- PART TWO == ALTRRSATIVES
Md«ut of all tho rmlt.t:lnns mt. Lad dwalo;md ia the vake of
f.ho mumx muohn Rﬂ‘olnthn. ths dutb cf Ianin, and the power of
umwm nlpitlnm n'u mm-pna eup!.u.‘.'.l.m & breathing qucm
m this ms!-wt cni‘i‘tni.oub to -m rw bnz m!.d oapit;u:a‘: ....vmant to
fa-':..u-dumbm.« "fhe thﬂ*sn that erwptsd in 1925 tarew the

oo, ﬁ%m, {3 Bratlonts vitary £n 1973, 18 vas olées @mt
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to briak out‘ot t.ho upihuct lt:muglohold. vhether in the form of the brief
-‘-‘l'uu-hn rnhf.mco to. mnhlun uith Bitlu-. or in the g:ent. ni.b-dom lcmﬁng
'ta‘ the crdstion ot the cm i.n tho Usp uhtt.hu- in the rp-el.t. sirike in France

l.oh atopped J.nd!.geaom fascign®s first atfempt to tlke powen' amd the .
':;uﬁon am; "Popular Front . Gomnmntﬂ. or in the gru.,ast creative dramad
9! 311 -fmhright prolmrhn revolution in sgw.in " that it,too, #ocn lay
arnlhad =1 ] Jduo not aloae to the v!.cury of flacm. bat stallnisa's l‘iﬂf.’l&g

H# t nali hint.orl.c forhi of combining politics with econonics by ths oocwygation
of 'm\xmmm at the same tixo that it kept a gold strangletwld over the

R T

Pepular F‘ront gommmt i.n wWhiah a'.il demrat.ic forcen, inoluding Ararchists,

Wa partactpating Gy |
me faot that none of the remluti.unarisu awong the t.hem-et.i.cinm. nof ,,

evan thome who both opposed the Stalinists and had no ﬂlun.cnl ~ﬂ'"
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,# e , rmluuouw mturo of & "Pepuhr n'ont Govermment'sxade & now "phnoaophm

" : F eatqd;“ h By anl, out of that pew form of wnrkers® power at the
T Wu cloar eaough nanifestation of the faot that the

_ ' theoretis Vc.td suwoked in not only cepitalist lus..um- but roveluticnary
R ' Mmsl:'yolw. aad thllt w‘lndu both tiw cveleadar with Lasin ofthe

Elldm m, e tought Stelinizm, Lewn Trotaky, Neo Ta»etmz vho s
ie &.-rl.ng

, ﬂ;oa,au context of world Stalintek, hed unu;ht Uikt the
' m muphd tho factories duwrisg the veey best of the
: ‘:a-cam u.-.l disclosed & new dialastds of libl'mtiane Hone .

hnd Upu:f mrn- n dmdo axposing B{.n.lin'a me:“. of revolutions found no

MOYE "l‘:lvdlgﬂanlry" lhgln to axpound thm to call for the dafeqpe of

5telin®s ﬁfssu. supposedly still "a wrkara? state, f.hough deganerata, -
In & wxwd. the theorstical veid 4a the Merxigt aomenf. since the

g

duth ef"hnin bad not been filled, not for lack of a 2ife and _doath

strugzle om Stalines uswpation of the mantle of Lanin, nor for lack of
statistical ntudiu of the aconunw and rotms of political thezee, Rather,
. " the void axists because, from Leon Trotaky dm.. the disputents have failed
' ' to face upy either to the movamenta fmn below.'-f;o the siattering truth of

Lanin's vartime hreak with his own phiiosophic pasi. Lenin's dislectical

] ) analyeis of the relationship of monopoly capitalime to the collapso of the
N Second Thternational at the atbresk of the first world wmr has bacn reduced

s A Y s M N A SRR Y BT

AT

to a get of cliches, uhile the mothodology he worked out for discerning
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on ﬂn:dm_lgmd. the new "lower and daeper! feraag of rmlut:ion. and en
the other hand, the imr};cnt Padainlstrative mentakity”, not to mentins the
Comataist fparsion for bosstag” (1) vitain dlchevisa bes been Lppashed
amotm-. |

Rationaiised Prap-*ty. t.ho Flen, the iarty e theeo xere the fotinhes
for wilol the workers of the world wors asked to Jay dom thelr liven, In
our cpoch.,;‘m that Commuaist Ching had duly vorifisd ax Marxint-loningyse
the destgnation of Russia es & stato-capitalict sooisty, state capitalioe hna '
becona.m&tl.bloeli.che. It wa not nostfhooutbr«koribﬂa Wr IY whan
it would bays been made a decisive difference in the ltraf.og;r of world To=-
.yolution: h ha.vo deaigmtﬁ Ruseia a3 an mtegﬂl pard ot the new stefe of

EL “Pitllilt development,

m ltushn Ravt.‘l.nt!.nn had urkod as grni:. a cu.vi.do in thsozy u in
wrld history, For this ®och, the cmcul po!.nt. is not tho cne of appouf.tion
. between tlwn who were active in the rumlutd.m and those who opposed it.
Tho crucial distinctlonSfor us bre thoss within Eithin tho revolution; betwssn the
tvo men o led: I.nnin and Trotsky. They prepared t.hmdm Tory diﬁermtl;
to meet historic destiny November 70 1917, Both were Merxist revoluiisnaries,
Both were by then in a single arganization, It is true that Troisky had not
Joinad the Bolsheviics before the swmer of 2517 whiio during the long,hard
difficult years, froa 1903 to 1917, when Bolwhevik tondenc:y weu hemmerad out
48 an organisation. Trotalky fought: it titterly, endlossly, raakleuly. but froa
the eve of OctobaR ti11 the death of Isnin, no differsnce betyann them impingoed
on the "Orzanieational Question." Hare Trotoky wes right when he sald that
the Ravolution had "liquidated® the difiersnces, uhore he wp wrong ‘W&o to
think that the similarity of political positions and the organisationsl fusinn
signified a ononcas of nethodology, of the relationship of philosophy to

(Y) _Lanin Selestod wWorks Yol. VIII, p., 307
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_5.-"': -,f( 3o i ‘- unnutian The :ulf bottm.: thaory and pmou.oe Athin theory itself ro-
- lm-.rgd m yoars J.ltc' in the distmt caves of Yencn., like a tidal wave
i uiﬂn-utan!.u to msult us taday, 1 a wrld soale,

ER 1_-‘;‘-:\‘-3 [

.(l.. S 'Iae uurd. trylng to hew out & new ralationship of theory to practics,
§  digging dp 1ato e ralationship between philssopty and revolution, proting.
- inte. dﬂﬂmn betwecn Lanin snd Trotaky, or within Mo on the period of
:_,‘r G-etnl._ rmolntlnu or a4 induced Moplural revalution !.u Divotal, not for
&W a8 pasty but 8o procet. The youth of todsy, sdtotally absorbed it
‘ 3 aéuvxw.,mumy that they thought they sonld loave theory ba,

| .:m- p.’wk 't Ilp “en ronte". have learned oas th!.ng from the lborted nau--e-

.-‘ l'cl:.'dpn a° thu Fario oz Ksy, 19083 thcy can 1o more do u:tthout thsory tlun

| wiﬂmt, aolé-munty. Tuo Lact; tat o many ere attracted 1o "ihe ought
Of m o-tung" now that it has been botk dedfied and rd.fj.od into "th\‘i
Jittie nd:l‘book" speaks volumes absut the theoretis vaid that thrutm to -
ke ug. m snto 1t. |

Sﬁliu'i death did it ln !.ncubun_ frea o heads. The epontanseous nNass
outbursts that have erupted in kst Bwrepe in the nida1950%3 di4 irpal the
mltrorigi.mi philosopher of owr opoch, JoznePau, Sartre, to attempt o
urlly betwesn Marxiam and Existentislism, which he now calls but an "enslaven
_'__Q,g BEavxism, Whether or not he sweesdod, vhether or mw’gu rust, instesd,
follow the movement to theory thet aroze from practics in EReat Europe, An the
véution of & whole new Mird World, with the new Llask dimansion, it isx noge

o sssary to relate ourselves to confront what wegt wrong with the revolytions
P tiat mowred, the alternativo paths taat were taken ad the Utheories" that
guched up to take the pluco of thoge or Marx snd Lenin, Just &s 1t 1s
" R dmpossinle to akip the stages of oconoaie developuent, wo it is impoasible
il to aklp the movesent of thoughts the philosophy of the 2re intelleotirl wuho
, ; has never besn in the Movement, much loss a loador and revolutionary

. . 13233
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_ ttention. never~
:I.t 1a he uho uu the spokcmn for vcry nearly & whols

.gumﬂm.. t.ho Lirst pOItilu‘ gnuorati.on wich attazpted.

’F' 'm,"

at one and the sama
.to I» out. srd 44 the Camnht Paz-ty. &ad nut,and in dialaotic reason,
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; Chapter EV- Loon Trotsky as Thecretician

.x

S It was, of cowrse, no accident that the Great Divide in Marxism
i caused by Wrld War T and the callapse of the Second Intermationsl sent Lenin
b;_ok fo Eegeiian dialectics, ‘And thaty like all tﬁe other rervoiutdonary
Karxists who remained true to Internatioflism, Protsky felt no such compulsion.
But it wonld be uiterly Indicruous, the pinnacie of the abswrd, to draw from
o th_o. fcoﬁolm.‘g'.on that "if only: Trotsky had ra;readlﬂegel"s Logic, all_mﬁld
S have ‘beaa 'uall: t._har_e muid,hava keen no political differences batwgen Lenin

100 andfrotsky, and Vof course, they would have evolved the same dialoctic '3(‘-\-} ‘7;;.-:

pthodology, Trotoly vas not umindrul of dialectics. He took it for gramtada
trmined "inner";, somewhere in the black of his head, This, however, was..
‘not subjectivien. (2) e objective situstion had changed, yes. The £all of -

"

‘the Sacond International was & "shookM, yes, But this did not seen to roquire -
hagich chang_qs in theory, much less in philsscphic "unde;pi:_m.tnks" from: I‘
'ﬁnaa who’ reﬁ:a.ined‘ Taithful to !jm.;'r.isgz. A corollary to this seemod to be‘.
Trotakj'a concept of intuition: 'lﬁo great work is possible without intuitionee
that is, without that suboonscious sense which, although it mﬁy be davelp;ped

aﬁd enriche-d by ﬁheoratical and practical work, must be ingrained in th-e very

{£) 1saac Deutscherls three-volume biolgraphy of Trotsky notwithstamding,
~ the philosophiec moasure of the "Man of October! has yet to be taken, lhere
we do not get Stalinist slanders, well finenced by the Cpmmunist states,
or Trotskyist panegyrics, tho objective analyses carry a subj ective ‘
alr m-'attributed to Trotskyl! One personal experience way help’ Hluminete
the lack of subjectivity on Irotsiy?s part. At the heighi of the Mogcour
Frame-Up Irials against himself, the bourgeois press printed "rumorst
that Stalin had at no time besn & revolutdonary but had always bean a
Czarist agemt irpvpcateir amd was mpw merednm wrecking revenge. “But
Stalin was a revolutionmaryi! Trotsky explained. He insisted on adding
& postscript to the article of the day which exposed the Stalinist
charges against him. Hore was what he dictated: '"he news has baen
widely spread through the Tsarist days, and that he is now avenging
himgelf upon the old cnemies. I place X no trust
whatsoever in this gossip. From his youth, Stalin was a revolutionist,
A1) tho facts about his 1ife besr witness to this. To reconstruct his
biography ex post facto means %o ape the present Stalin s Who, from a
revolutlonist, became the lsader of the reactionary bureaucracy."

13235
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P
nuturo of, t.he i:-d:lvidual.. Neit.hsr theoretical education nor pract.ical
rautino can replace the political insight which enables one to ap'orehend a
sitmt.ion, uaight it as a whole, and rorasee the rutura. e gift takes on

. decisive importance at a time of abrupt changes and bresks = tha cordit:lnns
:"; of ravdlntd.on, The events of 1905 revealed in me, I believe, this later J.ii‘e." (-'

Hintaver truth there is in tis soraept, it cannot serve ac a substitute
or follotng. atap by step, the dsvelopment, of Dotakyts most digtinctive con.
t?ihution tm!imd.sm t.ha theory of permanent revolution as it wms tesbed in

actual hisforical situntiona.

: Origiml'ly the theory was knom as "the theory of Parvus and ‘Itaotaky"
In 1904, in: a aar.tes of articles on the Russo-Japanese bhr entitled "Fhr and -

Revolut.:!.on, Parv;(s had urittam

"Clhe var has start.ed over Manchuris and Korea; but it has alraxdy
grown into a conflict over leadersnip in East Asia. At tae next
stage Russials entire positicn in the world will be at staite; and
the war vill end 4in & shift in the politizal balance of the world
‘wes And the Russian Proleteriat uay w ell pley the role of the
vanguard of the socisligh zevolutioix." (quote;. by Issac Deutcher,
The Prgghet Armed, page 104, Soe also ths bio aphy of Parvus,
Tha Merchant of Revolution, by 2.4.B. Zeman end W.B. Scharlau, )

My L:‘Lfe,_ Trotsky, who was Parvus! junior by 12 years, rsadily enough
¥ . :
admitted that the analysis of Parvus "brought me closer to the problems of
Soclal Revolution, and, for ma, definitely transformed the conquest of power

by the proletar:ia.‘!_'. from an astronomical final' goal to the practical task of
our day." Nevertheless, it wag Trotsky’s 1905, & serios of articles written
in 1904 through 1906, climaxed by the theses, Summaries and Prospectives, which

(3) Lson Trotsky, My Life, p. 185




ot level of theory,

, of the psasantry and the Mterrelauonshglpl of Ruosia i

voiution becane the subjuct of controversy with Stalin

W

.L‘

. himpelf wrots theams €Y

«B-

¢ame out of. the actual 1905 revolition that raised the plognosis to the

It can rightly be considered original in this devslopment,

;: The 80-page essay on the vanguard role of the Proletariat, the subordinate role

th the European Rew-

who c'ba:ged Trotsky with

"undérestdmtion of tha. peasanfry." Let uz resd the muin theses ag Troteky

i a country economically more bzickm;,rd the proletariat may

comta tc power sconer than in a countdy capltalistically advanced
oo Marxizm ig gbove all & methed of analysis -- not an nnalysis
_of fexts, but an analysis of social relations ,.,

- Wo havo ehown above that the objectibe premises of socialist re-
volutlon. have slready heen oreated by the economic development of

i i ‘the advanced capitalist countries P

"Igla,ny:olénenta of the working masses, especially among the rural
population will be drawn'into the revolution and for the first;
time obtain political organization on

Jv after the urban prolef
ariat has taken the helm of government,

dictatoranip... On
. ’ L5t rwugution in
the West would allow ug to turn the t )

Orary supremacy of the
¥orking class direch into a Speislist dictatorshig

LR L]

e — T

(4)

Though rather scattered, most of Trotskty?s wiews on the theory of
permanent revolution are available in English; (a) As first devel.
oped in the period of 1904-1907, they can read in Our Revolution by
Lecn Trotsky, collected and trannlated by M« Odginr, (b
nost important are quoted by Trotsky in conte
as Appendices both to the History of the Russian Ravoiutdon.
developed in telationship to the 1925-27 Chinese Revolution, Ses
Lrotsky, Problems of the Chinese Rovoluiiions these reappeer and ara
updated in his Introduction to Harold Isaacs, The Trapedy of the
Chinese Revolution (1938 3d.) (d) ‘he whole theory is swmed w
ag a totality in the pausphlet, The Parmanent Revolution, which
includes a spacial Preface to the American edition 31930,1
new Restatoment == the final word wo have from Trots

of the Russian Revolution."
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o "It 15 the purpose of every Socinlist party to revolutionize tha
R ‘ minds of the working class in the same way as development of capm

RS -7+ dtalism hes revclutionized social relations e, The solossal
o ' "~ 3xfluence of the Russian revolution manifests itacif in killing

N party routines, in destroying Socinlist conoervatiom, in making.

4 olean contest of proletarisn forcee against capitalist. resction

: .- & guestion of the day ... dn Eastern revolution imbues the Western
- S B .. proletariat mith rovolutioniry jdealiwm ard stinudaten its desire
. ' to speak "Rusalant to its foem.n

These are the maie theses of the theory that becems famous as the theory

' of the berment revolution as they were expomnded in 150506 and repeated

'dﬁiz':'tha':faht"_br'njotslqr'a‘1:‘1‘9. Taeoretically, his whole 1ife can be uaid to

saries of postscripts to those 190506 theses: It 1s mot tithout
ﬂ‘.gﬁ_if'ié&!;ce,’ however, that Troteky had maver used it as a :‘aunélat:t‘ph‘fqr
bu:l..ld:l.ng a.é térxio;ncy or a group,

that it nowhers entered the soene in 1917, dnd
i &om the vary start of the struggle wiihlsmlinm, the choice of theoretic

"mpon --“-_*the thaory of parmanent revolution w- was Stalin's, not Trotsky!s,

e

; though the labter eagerly rose to the bait.. ' '

Neitiaa'r the stage of the world ecanomy ﬁm:' the ecenomic Jm; of combined
- ) 'develﬁpment which made it possible for even a bakkward land 1ike ﬁuuain te
have lsome big industry and, sbove all, a concentratnd prolet#riat: nelther
the vanguard role of the proletariat nor its need far aid from proletariat
of tha.technologically. more advanced lands webe in dispute. Not in Lenin’s
day. What was in dispute was the role of the masses. Since these, in the
. majority, were peacants, Lenin considered all talk of revolution that didnét

spell out their role as Yabstract!y "sororous', Venpty,!

A Trotsky had alwsys claimed that on the question of the peasantry and
: the agrarian revelution in general, he hed aiwmys since the autumn of 1902
been & "pupil" of Lenin's. This became the theme, aspecially after Lenints

death, Whatever were Stalin's motivation) for singling out the “undereatimation

of the peasantry" — and they, of course, were far Purposes of vanguishing

: .:’byeg;_pnd.:oie:- and cver sgain Tor nearly 35 long years, that is to say throughe

o uww—."na.‘;w»uwwmwmmm“ "
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'h-ota!q. th.a t.rut.h was that Iro't.slqr's concept of the psasantry was carta.’mly

A

s pot uno of n self-dwelop!.ng subject. It is this that speake a groal desl-

;-’« lo\ﬁer ﬂhan 2ay Stelinist elander. It is this vhich s pivotel to the

diﬂ.oct.io of tevolutﬂ.on. no% only in Russin. but .’m China, not only in 1905

o or 19175 but dn 1927 and 1937. It is this ld:icn dof.tnes Yabstract revolution=
iem“ ﬂu.t Ianin sonsldered the mothodological ouany after Jwar as betrora. in
dcfmt as ﬁ.n vietery and for whioh he triadl akotohing out new poﬂ.nts of de=
pa,rtm'e: fm' thaorv. ahou]d the conhnmtd.on of October on a4 uor.ld geale enmorge,’

"ﬁm ekﬂ.ng ra'mer thnn vin Ber'lin." And because this is ceniral r.iso to our

'ge. m:mlm;t follow, step by step, Trotsky®s own views. ﬁ'}

'e

" orgmization ;anl., after tho -.::-ban proletariat hes taken the ha.'l.m of governnent. "

;.'In 1909 ﬁ‘otalw urote that “kccal" critiociem is the historical curse of the

-peasa.nt mcvaf:ant ses NIG was on the cirmmacrihad political :Lnte]ligencs of

- the peaunt uho. wiile in his village plundered his land.lord in order to seize
hi& land, but then, deckad out in a soldierls coat, ghot down the workers . that
the firet wave of the Russian Revalution (1905) broke." As late as 1930, ha
quoted this statement, not as somet.hing that hed outlived itself with the
rmlutiona.ry peaemt participation in the 191? Revolution, but as something

" that s:bﬂl held u-ue.,

1917 ervpts not only in the eities but on the counteyside, Yet, in the
very same breath in which he writes that the peasants "pushed the Bolahaviks
toward power with their revoit" he corcludes that they had played a revol.
utionary role "for the last time in thair histo"y." (5)

The ravolutionary role of the peala.ntry then repeats iiself in Chinra in
1925-27, Trot slgr duly notes that the whole history of that land is ono endless

. s;arias of peasant revolts, but then not only refuses to grant them sociallst

conseiousness, but even national conscicusness: "Agra.rian baclwmrdness aluzys
(5) History of the Ruseian Revolution (p. 407) 13239

: We sav, that in m 1905 concept "the rural popuhtion w1l obtiadn politioul
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wlle . .
g gcas hand in hend with the. absence of 10808 +se and the absence of national

- conaniousneas. "

: Ibot-slqr diaregarda
Japan 1mmdea Chiua. fMao, who cleims 'bo have established

"puunt Soviats" and certainly has a Red lnqy. and re.ttarates:

195? uﬂv;a.

v “ oo ihe puuntry. the largest numerically and the most atomized,
. . backuard, and oppressad class is capable of local uprisings and
" . partisen warfare but requires the leadership of a more advanced.
o . amd centraliged claes in order for this atrugegle to be elevated to
o« o an ell-= nationzl level, :

In inta:aducing a wm'k on the (hinese. 1.325.1527 ravolution, Harold

e msgz of f.he Chineae Revclution, Irotsky stakes out 8 told

no m.ttm' tht; the hiator:lcal per:!.od. no mptt&- which euuntry is t.he topic,
ho ntter 'Hha.t the world situa.t:‘l.on. ﬁ‘otslw holds to his position, that,
"no matter how revolutionary the »nly of the paauantry may ba, it can, nqve'rthé-

less, not be an independent role and even less a leading one."

The resl division. not between '.Drotslqr and Stalin, but, betveen Irctaiqr
and Tenin wss the attitude to the masses, be they peasant or prolatn.rian. :
dre they the makers of history,or are they, there, only "o be led". to be '
ordered _apo_ut. Are they the forces that, even when they overthvow capitalism,

must return to the role of passive masses the day aftar the roirolutinn?

To Lenin, the revolutlonary role of the peasantry was not something
he left behind with the 4pril (1917) thesis when he deciared the slogan of

% “democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and reasantey" has outlived itself,
that from then on struggle was to be for the dictatorship of the proletariat.

| On the contrary, the masgses wore Reason even after the proletariat won powar, :
ook Lenin sti11 insisted that until the revolution envelops the countryside and '
. the poor peoasants =~ their land commitiess -- held destiny in their hands, the

13240
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rmlutiori;muld not really have vompleted itsa'i.f.

B Imin“a mothodology was alwayas that .of looking at the RASAOE w bu they

: prolaturian. peaaant. or oppresssd nn.tionn.liﬂy - ap salf-deve.‘!.op!.ng subject.
In tha dn.rk dm of YWorld War I,, es we saw, ‘when the proletariat wan u]aughte—
1n.g itsolt acroas nationrl boundary linasg he saw th:l.s in the struggle of
mll nat:!ona far eelf-dot-em:l.mtiom "Thy Dialecti.crs of histery is much
t.haf. m...l nations, powerlesu a3 an indapendent factor in the struggle against

..3';_ .i.nparia.lism, play & part as one of the ferments, one of the becilli which

helﬁ_ ﬂze g_e&_i_l.__power aga.i.nst 1mpar:l.a11zsm to come on the scene, mmely, tha

K sochlist prolata.r:l.at." {5)

_In opposition to meny & Bolshwik co-lea.der, to I.enin the euccass of

the Ruus:lan ‘Revolution did not mean that aelf-detemimtion s no longo:-
:':"‘-applicable. Stalirx's “rudnass" and "disloyalty" during Lanirx‘s hi‘etime vas
to ‘be saan precisely in his Great Russian chauviniot at*'itltie to the national
| minorities. the Georgiana especially., A4s Lenin ley dying, he entrusted the.
struggle against Stalin on the question of nationsl minorities to the hands
of ﬁ-o..sky. But, as was charactarist...c of 'Irotslcy thiroughout hiz life. he

once again went in for "coneiliationism® (7)

EB, Iﬁm Collected kbrka, Vol. XD[. Pe 30,3

(7)  "Coneiliationien' is a word Lenin had used to describe Troteky's
position when he was outside of both the Bolshevik and Menshivik
grou ps attempting to bring about Munity". In his My 1ife. Trotsky
accepts the descripiion and tries to use it to prove that what errors
he cormitted "always referred to questions that were not fundamental
or strategic, but dealt rather with such derivative mattors as orge
anizational policy." (p. 188)
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_He failed to unfwl the banner of struggls against Stalin at the twelfth
| Congréss of the Russisn Party as he had promised Lenin he would do.

 Breviously, in 1920 he d4d vote for Lenin®s Thesos on the National and
colontal-‘audstinm But'aga.in, as cn the. whole question of diaiectica,
ﬁ'otalq maroly "tooh it for granted" withowt ever developing the universals
of Gooiulwm anew uith the nendy davehp.’mg objective sitmtion. The one
and t.mly !:..ma that n'ot.sky gave serious ocnsidaration to the fact that i.he

e 'Jheses astah)hehed & new point of departwre in thaorv, md that that new

whemho s rorced to do so by the eod.gancies of a un:l.bed caucus with zinoﬂ.ev

againat St‘.alin’a fatal class-collaborationist pulicy in China, But t.hen.
1t~ms Zinoviev’a Thesis that he was derendlng. That thesis baced 1tself
direct]y- on I.anin‘s position.

ﬂhe .nub of the queation is not the authorship of any thesis but its
contant. Lenin felt a new departura in theory was caJ.Led fer because & new
ISubject! had come out of life., The "Subject" == gelf.determination of
hations =~ may have appeared old. Actuslly, it was within such a new world
situstion that it had an altogether diffurent meaning.

“Can we recognize as corrsct the assertion that the capltalist

stage pf development of national economy is inevitabls for

those backward nations whihh are now liberating themselves ...?

"Wo must reply to this question in the negative ... we must ...

give theoreticsl grounds for the propésition that, with the aid

of ithe proletariat of the most advanced countries, the backward

countries may pass to the Soviet, and artar passing through a

definite stage of development, to Ccmmunism, without passing through
the capitalist stage of development,!

It cannot be stressed too much that these precedent-shaking statamenta

came from a man who had spent decades fighting the Nerodniki (POpulists) of
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hia own country, people who had maintefned that Russia could skip the capital
T st}.étgo of‘_davalopmmt. {8)

‘ Just &8 Kehru- t.hought that throagh the Panchyat (villige covneil) Tndis
" can go diroctl,y to aac:!.alism, £o the Narodniidd thought Russia could do that

. through the mire, I.enin fought them bitterly and won the theoroticsl debate.
' _Eiaiéry ha_k certainly uphelfl his judgment,

.‘/

Onl‘,y something very runda.menta.:. aad objoc"ai.ve could have wrought suah

a._ complete change :l.n Innin“s concept.so

Three world-shaking events brought

"'l;eohnological'ly than Rusaia. Sacondl.; the colon:l.al ravolut:lons themsalves

ﬂlmimtai the rovolut:l.omry role not orﬂy of ‘the paasantry but. alse o{‘

na.'uonal strugegles :'m the imperia list epcch. ’.[hii-dly,, ihe new dimenslon of
color in the Orient, in Africa and in the U.S. (As a totality they concratized
the "Subject™,

It was this knowledge of the present stage of the impar.inlist dwelepmmﬁ

of capitalism and the specific stage of national revolutions that impelled
Lenin, over since the Irish rising of Eazter Weeelr, 1516, to stress t.lﬁi'. not

all initlative at all times comes only from the working class. He did not
change this position when the proletariat did schieve the greatest revolution

in history -~ the Octobar Revojution in Russia, That revolution only undore

lined the truth of history's dlalecticy: Jjust as small natione fighting for

independence could unleash the socialist revolution, so the working class of
industrialived countries achieving the revelution could help the underdeveloped
countries avoid capitalist industrialization.

. This point of departure in theory -- industrialization without capitale~

ism == rosted, of course, on the proposition that the working class of the P
ts} Eﬂ.ﬁii Selected 1‘br§, Vol. X D 214'3 13243
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‘-'f?}; advanced countries could and would come to the aid of their brathers in the

tecinologicgaﬁy under-dsveloped oqu.nt.ries. (_9)" "

l.s ua soa, thi.s pngo ef Gomintern histm wae lost, not onl‘? by Staiin
"uhone po'.'.i.cy ruinod 'l;ho Qﬂmsn R evolution of 192.5-192?, but by Troteky. It
was loat. by rotaky. not out of "sub,‘]activism“. or "miaquotatinn" Ro, the’
_:tar.son gaaa much, much desper. :lhat 1.: how he road I.enin. Thet is what ha

'Natﬁr.-a : the Russis.n , Beonomy.

_ Becipse eéach generation of Marxists- nust restatg ﬁa.:-xism for 1tse'.|,t‘;

and the 'pro.of of its Marxism lies not so much in its "orié:\.nalihr" ay :ln

its "a.ctuality": that i5 to say , whether it met the ch.allénga of the new
times, Trotsky asserted that, no matter kow great his role was in 1917, the
proof of his stature would depend on his achievements after the death of
Lenin. - Stalints victory over Trotsky would mean nothing if 'it wera Trotskyls
analyses which proved correct and thus laid the foundation for the continuity
of world revolu'bion. That 1s,0f course; true and 1t is here where e can
trace the different methedological approaches of Lenin and Trotsky. lenin,
as wWe gaw, mot the challenge of the new cbjective situation of moncpoly

" capitalism and imperislism phdlosophically as well as materialistically" by
studying it dialectically, looking at fhe objective and subjective situation

as a unit, & totality that contained its own opposite, from vhich contradicetion
(95 Ibid, p. 242
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the‘:l.mpulso to forward movemont would arise. Trotsky, on the other hand,
confronted with a new stage of world cap.‘..talisn and the phanonenon of Stnlin-
:l.om - pot Stalin as a pe:rnonaliw who was so Yrole! and "digloyal! that

Laain asked for his removal. but a5 a political tendency which had atata
powar, ooonomic power; a monolithic pirty . So lorg e& no new stage of
ocoaomio development had ar:l:en to auok in any of the many sepcrifugn:l tend=
encies with:l.n the Bolshevik party, these lettar could, and did so appaar to
fltrotalq to differ mora],v politicelly. my 1928, howeve"', it was no longer a8

: question o.'.’ fn.otional fizhts or even only of the :-oceding revolt.tiolm-y mvo.-

both Wost- and- Esst. It was internal, The NEP uan hed grown rich and did
' - -The hurzy with waich Stalin then adop'bed the state plan

._i_ oz“f industrialiaatd.on waa not. howaver. duo only to cond.stiona in Runs:ln, much

leau to any conviction that Trotaky had been right all along in proposing ‘
'r.otal stat e planning, By the end of the first fivo-yoar plan, in 1932 it hnd

booome quito clea.r ‘that the whole world of compot‘.‘tivo capitalism had collapsed.

‘Iho Depression had so underm:!.nod t.he foundations of 'private enterpriso'-,ﬂxrom
-] marur millions into the unemployed arnv, who, in turn, threatened the very
aﬁ.s’oan ¢ of capitalism, that capitalism, as it had existed up to then —

: amohi{.‘o,compotitivo, exploitative and a failure had to give way to state
pluozing to save Atself from prolotarian revelution, Whethar it was in rich
counirios like the United Statos that could stil], with its New Deal, maintain
3 mixed econony or 14 vas Nazi Germany with its state plan and miditariat
Japan with 1iis co-prosparity sphere planning, the whols world had definitely

moved from *simplet! monopoly stago to something new. What was 1t"x’ State
Capitaliam?

Trotaky rejected any such desighation. To him, the "property forms* (all
limited by now to statification for the early production conforencas had not
only been abolished, but even the trade unions themselves had been incorpora-

s I
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t31 4a the state) (18) — ware et mede taltniat Rumsia inviolate as
nu-hlu mummamw. mrumg-aar thohnmfuypm
th%&a‘mﬁu%ﬂuﬂ!aw&ama!m&m
a reeult of his "Sistributive funstise,” Though Such concentration an dise
‘mmmmmwmuummmmmm
aisdly thio mtuataloy. nmmwmmuaamomu.
mammmwmanmmu.uutwmwm
mms\mmﬁmuﬂwumm-umw«em
mmmmmnauﬂcmuwmmmum
mmmwmmmamammm- a8
uww.mhﬂmmmmmmmawwmmmmm
-mn-ucmormmmm“ L

et mathedology -otm'mtmsomu”wmum 1 tere are his
mmﬂqt- ) ) :

"iho firot consestration ef (ke menss of produsticn in the

ok o e P 52 S iy Sl e

1% with the sthod of tructificetion.” Yo

Where Lenin kad fought o AgRADNS transforsing tho reality of the
early wekerst state Into an abstracticn whioh hid ths hursicretic deformations,
aven then, Trotsky wpent oll the rest of his life iransforming the stalintst
state into an abstrastion which blizied hin to the ectml transfurmition Lito
opposite. ‘here Lanin wmrned that o workers® otite wes & traasitiomal state
TOY " In Lanin's uy. Trotalry w9 the a2 vho proposed "mrg’.ne" tae

Trade Unlons into the Workers® state, Zee my smligels of that

erunial debate in Marxige and Frescosts ppe 194200
(11) e Revolution iotrayal, pps 2478
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mﬂwﬂdhmﬂﬂ«ﬂ'ﬂt&wuniﬂhweﬂtu'am&urdaw
‘-upash:!.i.m";, quxm any wmralng skout & polsl.hlo restoration of
mmm"qanMtpjn" to the restorativa of privaty cipitele
e Seitbw e £80¢ taAt the vorkers bad lost 1l thelr control over proe
dwtion througs factory eacferaces, nor ¢he fot thal the Gsde valcos thene
salves had booa dacerporated into the ststo spparstuc zsr the faot thet tho
mosss of prodwstion were increasing at thw expssse of the mans of consumption
ety a3 tyler private cepit=iism wuld nove hix from making =éatificd
Mmahﬂm hﬂalllldpmw= wrkore! stajee

‘ ma%wm;.aumumw-a rosaky
mm&omd‘ ﬁoeamtuwnmlnﬁuhthcrdsmw

pmdm The J.nmmm af the mta-r«oluﬁm against o«ubm N
the Stalinist cmtihum. Trotsky viewnd nersly as mtm.ag that f'iut
mmmpmmnp-mm the birth ¢ & nu¥ posvesaing auu." As
Mem“obornﬁ'upolluuj.prwul The macabtre Krealin purgss only
provod t5 Trotsky that "Sevist spaiety arqmmny tande towmrd the ojection
of the bureausraoys” Deosugw to him, Stalinist Russis wes stili & yyrkevel
state, ho thought that the Moocow Trisls weskenod Stalinisne Actuslly, they
consolidated Ats rule and prepared it for "the grest Patriotic Mar" o- ol
Wr Il

Trotaky would spack of the possibllity of & restoratlon of caplualist
ralations, but it ves alumys somothing that gighit heppes or wpuld happon, but
not &8 sprovess ovolving Moefore our very eyws™, (12) evolving in the startling

f ,mumw, the sont isportaat leader 1in the

Left opposition, had phrased it uhee the first wrve of leedms

of the laft oppositicn had cspituiated 20 Stalin jumt ar scon :

as he did edept this five-year plan: =The capitulatss refuge to

conpider what stepe mmt be adopted in order that tndusirislises

tion and cellsctivisatien do not brisg ebout reeulis cpposite

to thote expecte! ... They leave out of considaration the main
quostion: vhat changes w1l the Flve=Year Plan brin: sout 132 4,?

in tho clagn rdla tho covati've" (uaslen vpgosition
ulletin #7, 11759-;




v

o - el9e S
but not-altogether unforeseun form of state capitaliom, (13) The Meﬁnt

- from lonopoly to atate csp:!.f.an 2 Was, roreovar a world p*hemmomf 'n-otalw
‘denied the ra.nt. Ho re,jected the theory, .

‘ 1

‘nzo atrugglo agaimt Btzalinm had the :!r of aa:l.t-dufouno. howeve vy,
not bmnse :I:notaiw wms subjociive thout his oun status of leder of t.ho
Rnnhn Pmlutinn.. but bocaun Mz_e_.’l,z ho saw uoﬂx:l.tg Zundeme:tally new . .
g.n Werld lcapttaldst devolopent, . It kad einply beoame mare decadent, sad tn . e
:!.tl Wdogth' as'om?" had exittod fucim and, though ”po‘.'....tioll‘la" Btulin hnd

: fﬂ-;b-‘.-sé-'sfic ot Bad ot Memianentaliyn shanged tho sagnnuts salations
" 4n Rutistas nﬂ.onl:l.s.zod property remained intaot; - Hothing had c‘mnged for
mtl&y u!me f.ho decade of 1014-192# - excopt the lsadm-zhip. st:liu uas
the- “orgau.tsur of dereatu" w= 2nd ke, Irotalqy. could orga.nf.ﬂe viotoriom ‘

e Tl - -
e L R

=
prre

315, 'ﬁ' u- back as 18?2. (the French odition of "aﬁi 1)e Marx ha.d
predioted that the lozical developrant of the dew of the cone

. ceatizntion and cantralization of capital would lead to state
.capitalism. Engels repeats this 4n AntiaDuhring, 8 work read
und approved by Marx; & aft er Marxts death, in his oriticlsm
of the Erfurt Program strossing ihis time: thet thereby fospltaliumm
could not be regarded nny longer o5 being planless," In 1907
Kautsky puts the question of gtatification diroetly inte the
Sefurt Program, By World War I this is considered o be not just
theory, but fact, : t orly &n the popular ABC

, . Y the text used in

all Beviet nuhoola, but it alse eppears in the first fanifesto
of the Communist International ww written by leon Troteky; "Ine
state centrol of social life against. which capiiaiist lzl.bm-&hu
22 strived, 1a become & reality, There ia no turning back either
to freo competition or to the domination of trusts, syndiocates,
and other kinds of socisl. ancualies, The quostion conslsts soleiy
in this: who shall control state production in ithe future —-
the imporialist state or the state of tho victorious proletariatin
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w20 )
mumtnmtmmxﬁ Ho cortainly s & leiar of tho
mmwmmrwm. whethor as Chadwan of
the #flttery 2 evelutiansry Comittes, shich hed planned Yo satusl. tnw

marraciian, tulder of @ Bst Arwys out of row peasmnt recruite, that withotoed

mmwum;mmmmuuﬁmm
I.am:l... Coatisny of Yer, ar ForcAgn Hindstor, histzry oill not deny lia
s viatories.

Rat is is rot the mavik of a Merxist thpreticlsn. mw
wm.ntuetwumntmmmormmmm
mmmmnmu-a. M)nummmﬁm_
ummmt.momra-otw'mut.mm ’

'mmmmmmummmwummafmm-

mdww mummmmmuu. M.Mls
mmmmim.mmmmaammwmmm
srﬂpwtam. )

’ WMWMMtdmthamm;hu
cﬁtm-;wmmt.amm.mlmmmmmt-
4om and the adventaristic “tempo” of Stalinist industrlalisrtion. TMhercly
he beitna an actml prisaner of the Stalinist Plan. Ko wondar that, in
ﬂum,_ﬁ.mWﬁ.odﬂ’mmm%%WM

dwunmwatmmw.
mmmm-s
ws owplated in 1591, and
Molg’lp Jan, and Feb,
nruolo I handed

dnwvhen I
"ﬂmﬂcwltuf

4n deposit with Hayne
Dnayevsiara Collection.
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| s.jmoromwm-tmnanmm&mm'mmw:_ |
mm@wammwm.wumy |
mﬁ%%lﬁm&m&mm?&lﬁ!ﬁ.%n_j

m@.amwmmwm'muummw'

ship, .

s

- FPEARE A

Towbe, m-x,::vc-,b}-_.w

AR AT 3 ey,

e workere® atate”, MMhhlythuod"haqmumorlndmp.
Hma.shwh«swa:nhuﬂm._I%Sl

it of 191?-‘
Civil Vipr, or any other,




nmmuwamutmwum
etd!mor'ﬂnm. even 1Y the oadyo diEn*it

'. uhmmmmmumofmumammg
Sub.‘hcl %o his conocapt, ray, mmttwmlmm. mwmm.
mlrtommquutdmorlndouhiptoﬁwlmlofw.
vting this to Lenins .
Mtndn'sdonmfomwwtoﬂumm‘m

udnm...mnmnnwgumumum
. W.Mtuﬂwvihl-impﬂnr the mechinidx cf the party

it h?l.'b-

T his way mcuymt the vital mainspring of Lenin's philosophy was pot.
Deapite, in his 1903 conompt (16) of vanguard ;inﬁr,hv 1905, Lanin declarsd
the proleteriat in advanca of the party. Despits his lecdesthip of the
Folshevik Farty in 1917, he throatoned “to go to the mailovo® when $ts lewdows
falled to put the quostion of workers® power on the sgenda of the day,’

Hy 1520 ho proposel going to "the non-party masuves.” Daepite the "21 &g
ditiong” to the nevly formed CI, he not only declared that the Recolution
(16) For m detallst analysia of the changes in Lenin'as
Relaticnahip of tha! Spenttaneots S TvAnIEr L Thar®

Frolatariat to tha Vanguard Farty.” Payxian snd Fregdos,
PPe Yr7-193
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23
mtoo!ntmtm .pnldng&w.\m" mmmm-mwm
wdmhtingmtiqmormnanw-!mdm mmmmm
muu-mmto,lmwmmm,unmmm.uu

amnmuumammmwmam,mwmu
muﬂlmtihaoﬁnpu No&lnsdid.

Trolaky, an e other hand, continned to speak of %o “hmaturity”
of the prelstariot: “Mo statagic task of the next perded = a pracrovalciione
,wmormnum,pr@gm'm organiuation == corxists in evar-
mmmm-mwofobwmmmm»
daﬁmlmdmworhmmhmt&'dahw o
mmm.m mummmmmmvm
m.m:m.s. mm.mmam«mmm.
oroative Subject, e Fourth Infemational could not but be a stiltbirti,

m&.w'-mhmmmmuamorwmb.u

the very firet emntenoe of the Fourth Intemstional teatitisot "M world

polition] sdtuation ag & vhole s chiefly chavasterised b.yhuuoﬂeal orlu.ls
of the Iudaﬂh:p or the prolotariat,”

mmmfoﬁormgmuwmmmmomw.
The abtrtraetion, ratfonzlised property = workurs® mhhasmwaq
helpad tho enauy, the Stalinist cowter-revalutisn onos 3t obtained the
g_bmmgggm— Russia's statified, eplottative soonosy. The
theory discriented a wholo penoration of Mayxists. _

The duality batwoen the concept of world revalution wd thet of de-
fense of Stalinist fussis, between sooialimm as & clasclees sociely thet
can only realice iteelf as & world sooiaty and sooialismenslicnalized
propoerty isolatad {vom the world evanamy, betwesn workere as the vanguard
ard workers that nesded to sutmit to the militarisation of labor,

Party as lesdsr of the proletarian revolution and l'arty se ruling over
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_ w2l
m'mmwum:dm—mmmmtm, uwmpm
h.mwwmmmmﬂudmnﬁlmd%-rm-

uﬂmuﬂﬂuw&ﬁomwm constatuted the maJErkty of "the xuseds”

whon that happensd to be peasont rather then proletariat. It is time to
dvew the thsoretiv Grordic together 13 philssaphy gnd rovellution, "

Just as that “fixsd pariioular®, stato proparty, substituted for any
mwiﬂmaf.nwmmm.m@MMd
what wns now in Crie 4n 1937 wes toried in the c14 oategary Hhat Jeo vas

only edwing talin‘s clazs-oolleborationtst wiew of & Block of four Jlasacs

. 42t b, expommded in 195-27, !!&'éweﬂerormuamuunﬂn Ohlang |
maﬁmmmwaamwmm . But, China

mmvmmmorm?. mmmmmwvw.
mwm.mmcmmmh&.n&um.mame
mmm oituation orvatod by Japan‘s tmmsion of Chines For Tretsiy
to treat the cituation in China wdsr thoss circwartances as if it were only

" & replay of the 1925-27 disaster s not nly to oredit Stalin with ami-

potanrca, It is to revoal one’s own Buropoan ontlock., And that is very
cantral to tho vhole thesis, Trotaky's outlook wis too Evropaan-ocsntared,

This is not to zay that Trotsky wme not a trus intermatiemsliet, lie
had sluays bean o world revolutSonary, fle hed nover towsd to rational ego~
tism, Bvasiar or Ruropedr. Indest, the question is not a pgesgrephisc question
£t all. It 35 retther Prwopsan nor Optental nor, for that matter, so much
a world qusetion, as & question of vhat is a self-devuloving subject, Thus,
“Srropesn-oentered” ix used here as & manifesiation of faiiure to grasp &
row galf-daveloping subjest that in this oaso turmed out to bo the (hinese

maseae, mainly peasants,

To further stross thiw omicial point, we must hold o tivhily tn the
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1uméaqydummﬁnauumnymgcmuwunw.mwpmﬂmumm
both fn ehiove he lived, the historis perted in wich he lvad, &d o uhiect
mmtter of his mcat @arieun theoretis stuiles, whidh sse Dyl in the mid-
19th oentury. ﬂﬂsﬂdmmﬂuuuﬁs%pwh!hnh&&mﬁmﬁuﬂm
m«-mmwammmmﬁcmt. an
&eu&uw.hwaenhﬁnmwdmm,mtoﬂy
m'cmatmhmmmmtm'.amm
- profietariat, bt also in the 16f0's et 30's shan bo begen to otuly Rusats,
.mhmmmmummmmm
mm-oumm. m.mmmmnmmmtm.m.
hhqmtomeMHmhnmwpnnﬂnnuafmmmﬂm!ahﬂmﬁ
mnﬂd:&wnah-wmn¢trﬂnnmw-nmﬂdunm The
seces attitods to the concarwte wifelduent of the dialoeties of 1ibmetsion
characterdtad Narx's wriCings on the histerie s3gniffoanos of thy friental -
oomme, daspotis or otdewiss, - m.m.mnwumorwmmmm
¢1a]0otioe” weor't eves for Murx or Isndn araly the udsrstending of & -
wﬂmn#inumwmyhtﬁuquﬂ&mofwmmmﬁnﬂm=mpudhhmu
- of 1ihwation, Frery Narxist natwrally aiws at that, hut sincs thare &s mo
umeliate L1l relationship betwoen the mubjestive and the ohjective, botwem
philseophy and revolution. Ginoe the tost oun only cowe in life iteelf, 4t
18 ane asturl reslAty in e period betwesn Lendr's daath ad Trvisky'e dexth,
ts which wo tumed tn exmeining the relationittp of palitioal theories and
Phiiloscphis omoepte, 3¢ the efalisx in Tootaky, Af 4t had nothing to do
vith any fallure "ts rotaon™ to Hegelian dialwoticy during the fimst (reat
Pivide in Marxisy, 1914, 4t did have everything to do with atwtrect ywwol-
utionism, the mathodelogionl enemy Lenin sin out v ha moved from
attaoks on the betmyors to eritioirn of in~-lacders, lotwithstanding

all the myriad of osnerete activitiss of Troisky, as of lukharin, as
individuals and great revolutionaries, the simpls, grd hap, truth is that
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the theory of permanent revelution did min_“ibutnct".

‘m-mr i3 not, and @;w. bs, in dislcetics "as puch,” The
prood is, and can only be, 11:1.1.1". Ard ﬂnlu'e the ﬂuoryofthopmmt

: rnolntim minm! al the end of hix e 'ahat 1t was when ks first mce’.l.vad
it, whilo abotmst molutlmz@hh fiom ceadng the trangZormsticn
of first vorkers' state intu a state-capitalict gooioty, TrotskySsts say
£ind quotations vhich "prove” that Trotsky “prefiotad” that suolel ravolutions
would bagin in the Eest rather thanin the West, or even specifically 4n
Chins, The uﬁh—upihlist‘tﬂmoy that fought Trotely's 1939 analysis
o.t‘ maah as & dosmm‘bod workers nttfe!‘o\md . 1919 quotutim of 'h‘u‘hllq
“on- ito.h-eapitalim. Bui'. n &rs not puy:lne; ﬁut.tmﬂ m. ml th:l.s s’
not & batﬂ.o or quotntims anrd of aooring debaters" po:\.nts. The aimle.

- haxd truth s that those quotatiens vere not what defined Tratqkyisa. Ard
Trotely hinself did not seck %o definyfe 1t in =0 vapid & manner, History,
and Trotaky vas alvays neasuring hinsslf against that yardstick, tells othier
wine, - ) | )

Theory: especielly originel Marxi=t thecry, is 2 hard teskmaster,
So insepareble is it from both reality end philoscphys so integral is it m
to the objective and the subjective, that no matter how or@m:!m.ny a re-

volutionary cne is and no matter how abiding the intuition, and no mtier
how prophetic the vision —- and surely there was no more brilliant prognostica-
tion that Trotsky's 1905 projection of a proletardan rovelutien taking place

1n backward Russis aheed of anywhore in the technologimuy advanced countries e !

g

and suffering of the negative,” Shorm of tha.t‘ Trotaky is compelled tiresomely

*.I
.;om suhatituto for t_¥sgel called “"the labor, the reriousness, the patience
R S

to repeats
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’ it I repaatedly returned to the developmnent and the zrounding theory

'of the per:-lianelxat revolution.... the paasa.niry ia utterly incaéabla of an
ndegondent political role."(lg) ' .
This is the very last theoretic writing we have from Trotsrky"s pun
‘a8 T.-fnrlcz War IT broke out upen a world changed by the Depression, the »ise

101‘ Faaoisru. tha sprouting of State Plans not only :Ln the "workera' stats,!

. put in +helprivata capitalist world of Nazism and Ja.panese militarism, on
\:
' \‘.tha one hand, and the national resistance in uhina to Japan's 1n\msion.

H
P

A thaory thus far removed. from the reallities of ‘the ago of mperial-
lsm &nd stats capitalism ha< to collapge’ of it.s own hollowness. Thaf; pre-

H‘:'s.e’h ay Trotskvist epigonss can swear both by Trotuky 8 theory nf permn-;

';ent ravolution and Meo's “Communes" orly ahows that waight‘as:; abatractﬁons

nd &h administratlva mentality would rather hold on to a8 stata-power than': -

"to Bntrust everything to the olqmental mass revolt,

Dialectics takes 1ts .own toll of theory and theoreticians.

(19) Stalin by Trotsky, p. 425




