communist ovement

ver2 soetimes very mwardlyimt‘ﬁe;,r were schemers, ambi tious, ete,

1% scens thet Jay Lovestone

rned State's evidence and thus framed :i

grotaer conrade to a prison term; that Ruthenberg made Gitlow. take

the krunt of a »nri
the pain muck-a-mu
that "Im, Z. Foster
] hever uncerstood C

®n temm by admitting in court that Gitlow was

ck in nublication of a revolutionary paper;

W=5 mever anything.but an Americen Bryan who e
orunism but only wantad to use the movement for

his trade union aims; thet JamesF. Cannon wos only a memouvering

cLoorat vElling ¢
enc, ate,

Gitlow bl=mes

o e ke a dezl with the devil and hie grandsor,

Gitlow does not desl with .the entent -of

the working elassar vement fr;:r the "moralit-t,
creatad bi CAFITALISI:, . o h

ti.e nolit

4
e, I i e
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eénacy are plagues that-ean ‘not be eliminted overnig ht but only curit-ila
tziled by an ever vigilant and wellieduc. ted wembershin and an 'ac~

- tive; 'educated vorking class! to- check it, ./ithin this background -

it is sizmle to understand the American Corimmnift Party. During .,
z o oLenin's time it wag an inflecigive link in the ¥ rld-chain end was
5 ﬁven scant attention., After 1923 the sare worl@ ceuses which laid

" tave

e objective basis for Stalinism also laid the objective basis for
oppertunism, burocracy and netty-bourgeois cliquism within the Am- .
erican Party's renks, But how about the oprosite side of the pie-

lreméndous sscrifices of millions of Cormurnist workers :
end leaders throughout the world, the death ¢nd martyrdmn of thou- ..
sends, the cterling devotion of the unkndwh Lenins, Trotskys, John -

. Reeds, Rakovskys, and thoussmds of others? All this Gitlow 1s
- 8il#ent about. RHe swesks of Ruthenberg's vanity, of Foster's high-

handedness, etec, ete. !¢ sreaks like a nen vho had his nose-so.
close to t.l!te grincdstone he can not distinguish between a mountein @ =

' 2nd a molehill, Zach error in principle is mede to apvear as if ig

G ¥ | - i .
T L : 3 | ¢
i d g
= R Bt h . g
gl o Ak : i
=iE z 1 o i
- £, z -
v LEce y

vere only) nert of the frailty of the individual Ruthenberg or Pep-
per or whgm have you, But - and here is the r-uf: - each tactical @ .
error flows out of a prinecipled revigsion of Marxisn and which
we must agnit is "irmmoral" - Gitlow aseribes to the fundemental -
principles of Narxism itself,.not to the o-zortunist faction of the
individuals involwed, A truly bewoldering state of dffairs.

For instance the dual upionism moves by the C:P. in the Trade
Union Unity League and theé Various shyster tacties of , capturing. -
the unions are ascribed té the vicissitufles - so called - o' Com~
munism”, The facts that Harxists have aluays been opaosed to: EEn
"revolutionary" trade uni 8, as against unions with 2 class strt :
gle policy, that the Stalin shift fo this line wes the remult of his
thiréd period poliecy - thiH is not indicated. If Gitlow "comifessed’
that this Stalinist nolict was false and OPFOSZD to Mabxism that S

.Would be one thing. "But Fr. Gitlow's confessions deal only with

ny amalgams between Stelinism and lfarxiam, He identifies/ what
n life\itself are really contragts.

. The vhole book teems with amecdotes about IIDIVIIUALS and vhat
Gitlow ®nsiders their frailties, But he complete subordinates the
important wolitieal fights of the time of which he writes: the

- atruggle over a Labor Party_ta— to mm_iort;.ur not to supoort one;

the strupgzle over whether 1o. come out of illegality or to remaln

an illegal.party; the question of a "fight on two fronts" during
strike periods; the question of work in reactionary trade unions

or dual unimnism; the basic and fundsmentol question -of socialism
in one couniry or internationalist extension of the October Revolu-
tion, the theory of ermenent revolytion; and meny mony others, '
These things to I'r, Gitlow the oralist jre unimportant, In v
senseg Gitlow is like our good, but'harmless, friend Ceorge Li:r?an,_
who also has develoned the "bad men theory of history", who also c-i:

considers that the erimes of i : :
of.Stalin and corpany, Stalinien spring from the "bad 'Fralts

1 - .
yse tﬁﬁ%%ﬂ;ﬂ&ﬂﬁtygt reached the point where it can so anal-

‘and vanity", and ‘every aetﬁcan redice every social act to ‘"egotiam
LR LI . ".. .

sh aet to a ]_-‘ad'l-: of eocial instinctsa.
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S doubt; 12 1% ever Will. ‘Dut Mri. Gitlels hes dlresdyls

i# ~point in hig mind, The humen being .deve: b?';’: 1-;1;&-*15%%‘?’%&- ;
. not of objective |factors but pure ’.Jﬂifphnla%' =1 |preéisso
s+ The specific material conditions vhich leic the besis: fof
" .7 theorids of cual unionism| or of the labor Darty — the i
£ 7in the U,S. éuring ilie. golcen ‘twenties sné the resulting sm

of :E:g Fiuw%gg%enary nﬁv_;lment es 'ij_:;fll Eﬂpt{hﬁ ability of the &
geoisie gutay" large sections of the cless. through
-=-=these objective fnﬂn:ﬂs tlow fismisses. lhrt ie immo

him, and thrt s really the main moving force behind the
of the Amerieesn C.P. 1es merely th

2t Pdthenberg ves bain, Fost
an -Americ'n Brysn, ancé Gitlow, J..e ep in unfbrtunc tely wolve
clothing, i1l of which, of course, ig gheer nonsense., The "go
twenties” in the U.S. specifierlly “rwored vetty bourgeois inte
‘lectuzle  like Lovestone and Ruthenberg. The eituation on a yor
scele, the cozens of fefes.s of the nrolatarist even strengthened!
further such -eonle, maiking:it that much more diffiaalt for Marxia
elementa\to essert themselves, It is not a question~of humen =~ -
¢ilties; it is!a question of objective »eality enc its effect
~ on Jolitices, | : : ; itk :
Charge numbér t:'o is thet the imeric-n Perty i comletely A
Comine ted by Moscow. Agein Gitlow reveals hie capitilation to
o bourgenis ideology. e con®inee his "snaly=ia' %o, the suser- ’
ficiel limite of 2ll bourgeois hacks 'ho ézbble in labor history.
Outsicde of 1::1;31%;; Lo one or =nother netionzl bourgeois erer,
there cen be nothing: in life the wmncet of internstional class
soliderity Is recduced to this. So runs the lie. ind the concent
of a ORLD nerty of the orking-class, :ith a democretl c-centraiist .
structure, ihose nolicies and lerdershin ave controlled by the
members, tust inevitebly ‘n life, result in the buroerztie caricature -
vhich is the Americen "Coormmist" Periy. So ezyes Gitlow, in fail-
ing to give the ddalectic of the develooment of the Comintern.

Under Lenin dozens of factions existed in all nerties in the
world; in some of the -=erties a2 truly Bolshevik fectign wves in the
lesdé~ghi2, in others cenir’et or ultrr-left, or even refarmist
lecfeérs ceried the ey, The fighte o these factiong .7ere weged
IIEOLOGICALIY over 2 merigé of yeers, vvith intermationsl frections
in all the CI congresses, The rein vorks of a1l the aciions were
nublished thrnu@out. theworld, It is necessery merely to recall
thet Pukherin's meterisl in ommosition to Lenin vere nublished
within pussie by the millions of conies sfter the Periy iscovered
he. he'd .begun to _Imimeng:-eph them illeprlly, It is nec ssery to
recall <hat three .meric:n Perties existes in Anerices in the first
gﬂhoﬁf the Comintern none of vhich were “omiincted by "™Mosmw,"

1 I i =
;?,&%,:_,1:% HMoscow! tried to influence them ideolo cally to_unite.

s I corruntion of the Comintern, and the } T=CAL AND kOF-
,55 THIC control [of the erty were the' result of the degenerstion
e ?*..,.;9-1'-.30‘!'%?!“!:%; It .I'FE&IEH, if you: nlesse Mr, Gitlow,:from
A e apeaton of the 4talinict Comintern to pitionalimm, to

REDDS EIOCRYCY, o o \o BOUNCINIS el anor b Ll i Tasite, nt
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E“;ﬁt’&"haa' contrituted to Communist aqﬂﬁi’?ﬁmuﬁﬁnuﬁﬁh Rrld

.buted heesvily to FMussolini hooligan squads, ‘fe confess ve
. +,nothing wmong in getting money from Hoscow., Should our c

&ler nt&
the ﬂnmu¥1 s{aq:s‘t_,:;ugg;l_.a“:a gainet the -=_ppﬁirgani-qia
(ot "_-Hr.'G:L-_l;iau is ircensed by the fact

* % E ac

- -
g Tl i 1_'. i
»iis L s

s "I‘hal-. ﬁi.ééia'n‘ lo

{but-has ‘kept this Fact secre «) Come, come, Ir. Gitlow
you ere aware of hov bourgeois ‘democrs ae one of ite .
-perfections" gave millions of Merks - CIETLY - to bring’
t.'t.;:-i power in Germany; or how Thomss'Lamuqu end the lorgan ciro

i - of the Red Front in Germeny become the leeding arty of the
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‘wWorkerg! revolution, wé not only shall be gra
funds From them to 7ight the cormon enEﬂ;_s'f - the Americen sectd
the world ‘Eﬂu?g%iﬁieni mﬂ;l:-. in fret ve will exreet-it 23 8. e
. Utionery duty. The o ing vrong with.‘the Steliniat contr L
u%pnsr{o fhtg verious pgntiesgia tg'g dreumstences undex thich
'ere contrituted, the revisioniet line thie money defended, the
sursoses Tor which they contribute, ané the methods in thich

contritutions sre mrde, o 22 to reint in mechenienl Eu:ains_‘ti-ﬁh' fﬁ'”
the Americn Porty. [ izensams

But ‘agein, one must aslk himself, is all thie the mesult of
- Communiet 2rincinle, or of the ceponeration of the Comintern, & | =
: ﬁ.ageneraﬁ\un vhich has ite besis in objective fretors? Jhen one s
-particular™ ernitalist Elves higiiorkers o raice vithout solicitezt on, Sy
or in generel is better to his iorkers than the &versge run of

"?‘busses the bourgeoi s nrese tries to nerslize on thﬁ one bosas
end ahéw thet al gaci it

1 canital iete oné in Ceniiriisgm itself hae the
.interests o the proletariat firmly at heert. 'Gitlow gmeralizpé -
from the excesseg of Stalinism, vhich i, e must resest cgein and,
erein, a JCVISION of Merxism, thet erxdan itedtf is a thi}cﬁ? and
2 practice lacking in "resl democrs 3" that it is monolithic, ete.
This ie Juerile ang childish, For %nse vho @ not undarstend :
Merxiem, who do not undersiend that all mocial revolutions hLeve

' longer or shorter periods af Betback, the -resent defes“s cen en-
8

gencer such thoughts., To Moscow monolithic contpdl,of tHe Com-
intern is merely snothe: fector of a2 tvemty-tio yesr neriod of
world get-becks, Give the oroleteriet a ye.iod of, not trenty,

oo Dt just b vesrs bof victories, #né there 1411 be nothiny like it.

: Jl Charge number three dezls with the Herconel ethics o the
Communists, Thie is the ola gtory sbout the seruel "imorelity ™
of various inélvicuals, of the youth, ete, It is the 0ld story of
misuse of funfs by ‘2 ‘Teu infivicuals aggin, the vhole thing -
:T.? 2 false :ersnective, The mirsélz of the l!,'nmmunis":. rlavemsnt -~
of the 1labo¥ moVement in gemercl -- ies -t conside—ing - the
funds goent there is =o nfiniteenal ¢ oroortion swincled or wis-
uged, omaredMo bBourgeois orgenizetions, But Gitlow telling
half-truth, 2lctures revolutionsry leaders a5 bia fuerds.

o ; ! !
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The sex tory herdly needs rusiering, Ve, ther
cesses Uithingthe revolutions:y tovements | But 1hat are
‘vexcesses commered to the excess

F : to ‘excegees in ¢ Catholic m‘unaréfég‘yl
complete lack’ of sexual scrunles, the My-ok icy of the' -hole
middle and jupper classes? Ht, is, an incontestible Tact tha
=~ - /by anf¢ large the eex relztionshins between revolutionaries
... enduring, gjore natural, niore gensible, znd -- i? you nlesse -=
=7 moral then|ell the exnloitere of society, ! s g

2 il Chzrge muober Tour ZstXhat the Communi:te only use every
.+ cifent to Further their mm ends, that they nimrerresent =zny &
* ;- %o the masses, IFe gives Cetezils, for instiace, that maay [« 3}/
- "front" orgrnizetions ~re fomin- 'i'm" "secretly” by the P/ &2
- 4 . 1 !
It s truly emezing hovr'lir., Gitlow sisnce every question on
- its hesd, ureide cown., In order to keeo the 2roletariat in check
£, the bourgedisie ("Darm:::*ag;,r", if you don't mind, Mr. Gitlow) icon-
-~ etently coenée nillione 57 Ffollars in glancering Conrmnisn end
- itants In{the labor movémeat, in uilding 2 feer ohobis Zn the !
masses egginst Mirxism, ‘'the resdfo, the echools, the !
=~ stcte, a8 olice, all coonerste in this compeipm., "Fur
. ;Democrzcy sets up hundress-of. FROI'T orgenizetions like the Ame
iczn Legion, the Committée t6 4id the Allics, -he Re¢ Cross, etc. 5
etc., to meintein its ovm system AGAT ST ithe oroletsriet. " Such -
"democre Cy" £nc "morslity" Citlov cefencs. t vhen the worksrs &
set up their non-oerty masa orgeniz-otions: vhén the venguardé oi- &7
~the >>olefariat (Just lile the venguarc oo ille bourgeoZsie in its -
o'm crsee) tekes the lésd in o-grnizing such crouns but does mot .
et 2ll timen reveal it: identity nrecisely becsuce 07 the be eiuard
orejudices systencticelly Wilt un by the bourmeoisie -- vhen this
i5 cone it becomes "immorel." ‘Je reject ithe policies of Stelinimm
enf its mechenicel control of such "front orfamzriv

ons. But'ue
¢o not therefore jumm over 'mth Mr., Gitlow into the ecm) of the -
bourgeoisie, 3

Hr. Gitlow mey snei: of "justice” im the zbstrsct, of "mor-

~1lty" iIn the egbstrcet, but Ezsm actual life he hzs z very @ncreie
criterion, the bourgeois CL..BS criterion. :

_ From our noint o vieu ve too heve a CLASS criterion, bt
ours s of the ondokite clasc, the »roletarist. For uas the jude-

t of GitQow's book rerts not on Gitlow's % ersonal chzracter- .
T:lluics, or his ‘morzlity.” For uz Gitlow's o< 15 2 base, trea-
cherous ctternt to throuv mué 2t Yarxism, to heln cefend capit-eliﬂni
AGATI'ST the roletorirt, to hel» the sveten of ver ené stervation,
of rocial ecbotege, to mernetuete itself, Tor us Gitlow's polenic
egeinel Commnistmoralliy is £ moet immorsl ect, the imor:lity .
of & stool-migedn renepace, :




