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The article by Janes T. Farrell
on the AYD was vwritten ot a time
Wher. ‘he drive againat that Stal-
inigt front organization reached
itec peak. Though the cpecific sub-
jedt is an old one, thc general pro
blem of the socialist attitude to~-
warde the legal rights of totali-
tarian staliniet organizations is
becoming of paramount importance.

Comrade Farrell comes to grips
with these problems in hie article
and presents views which ore shared

by the Bocialist Youth Leogue,

* * ® ™

In the necxt 1issue of B8YR we
hope to have a letters-to-the-edi-
tor column. Readers are invited to
gcnd in suggestions and criticiems
of the magazine. Also, articles
that arc of a discussion nature wll
be considered for publication,

* * " "

A new editorial staff for SYR
hae been clected and is planning a
larger and technically improved mag
agine. The incrsasedzize of the
magazine will allow for more art-
icles topical politieal problems.

The editor and business mana-
ger are comrades Gertrude Blackwel
and Jack Henry.
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The deadline on articles and
letters for the next issue is May
5l. Articles should be mailed to:

Gertrude Blackwell

Editor, Socialist Youth Review

114 W. 14 8t. (3rd floor)

New York, N.Y.

Business corrcspondance should
be mailed to Jack Henry at% the
same address.

* » L] *

The increased number of pages,
beginningwith the next isesue will
nceeseitate a boost in the price
of the magazine, from ten to fif-
teen cents.



The AYD

By JAMES T. FARRELL*

New York City
May 5, 1947
Mr. Melvin Mencher
Ediwor
The Window
The University of Colorado
Boulder, Colo,

Dear Mr. Ménchﬂ:

Permit me to thank you for your letter of April
14th, and for the confidence you express in me by
asking that I present my views on the AYD contro-
versy to your readers. I am answering your request
in this open letter.

You ask me the following questions: . . . do you
think that groups influenced by the Communist Par-
ty should be allowed to function once their identity
has been established? Do you think there is any pos-
sibility of liberals changing the complexion of a Com-
munist front organization? Or do you feel, with the
president of the university, that any group with many
Communists should be banned from the campus and
from influencing youths?"

Your questions are posed too generally. You are
really aﬂrﬂng me what I think aﬁut th}::: action of
President Stearns of the University of Colorado in
rescinding the charter of the AYD. [ have read the
report issued by the committee which investigated
the AYD. This committee has, obviously, worked
with care. It has attempted definitely to base its
conclusion on facts. However, it has not clearly
posed questions. Likewise, President Stearns did not
go to heart of the issues involved. Thus, he par-
tially motivated his action by characterizing the AYD
as “a front for a foreign dominated ideology.” This
hrasing is confusing. To be more precise, all Stalin-
15t innocent organizations are a front for an inter-
national apparatus which works in secret. This or-
ganization or apparatus is controlled by the Kremlin.
It uses any and all ideologies. There can be no doubt
but that the AYD is Stalinist controlled. It is the
Young Communist League under a new name; it
uses the language of liberalism and American nation-
alism instead of that of Marx and Lenin. But to
describe it as “a front for a foreign dominated ideol-
" permits its members and defenders to answer
charges made against them bv evasiveness. They can

“Mr. Farrell is @ wall-known novelist, short-story writer, ond essay-
ist. His works include the Studs trilogy. The of Fi
?r;‘dmtﬂhn [eriticism, 1944), and his lotest novel rd L]
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throw quotations from Thomas Paine in the face of
critics. Those who control the AYD have no great
need to concern themselves with their critics. They
cannot make followers out of their critics. They
are concerned with their followers, and with those
naive and misinformed young people who can be
made into followers. The action of President Stearns
helps them more than it hinders them. [t permits
them to present themselves as suffering progressives
who have the interests of the whole American people
dear to their heart. In addition, to ban Stalinist front
organizations amounts to a confession of impotence
and bankruptcy. It implies that one lacks the con-
fidence to fight Stalinism in the open and on the
basis of principles.

The best description I know of the Communist
parties of the world is that used by Ruth Fischer—
“the Russian State parties.” Innocent organizations
are instruments of the Russian State parties. Thus,
these groups are really a front for an internationally
organized ap}mratus, Their purpose is to serve the
needs of the foreign policy of the Soviet Union. They
are progressive only to the extent that the foreign
policy ol the Soviet Union can allow progressive ac-
tion. These organizations allegedly fight for alleged
progressive aims in many countries, but, at the same
time, they remain silent about or else they openly
defend the existence of slave labor and of concentra-
tion camps in the Soviet Union. They attack Amer-
ican or British imperialism, but only as a means of
concealing Russian imperialism; they defend freedom
of speech in every corner of the world, except in
those places where [reedom of speech is inconvenient
to Generalissimo Stalin; they attack many crimes
and injustices in the west (and these should be at-
tacked) but they attack none of the crimes and in-
justices perpetrated by the rulers of the Soviet state.
They are Russian nationalists. As such, they should
be exposed and characterized. 1If they are innocent
dupes, it should be remembered that while naivete
and innocence can be charming in children and
young girls, it is inexcusable in politics. “Neither a
nation nor a woman" wrote Karl Marx, “can be for-
given for the unguarded hour in which a chance
comer has seized the opportunity for an act of rape.”
Nor, in the last analysis, can a Stalinist dupe be for-
Ei'ﬂ‘:n for the unguarded moment when his mind

as been raped by a misapplied quotation from
Marx or Lenin or Jefferson or Paine or Lincoln.
But at the same time, it is meaningless to ask Stalin-
ists to admit what they are when it does not serve
their purpose to do so. One can only press them
with blunt questions, describe their tactics and in
that way, isolate them.

These remarks more than suggest the answers’]
will give to your questions. These questions are
not well posed. They should be more specific and
more clear. For instance, in your first question, you
use the phrase “groups influenced to some degree by
the Communist Party.” Monolithic parties which are
totalitarian from top to bottom do not influence
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merely o some degree.
degrees, or else, they influence on all vital questions
which directly concern their own aims, and they
create the illusion of democracy by allowing dupes
to talk about that which is secondary or irrelevant
to the main issues. But at the same time, I am op-
posed to the banning of the Communist Party. As a
member of the National Board of the Workers De-
fense League (which is one hundred per cent free of
Stalinist influence), 1 voted for a resolution which
has publicly placed the Workers Defense League on
record as opposed to any banning of the American
Communist party. To ban the Communist party and
its front organization will be to endanger all free
anti-Stalinist liberal, radical and revolutionary voices
in America. One can be sure that the masters
of the Kremlin are not worried that their minions
in America might suffer the loss of free speech. In
one way or another, these masters have taken care of
the free speech of their dupes and agents. The ban-
ning of Stalinist organizations will only give these or-

nizations the moral credit they need in order to
ool people. During the War, the American Stalinists
pursued an out-and-out Wall Street line. This fact
needs to be erased from the public mind. If you
ban them, you will tell many people that they are
really the rhamﬁium of progressive aims and of the
workers. And that is what they wish people to think.
Then, if they have become established as such cham-
pions, they can state that as the leaders of the van-

ard of Human Progress, that there is progress in
oland, in Hungary, in Russian occupied Germany,
in Yugoslavia, in Roumania, in Bulgaria and even
in Siberia which Henry Wallace seems to consider
to be more or less like the American wild west of
Bronco Billy. The reactionaries who attack the
Stalinists as socialist revolutionists are really prepar-
ing the ground for reaction in America. They are
turning a real force and danger into a demon. The
best way to establish reaction is to turn men into
demons of the imagination. Then, you slay the de-
mons and you use this pseudo-accomplishment as the
means of placing your political power firmly in your
own hand]?

Yes, it is possible for liberals to change the com-
plexion of a Communist front organization. All they
need to do in order to achieve this fine aim is to con-
vince Generalissimo Stalin that he should order such
a change. If liberals can so convince Stalin, then,
they can change the complexion of Stalinist front
organizations. However, it should be added that
many in Russia who tried to change Mr. Stalin's mind
are now either dead or else they are in jail in Henry
Wallace's new wild west.

It is clear, then, that I do not favor a policy
such as that of President Stearns. At the same time,
1 would also remark that I think the position taken
by Mr. Brian Wadsworth, in the spring issue of The
Window is dangerous. Mr. Wztr;wnr:h wants the

AYD and other Stalinist organizations out in the
open so that he can expose them. But for what?

the betterment of that world. But they should, at
the same time, know that as long as they are students,
they are or they should be trying to develop the most
wonderful of all human instrumentalities—the human
mind. And if they do, perhaps they will realize that
the arm-chair Machievelleanism of Stalinist du

offers neither the road to insight nor to action that
will contribute towards making the world more free,

Either they influence to all I

He does, not tell us. There is lynch spirit within

- the law, and lynch spirit beyond the law. One should

be aware of both. The two students who defend
the AYD in the spring issue of The Window 1alk
of programmes in a language of empty generalities:
their articles could have been written by Earl Brow-
der in the days when he was the “beloved leader” of
the American people and the twentieth century edi-
tion of Thomas Jefferson, Thomas Paine and Abra-
ham Lincoln. But Mr. Wadsworth has no programme.
Why does he want to expose the Stalinists? Because
they are not American? But they are Americans!
Because they express a foreign ideology? But their
language and formal ideology is coming from the
same source as his. And there are injustices in Amer-
ica. There is race prejudice. Labor is exploited.
America is perhaps the freest country in the world
today, but it is not free enough. It must be more
free. The sine qua non for ogposiq% Stalinism is
to ﬁihl every injustice in America. Then, one can
attack, with principles, the inhuman policies of Stal-
inism all over the world. Then, and then only, will
one’s attack on slave labor and concentration camps in
the Soviet Union have the convincing ring of princi-
ples. The answer to the AYD is an independent stu-
dent group which dares to face and discuss every
question, which bases itself on its own members and
not on a central organization in New York City, and
which really seeks to help students to become mature,
independent, and fearlessly direct in their effort to
think, to learn, to prepare themselves to take their
place in the world we know. Against such an or-
ﬁanization. democratically run, and with complete
ocal autonomy, the AYD cannot stand a chance of
winning influence. Of this, I am convinced. The
Stalinists and their reactionary enemies are really
alike. If one points out that there is Jim Crow in
America, an out-and-out reactionary will answer by
declaring that there is slave labor in Russia. If one
ggints out that there are concentration camps in the

viet Union, the Stalinoid liberals will evade the
issue by talking about Girdler and Talmadge. The
Stalinists so act that the bitterest reactionaries in
America can pose as champions of freedom: these
reactionaries so act that the Stalinists can come forth
with the same pose. They are both threatening to
eliminate all independent voices, and to clear the
field for a struggle between themselves. They are
gradually forcing on the public mind a false either—
or proposition. They use different emotional words
of appeal, but they have the same authoritarian type
of mentality. To think, to act, to try and contribute
towards making a better world, one must be [ree of
both influences. Students can best learn to be free
by forming a free and open organization which is
controlled by its own membership, and which does
not fear to raise, to study, to discuss any and all
valid questions. This is the way to create free minds.
Only free minds can fight authoritarian minds. Stu-
dents should be interested in the world in which
they live. They should try to contribute towards

and towards fighting for peace and pleﬁty. Jame

Connolly, the Irish revolutionist and national martyr
once remarked that unity is a good thing, but tha

if unity must be achieved at the cost of Erin{iples
then it is not worth the price. Unity wit
State

with Eugene Talmadge.

Russial
rties is not worth the price more than is umt



A Brief Visit te¢ the

STAUNST POLITICAL CIRCUS

It 1s easier ¢to go through a maze than to keep track of the
Communist (Stalinist) Party changes in line,

Lelow, we quote from articles about Hoosevelt and his politics
published by the Stalinists, which should at least indicate the
fabulous {lip=-flopa which mark the Whole history of Stalinism. Une-
fortunately, we.have only enou:h space in this issue to meprely ine
dicate the web of lies and contradictions in which the Stalinists
have been caught up,

"Roosevelt's policies, as is already evident, are policies in
the interests of the bankers and big industrialists and”against the
Interests of the %oiling masses, The diectatorial powers already
taken by Hoosevelt e already a step toward fascization=-- are being
used azainst the toilers..,.,.,this is the anti~working class progran
of Hoosevelt,"

(Statement of the Central Committee, Daily Worker, Harch30, 133)

"At the same time a more insidious form of fascism is being
foisted on the people, represented by the logical evolution of the
National Kecovery Act and Boosevelt's assumption of power never ate
tained by former Presidents in time of peace,

(lew liasses, January 2, 1934)

"lieanwhile, it is already heing amply demonstrated that the
attacits of the Reactionary Republicans and their stooges on [cose=
velt's peace proposals is standing the liazis in good stead,”

(Daily Worker, editorial, August 19, 1939)

"lIr, Roosevelt, ¥oOU...,swith the applause of the Republicans,
connived t0 bring Chamberlain and Hitler together for the Ilmnich
betrayal of Tzechoslavakia.” ' :

(Deily Jjorker, ediforial, Uctober 30, 1940)

"looverism had driven the country as close to hell as a nation
may approach and still ‘remain a democracy, and then a new President
(Roosevelt) took office. Right then, at the very beginmning, the
people knew he was their men," T2

"Better than most men, FPFranklin Kooseveclt knew that Lmcrican
Democracy was a living, vital, and revolutionary ideology."

e |

(Hew .Jasses, article by Howard Fast, April 24, 1945)

"eseaWWe know that we are a hetter pcople because iir, Zoosevelt

was at the helm, We 4re & betuor DeOple because SOMEhOW and oMo
Time all of us have partaken of his wisdom, And somchow his areate
ness nes seeped into. the very fiber of our lives and of our beings,
The man will shine in the natlonal memory as long as the nation
lives ‘“

(lew ilasses, April 24, 1945)

- 0 -



EDITORIALS..,
WE CAN'T WIN WITH WALLACE

The "allace Third Party movement has tremendously increased
its support in recent momths, particulary among students and na-
tional minorities anmd to a lesser depree, among a section of the
labor movement., This is due, not so much to Mallace's""progran)
as to the banlrupt politics of the other two capitalist parties,
Wallace hns successfully channelized the discontentment arising out
of the Trumaen Administration's draft proposal, the Palestingan be-
trayal and the increasingly rcoctionary labor legislation of both
the Democrats and the Republiecans,

This develorment, though it econtaine some encouraging signs,
is also an unfortunate one, It is eneouraging in that it reflects
a growing and active disillusionment on the part of youth and labor
with the sheddy, capitalist politicians of the two ma,jor parties,
It is unfortunate in that this discontentment is being deflected by
& movement which has nothing better to offer,

WHAT DOES WALLACE STAND FOR?

Wallace's "program" is primarily a nepative one, e and his
leading backers are ouite ready to draw un a long 1list of =
ceuratec grievances against the policies ¢f the Truman -dministra-
tiom and +the Republican Party, Dut whot does "lallace coneretely
offer in his demestic program? He tells us thot he is against mon-~
opolies, "onderful} So are & lot of people, But if he is going
to tec break up monopolies what does he pPlan to put. inm their
stead? On this,he hus said little,except to emphasize his faith inm
the'"systen cf free enterprise{ How it is possible to maintain capi-
talist free cnterprise today except on o monopoly basis, the Valle
aceites have not explained, "What Wulluce's proposal actually boils
dovm to 1is thut we go back 4o the good 01d days of horse and buggy
capitalism, e foil to sce anything progressive in this,

Wallace alsc tells us that he is against religicus diserinin-
ation and Jin Crow, But tallz is cheap, Every politician plays on
the healthy demoeratic sentiments of the American people with noble
sounding declarations in every eleetion year, '/itness Truman 's
Civil Rights Report, Talk is checap, How conveniently have allace
and his ecohorts forrotten his receord!? A cabinet member in the
Roosevel, government for thirteen years, his actions then belic the
promises hc offers now, As Sceretary of Agriculture, he was largely
rcsponsible for the criminal poliey of plowing under cropsyand the
killing of every third pig when"one third of the nation wae ill-fed,
ill~houced and ill-clothed,"

He makes fine speeches now about racial equality, DBut what a
contrast all this talk is to the Jim Crow Department of Agriculture
which Wallace proudly headed, Wallace rust be judged by his record
when in office, not by the vote-getting promises made so freely
when eut of office,



No candidate deserves even a second thought from anyone,
unless he makes clear his stand on foreign policy. The age
of isclationism is properly dead, What happens in London,
Paris, IMoscow, or Singaporc wvitally affects the well being of
the mass of American people,

Insofar as “allace has committed himself at all, he is commit~
ted to defending and apologizing for the reactionary politics of
Stalinist imperialism, He has come out,not for One World,but for
Two Worlds: one under the hegemeny of American imperialism, the
other dominmated by Russian imperialism, Aside from the utopian
absurdity of the practical aspects of this proposal, it reveals the
Wallaceites' willingness to subject masses of people to the monst-
rous oppression of Russian totalitarianism, on the one hand, and
the slightly more subtle expleoitation by American big-business in-
terests, on the cther,

The "allace mevement is a contradiction in its domestic '"pro -
gram" and is still more inconsistent in its support of capitalism
at home and Stalinism abroad, It is consistent only in its bas=-
ic anti-working clascs and anti-socialist character,

FOR AN TIDEPENDENT IABOR PARTY .

_ The American pecple need a Labor Party. Mot a fake Third
rarty like the ome that Wallace. and hip Stalinist inspirers offer,
but one based upon the needs and aspirations of labor and genuine
progressives, An Independent Labor Party which will break frem the
politics and influences of the traditicnal capitalist parties and
consistently oppose reaction in Washington as well as in licscow,
A party which can +trancsfeorm the American government from its pres-
ent status as servant to big-busincss, to a Workers Government
which will serve the interests of the broad mass of pecople == the
workers, the farmers and the youth, It is only such a party that
can fill the vacuum in American politics today.

T AGANST THE MARSHALL PLAN |

If the abstract meaning or the Mareghall Plan 1eg economic ald
for the deves tated nations of Europe and food for their hungry
peoples, then no esocialist - or any person with a spark of human
feeling - ocould oppose this plan. However, the Marshall
Plan as the Abstract Idea has 1little in common with theMarshall
Plan as a reality. The only meaningful way in which the plan can
be discussed is when placed in its social context. Only then, is
it at all possidle to get an accurate picture of the Marshall Plan:
its motivations, aims and consequences . "Motivations" are import-
ant to uncover, &as they give us a be tter insight into +the Plan,
facilitating an analvsis of it and nredictiona as to itsreculte.

It should be clear that the European Recovery Program 1ie
not motivated by humanitarian considerations. The plight of the
millions of s tarving peoples today in Chipa and India has not pro-
duced any Mars hall Plans for those nations, In Truman'e original
addresc to congress on the plan, and in the subsequent congressior—
al hearings and speechés, it has been adequately demonstrated tbat
the Marshall Plan is an attempt to stabilize American capitalism.
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This stabilization is to be accomplished througn Lwo vasio. tech-
niques. First=is the industrial aid designed to re-establish Ame =
ican markets in Europe and, secondly, through food loans to the hun-
gry people, to destroy the popular base that Russia has demagogical-
ly built for ite own imperialist interests among the European work-
ing class, particularly in France and Italy.

The ability of American capitalism to effectively rebuild the
European esc onomy is negated by several factors inherent inthe cap-
ltalist system itself. The vlan means a tremendous initial invest-
ment in Europe which may never ray dividends should the Stalinists
gucceed to frustrate the plan through their political influence in
the working class of Europa. Without such dividends the Marshall
Plan could only succeed in hastening an sconomic collapse at home.
fecondly, we must remember that capitalism is a competitive system.
The individual capitalist in America competes with other native cap-
italists for domestic and foreign markets, and compates on the world
market with foreign capitaliste. To significantly rebuild the cap-
italist csconomies of Europe would mean the ravival of a European
gapitalist cdass which would eventually become a competitor of, and
threat to the security of American capitalism.

That is, in bri:f, the dilemma of American capitalism today
in relation to aid for Europe:t effective sconomic assistance is
self damaging in the long run} no aid means the immediate loss of
necessary markets and sourc:ss of raw material.

The only "guarantee"™ that Washington could have today that even
the inadequate aid now provnosed would stand the American capitalists
to any good, would be its assurad hegemony ovar Europa's political
1ifa. Wall Stre®t would have to raduce Europe to a semi-colonial
stdtus. There is no other way that American capitalism could pro-
tect its interests from commeting Russian imperialism, from the Am-
bitions of a renascent Europsan bourgeoisis, and from the econonic
and pclitical aspirations of the Europ:an working class.

It is not necessary to point out where capitalist politisians
have openly said that the Marshall Plan means tha sconomic and pol-
itical subjugation of Europe. Imperialism always parades as the
bensfactors of mankind, not ite opnréssor. Our understanding of the
general nature of capitalism and the specific nseds of Amzrican big
business monecpolics today, reveals the Marshall Plan as n nerc sub-
tle extension of the imperialist pttoern.

As socialists, ocur opposition te the Marshall Plan flows from
our basic criterion of how this plan will affect the independencas,
and the living standards of the European working class. We arz op-
posed to any plan which is usced as a. waapon against the indepand-
action of the working class. We do not believe in  imperialist
alme plans that are used as a means of perpetuating capitalism , a
a system which means a constarfly decreasing standard of living for
all. werking people.



EDITORIAL ”:

AGAINST CONSCRIPTIOHN

(A SOCIALST APPEAL

Thc trap is being set.

The war hysteria is being consciously manufactured by ths "men
of state" to enlist mass suppcort for conscription and War. The
warsholl speech, the Syrnes speech, and the Truman sddress on "The
otate cif the world" are all part of the same pattern for war.

The fight of the oocialist Youth League against conscription
is part of our fight agsinst all forms of imperialiem - at home and
abroad. It is part of our fight against american Dollar Dinlomacy
whicn is attempting to subjugate the entire world under its dollar
shaped heel. 1t is also part of our socialist struggle against the
rapacious imperialism of the Russian state; a state which in its
practices and ideology has betrayed every socialist concept.

Youth cannot afford to sit on the sidelines. It must actively
participate in the fight for human dignity and freedom. That fight
must not be translated into support for either otalinist or dmeri-
can imperialism.

The battle for human dignity, and freedom is synonymous Wwith
the fight for a socialist America. A socialist ‘America in a sce-
jalist world where factories produce for useful consumption ——-— not
for armies, wans and profits; a world where the masses of people
deterzine their own destiny, not where it is dictatedsby the inter-
ests and needs of a selfigh few. This fight is much more than a
moral one. It is a fight for our personal existence and the ¢
tinuad growth of human culture.

e must not remain mere ®pectators.

The above three editorials, plus the article of clip-
oings from the otalinist press, have been stapled togetner
and may be ordered by individuals, groups or any youth or
party unite for distribution in front of schools and youth
meetings. The price 1is six dollars per thousand copies,
which is the cost of publication.

Thousands of copies have already been distributed and
great interest has been evoked.



DEMOCRACY SCTATISM AN

THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTICN

The relationship between democracy and socialism is a problem
that has bscome nrimary for the sccialist movement. The rise of
dictatorship in Russia has become for many libasrals and intellec-
tuals, proof of the ultimate tendency of proletarian dictatorship
towards elimin2tion of economic democracy and individual rights.

The Socialist society as s=2n by Marx is historically condi-
tioned. - By this we mean that such a socie*y is only possible
once techniques of production ars developed to a point where the
struggle of man for existence 1is outmoded. For, so 1long as
scarcity existe, the desire +to appropriate the production of
others will exist. The strong will seek to enslave ths weak and
reap the fruite of their 1labors. S8lavs society, fsudalism and
capitalism viewed as class societies rested on th2 struggle be-
t%een classss for that which was produced.

ECONOMIC BASIS OF SOCIALISM

A classless society can maintain itself only when productive
techniques are so developed that material strupgelss will become
subsidiary to other aspects of living. The existence of such a
society wherein production is at such a high level, means several
things. It means an abundance of leisure and consequently a hu-
man and cultural development unparalleled in history. Contribu-
tione to art, philosophy and science have come for tha most part
from groups which have had the leisurs time to devclop'non-produc
tive pursuits. "Time is the father of all culture".

Such a development of technology would msan that the struggle
for ths necessities of 1ife which has dominated all of human ex-
istence would subside in importance. The class strugegle would
no _longer be nece&sary. Witnese the example of a subway train.
When there arz not eonough seats, passangers push each other
around. More subway guards are needed to open and close the
doors., When there are plenty of seats, however, the situation is
quite different. There is no mad scramble for seats. Passengers
don't push each othar, Less subway guards are nsedad. To pro-
ject this example to the historical level, only in a highly pro-
ductive economy where there is plenty for evsryone, can we think
of thz possibility of a socialist society. The struggle for the
means of existence, i.e., the class struggle, will bc outmodad.

THE DEGENERATION OF THE RUSSIAN WORKERS STATE

Russia, at th: time of the revolution, was a backward country
whose productive level, comparad to that of an advanced capital-
ist n=2tion, was insignificant. The material basis for a class-
less sociaty in Russia simply did not exist and could not be de-
veloped within Russian boundaries. The Bolshevik party which led
the Russian Revolution was well aware of this situation. That is
why they based all their aspirations for Russia on a victorious
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revolution in an advanced country,  specifically Germeny, Lenin
hoped that .thg_Russian-revolutién vould light?thﬂ firga of pro=
letarian revolution throughout Europe, Indeed, the period
following the Russian revolution was one of intense .revolutionary
struggles outside of Russia, These struggles failed, The dereat
of the Luropean revolution following Vorld War 1, insured with it
the defeat of socialiem in agrarian, isolated kugsia,
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"HAT IS BOLSHIVISM?

. . There .is anpther .aspect  to the nuédtion of democracy and
socialism which developed within the socialist movement,. This
problem can.be summed up as:iBolshevism,. The degeneration. of the
Russian revedution was not caused primarily by the economic back-
wardness of ‘Russia, according to the theoreticiahs 6f the Social
Democracy,; but was.inevitzble: for quite different reasons, It
was, they claim,a natural outgrowth of Bolshevism which is _essen-
tiaily.undemﬂcrﬂtic in nature;  BolShevism, .for them, is & ¢on-
spiratorial, monolXithie ™ tendene¢y which airms to seize Bbate power
undemocratically and establish, not the proletarian dictatorship
(a misnomer according to them), but a dictatorship ofthe Bolshev~
ik perty., This is social=-democratic mythalogy not . historicadl
facts The reality is that Bolshevism is antitheticil to atalirniim
in theory and action, There is no inherent continuitybetween the
twoy - s : = PR g ¥

* The first point- we must establish is the difference betwemn
the stalinist and bolshevik -concepts of the party, ° The S latter
concept of the revolutionary ' party rests prim;rily on the neces-
sity of.the party tobe prepared for a2ll cventualitiés, Theé party
must ‘' combine those aspeets ' of centralism. which - will ‘=fford
its effectiveness' in'action, andthose aspects of demécragywhich
will provide for a rich'and fruitful ideologieal liFfe within tthe

-party. This means that mincrity differences on policies,. tagtics
end theory which arise within the party must be.given freedom to
influence the rest of the party, The, history “of the Bolshevik
Party was one of discussion 4nd controversys.. linority tendencies
existed within the party on most of the important questions, It
was for this reason that Bolshévism, mode outetanding conyribu =
tions to revolutionary thcoéry and practice, e et
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TBOLSHEVIK GENTRALEM Al'D DISCIPLINE VRO S

The question ' 'of how much centralism and discipline.is to &
ist in a revolutionary party cunnot be answered in o formulc,, In
Lemin's "™/hat Is To HBe Done™ he states that the high  degree  of
centralism, the rigid standurds for party members, the necessity.”
for the ctirict discipline which he outlines for the Ruscian purty
chould be modified when .cpplied to a demoeractic countrys . - The
BolshevikPorty in Russia . wos - gubjcet - te cloce curveillance by
the Tscrist police, For ycars o Rugpian police incpector. sat: as
a member on the central committce of the Bolshevik Porty.: : Under
these conditions.;.it was not possible.to hove 2ll papty affairg
diccussed openly,. All mcmbers of the party could not be famll}gr-
with each dther, It weas necesary, for ex:mple, to give Jlecding
committees the power of co-option,i.e.? the nover to appoint <
member to & committee withoutipn elcetion,



ROLE OF THE BOLSHEVIKS IN THE REVOLUTION

The relotionships of the Boshevik Party to the revolutions of
1917 give 1ittle crcdence te the totnlitorion myth, The first
revelution occured in February, The Tsarist, government wos over-
throvm nd was replnoced rot bj one gavernment but in actuclity by
two, Omne vwns the provisioncl government which was 2o coalition
of bourgeoics porties and evetually of all othe porties except the
bolsheviks, The masscs who hod overthrown the Tsurist cutocracy

e¢stublished their cwm councils in the fuctories, thc Larn cnd the
Miral regions, These were the soviets, Duch of the actual

work of eadministering government was performed by the_squiets,
A state of dual power existed, The Provisionel Government had not
becn elected. It simply stepped in to fill a vacuum,

The Bodsheviks raised three slognns: "4ll Power to the
Soviets", "A Constituent Ascocmbly", -nd "L:nd, Brezd and Peucell
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By Septc nbﬁr the scvictes in Prtrﬂg"-ﬂ ~nd **Fﬂmv the lezding
industrinl cénters of Russin supported the F1og“n of "All Power
to the Soviets", Neither +the Ilensheviks nor any other purty
supported this s&logan, The Brovisionzl Government rcpeatedly
promised and repeatedly delayed the convocation of the consti-
tuent Assembly, which when i% finally met after the Revolution

wis no longer representative of the sentiments of the Russien
people.

ROLE CF TEE OTRER PARTIES

The policy of the other parties both bourgeois, peasant and
working class was notoriously undem0cratic. The Provlslnnal Gov-
ernment, which wse not an elected body, suppressed the pessants!
seizure of land from the large land owners, and refused to recog-
nize the legitimate democratic nature of the Soviets. It delayed
the convocation of the Constituent sssembly. It provided a fore-
runner of the Stalinist wmoscow Trizls technique by framing the
Solsheviks as "German Spies". It pursued an imperialist war pol-
icy when the overwhelming majority of the people wanted peace-

The peasant supported Social Revolutionary party split in tw.

The split was msinly due to the policy of the provisional govern-
mant in arresting peasants who seized the 1snd. The Right-Wing

Social Revolutionaries supported the Frov. Govt.; the 'Lefi~%ing
oJpcsed the policy of the party lesdership. It was the Left=ling
which coliaborated with the Bolsheviks in the Hovember Revolution
The majority of the peasante for obvious regsons supported the
left-wing. Thus the November revolution was essentially = so-

cialist revolution whose key slogsns were those of elementary

demccracy which rsllied around it the majority of the workers and
peasants.

When the Constituent Assembly was finally convoked it was no
longer a Constituent Assembly. Electoral }lists which had been
prepared months before, gave no cognizance of the split which had
occurred in the Social Revolutionary Party. The majority of the
persints who supported the left wing of the party were recorded
as voting for the right wing. At the first meeting of the Consti
tuent Assembly, which occurred a few days after the Soviet Revo-
lution, Lenin and Trotsky cvressnted the Assembly with a document
calling on them to recognize the power of the Soviets. When this
unrerresentative, undemocratic body refused, it was disocanded.
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The esrly cays of the Revolution s:sw no suppreasion of other
p arties that proLagandized egainst the governmazt. Tne first ac—
tive steps againet other carties were taken only when they jrined
the forces of counter-revolution who were organizing in the fouth
It wee admitted in the Menshevik p=rty Congresses 1in 1318 that
many sectione of their party had joined the counter-revolution.

1t w-s after the Civil War, when the rigors of War Communism
were barely over, when the European Revclution had cvidently
falled, when thoussnds of worker militsnts had died at tho front
when conditions were so bad that in some sections of the country
cannibzlism prevailed, that degeneration Dbegan to scep throug
the party -pparatus. Lenin oegan to speak of hussia as 2 Jureszu-
cratically deformed workers st=te. The terrible materi=l Zorces
of history had begun to make themselves felt d~sp1te the neroism
of the Solshevik-Leninists.

3TAL INISk FLOWED FROM THE DEFEAT OF BOLSHEV isw

Today we see the final product in the Stalinist -olice stete.
Bafore §Stalin could oconsolid-te his power, hovever, he h:d to
exterminate physiczl.y the le=ding cadres of the Bolshevik rerty
including Lenin's Centrsl Committece. otalinism was ophysically
incezpable of co-existence with Bolshevism. He had to distort =11
Bolshevik theory including the concept of the Farty. Thzs Commu-—
nist Farty is similsr to Len.n's party only in name. No ooposi-
ticn is tolersted. There is no frecedom of discussesion, no ideo-
logicel life.

RESFUhoIBILITY GF 50C 1AL DEWCCRACY

1f we are to discuss blsme at =11, and it is not always fruit
ful to do so, then thc fsilure of the Russian Revolution lics not
with the Bolsheviks but rather at the hands of those who octrsyed
the European HRevolution. it was the German 5ocial Democracy wha
suppres~ed the German Revolution. Under the orders of Noske, the
3ocisl Democrst, Rosa LuxXemburg and Karl Liebknecht were murdered
and the German revolution destroyed. 1t was the Europesn .ccial
Democracy which supported the first World Wer and supported the
intervention in osoviet Russia. The sSocial Democracy today has
gone further into the imperialist camp thzan anymme would have
dresmed twenty ycars ago. Leon Blum crlls himself and his party
"The trustee of French capitalism". The French sSocialist certy
supported the action of the French government against the natlon-
al struggle of the Indo-Chinese. The imperialist botrayale of
the British Labor Party besr little repeating. The German socisl
Dgmocrccy, numbering nine million organizcd workers, allovred
Hitler to step into _ower without a dcmonstration. That is the
raccrd of the self-righteous democrstic critics of Revolutiorary
Jocielism.

TdE FIGRT FOR DEMOCRACY Is THE FIGET FOR SOCIAL Iom

Bolsheviks believe that the estence of socialism is the full-
fillment of all types of Democrscy, The trcnd toward Fascisr in
oresent day capitalism leavce 1little hope for domocracy undcr the



stetus quo. The Workers Ffarty znd the Socialist Youth Leagle
have continued to fight for democracy in the only way which can

succeed; Dby continuing the socialist struggle. Thosa who con-
sider themselves "trustees of capitalism" h2ve abandoned not only
the struggle for socislism out the struggle for democracy as
well. "

Gertrude Blackwell

Rosa Luxemburg o :

THE RUSSIAN RE\/OLUT ON

The party of Lenin was thus the only one in Russia
which grasped the true interests of the revolution in
that first period. It was the element that drove the
revolution forward, and, thus,:-it was the only party
which really cariied on a socialist policy.

It is this which makes clear, too, why it was tnat
the Bolsheviks, though they were at the beginning of
the revolution a persecuted, slandered and hunted min-
ority attacked on all sides, arrived within the short-
€est time to the head of the revolution and were able
to bring under their banner all the genuine masses of
the people:the urban proletariat,the army,the peasants,
as well as the revolutionary elements of democracy
the left wing of the Socialist-Revolutionaries.

The real situation in which the Russian Revolution
found itself, narrowed down in a few months to the al-
ternative:-victory of . the counter revolution or dic-
tatorship of the proletariat - Kaledin or Lenin. 3uch
was the objective situation, just as it quickly opre-
sents it:elf in every revolution after the first in-
toxication is over, and as it presented 1itself in
Russia as a result of the concrete, burning guestioas
of peace and land, for wiich there was no solution
vithin the framework of bourgeois revo lution.

-And he who trieg to apply the home-made wisdom
cerived from parliamentary battles between frogs and
mice to the field ¢f revolutionary tactics only shows
thereby that the very psychology and laws of existence
of revolution are alien to him and that all historical
eXperience is to him a book sealed with sevén seals.

from "The Russian Revolutiod
by Rosa Luxemburg
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