| PART DO ~ ALTRHATIVES
Md«ut of all tho rmll..t:lnns mt. Lad dwalo;md ia the vake of
tho pmgum Rugsian Revolution, thg dwua of I.enin, and the power of
u'att.;ém nlpﬂ.hnn pm mm eupm:um s breathing qulooa
Bnt thi.s mz wi'f!ni.ont to ﬁm for Iong wordd oapitali.:a‘s ...vaant to
rec! \nnthltwtldinlmtnrwtho
'lam m:mﬂs mm 1n 1933, 4t wis oléer tiat
sl of gomethings Tis bighest
2&-0111‘.5 "hsnkurd" regions
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't b:-@é out‘of tho upiu:mt ltn.naiohold. shother 4n the foru of the brief
.‘-"Auau-hn rum.nm to auschiluss with Hitler, or in the great ait-downs leuding
1‘0‘ the crdstion ot 'bha cm i.n tho Uss uhothm- in the srel.t. gtrike in France
l.oh atopped J.nd!.geaom fapcign®™s first atteopt 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‘iﬂfkg
- H# t nali hint.orl.c forh of combining politics with econoniacs 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 whish a'.il demrat.ic forcen, inoluding Ararchists,

uu pnru.c!.plung é‘ _
me faot that none of the remluti.unarisu awong the t.hem-et.i.cinm. nof ,,

evan those who both opposed the Stalinists and hed no ﬂ.lun..cnl -ﬂ’"
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) rmlu‘u.omry mtars of & "Pcpuhr hvmt Govwmont".udo & now "phﬂ.oaophm
_. ‘ ‘r ut.qdy* h nes Ih!.nrnl. out of that pew form of workers® power at tie
- wu cloar ewugh miaifestaticn of the faot that the
thearetio w.u sucked in not oaly cepidtalist fosloguos hut revelutiozary
- lndu'u "’lou. ad tbut inrindes both the cu-lesdar with Lesin oftho
| Elldnmm. o fought Steiini:n, Lson Trotaky, Moo Taoetmm who xas
-ng‘md to power in Chins, put himsel? squarely within the
ﬁoa..at context of world Stalintsk, hod thought thet the
. m mﬁ.@d the factoriss dm-i.ag the vy heat of the
: ‘:alcim hml d.‘l.selossd A nev dialsotic of ubrmt:l.me Fone .
IR ié«h mk out & new rmtionahlp ct ‘ahmy to praouoa, of
| ' "-'.‘ phﬂnwwfrmuﬁon- .On the contrary, with the onthrsk of World hhr II. '
Lk 3 tho p*aon‘.l.!gh‘c tu- id.ch was gim by the Eitlar-Stalin mat. Trotsky uho
- had: Upu:t onr ‘a dedade wxposing B{.n.un'a bar!;‘z;.l of revolutions found no
nere 'Mﬂguaury" -logln to axpound than to eall for the defeare of

Bt:.‘l.:l.n'i ﬁi’ash. supposedly s¢ill Va workars® state, though degenerate,
i In a wnl. the theorstlical void in the Nerxist movemeat mince the
.duth 6f Lanin bad not been £illed, not for Jack of & 1ife and doath
struggle over Stalinte uswpation of the mantle of Lenin, nor for lack of
statistical etudies of the oconumy and roams of political theses,

" the void uxists because, from Leon Trotsky doun, the disputents 2ave failed

Rather,

to face up, either to the movements fronm bnlow: ;-to the ahatt&ring truth of
1enin's sartime break with his own phiiosophic past. Lenints dialectical

analysis of the relationship of monopoly capitalima to the collapse of the
Second Mmtemationel at the atbresk of the first world wur has keen reduced
to a set of cliches, while the mothodology he worked out for discerning
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on ﬂn:dm_lgnd. the Rew "lower and daepsr! forcaeg of revolution, and en
the other hmd. the ﬁﬁmt "adminigtrative nantality”, not to mantier the
Comuatst, fpaesioa for osaiag" (1) vtatn Belenevisa kea been hypastad
| lltegothm-. '

htimiﬁ.ud Prapc'!;y. t.ho Flen, the Jarty o thego vere the fotinkes
for wilol the workers of the world wore asiked ty lay dom thedr dives, In
our cpoch.,;‘m that Communist Ching bad duly verifisnd sa Marytstetoninipsw
the destgnation of Russia as & statomcapitalict sooisty, state capitalios hns
becona.m&tl.bloeliche. It was not nostfhooutbr«koribﬂa War IY whan

it would bays been made a decisive difference in the ltraf.og;r of world To-
_volution to ‘bave deaigmtﬁ Bugsia a3 an mtegﬂl rart of the new stefe of

E_L mu:u-t dovelopment, . ‘ §

m ltushn Ravt.‘l.nt!.on had urkod as grni:. a cu.vi.do in thsozy ap in
world hhtm-y For this enoch, the omcm pol.nt. iz not tho one of opponition
. betreon thon vho were active in the rwolutd.cn snd those who opposed it.
Tho crucial distinctlon’for us hre those within ¥ithin tho revelatiyn betwsen the
tvo men who led: I.nnin and Trotsky. They prepared t.hmdm Tory diﬁermtl;
to meet historic destiny November 70 1917, Both were Merxist revoluiinnaries,
Both were by then in a single arganization, It is true that Troisky had not
Joinad the Bolsheviics before the swmer of 2517 whiie during the long,hard
difficult years, froa 1903 to 1917, when Bolwhevik tondenc:y weu hemmerad out
48 an organisation. Trotaky fought it titterly, endlossly, raakleuly. but frou
the eve of OctobaR ti11 the death of Isnin, no differsnce betyann them impingod
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
8ignified a onencss of nethodology, of the relationship of philosophy to

@) Ianin selectad Works, Vol., vIII, p, 307
13232
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um ap mm 25 proceut, The youth of todsy, sdtorally sbsorbed with

wlim
rwoint:lnn Tha nﬁ-f botwu thaory aad pmotj.oe within theory itself roe
lmﬂrod 23 yoars htu- in the dhtmt caves of Yankne ILike a tidal wave
4% amn-am h nucult us {oday, i a wrld noala,

U (. ¥ a mrd. trylng o hew out & Do ro‘itﬂ.onship of theory to practise,
m doep 1nto the relaticnsbip between philsoophy and revolutisn, probing.
hhﬂﬂmnbmmmmw. wvith!nﬂtoon the peried of
e-gtml rﬂoluﬂnn or 5 fnduced Mondtursd revilution’ ts pivotzl, not for

A

éoavzty.,uuuty that they thought they could loave theozy ba,
L. np "dn rom‘.o". have loarned oas th!.ng ‘from the nbortod nearera«

‘mlabiou i;hu rarin of Heyy 29083 th-y van 10 more do u!.thout thoory than
‘ ' aalt-uuvitv. Ths faot tiat mo mv are at.tmui‘.ul to “ihe 'mought

J.i.ttle ﬂd book" -pu.ka volmmes ahout the theoretic wold that th:-utena i-.o
cmlr un nJJ. into 1t.

: 86!11!1"3 death did 14t an incubng freu our heads. The cpontaneous mass
cutbursts that have erupted in East Burope in the m3da1950%a did impel the
mlt_orﬂgmi philosopher of ouwr cpech, JoznePauwl. Sartre, to attempt &
unity betwesn Marxium and Existentislism, which he now calls but an ."mhw"
gl_%fm. whether or riot he suscesicd, whether or me- rust, instesd,
follow the movement to theory thet arose from practice in Erat Furepe, in the
ereation of a whole nev Third World, with the new black dimension, it is nece
essary to relate ourselves to confront what weat wrony withk the revolytions
st soured, the alternstive paths that were taken and the Ptheordes" that
gushed up to take the plsce of thoge of Marx and Lenin, Just &s it is

T VA THOE O R 2 £ TLWU AT W s STE A A Rsl T ¢ TUF RS T T

LTI
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imposgible to skip the stages of econcmic development, wo it is impossible
to skip tho movemant of thought; the philosophy of the 2ne lntellectuzl uho
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of a ﬂotsky or a Mao dmnds attention. never-
-tholul, Inoa.un :l.t u he 'nho uu the spokesman for very nearly & whols

o gmmﬂm. tho Lirpt poltur gmorztion which attaapted.
Y .,

at one and the sama
.to ba out snd 4n the Camunht Parto'. &l nut and 4n dialactic reason,
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 Chaptar TW'e_ Loon Trotsky as Thesretioian

RWINFRS

16 Haa,..of course, no acoident that the Great Divide in Marxiem
"‘-}“cause’d‘ by World War I and the collapse of the Second Internationsl sent Lenin
b:c_ck to Hegeiian dialectics, And that, 1ike 811 the other revolutdonary
Marxists o remained true to Internatiofliem, Protsky felt no such compulsion.
But it wonld be utterly ludicruous, the pinnacie of the abswrd, to draw from
o th_o. fcoﬁolm.‘g'.on that "Sf 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 andfroteky, and Vof course, they would have evolved the same dialoctic .WC\"" ’f!-',.v

pthodologys Trotsky was nob unmindful of dialectics. Ha took it for granteds
! trmined "inner";, somewhere in the black of his head, This, however, was.
*not’ subjectivian, (2) The objsctive vituwation had changed, yes. The £all of -

"

‘the Sscond Internationsl was a “'shock™, yes, But this did not seem to roquire -

hagie! ch&nggs in theory, much less in plﬁlosnphié_ "m:derpiminks" from
-tﬁoae who réuained‘ faithful to ljia;-:'.isx;;. A corollary to this seemed to be’
‘ Trotakj"s concept of intu:l‘r.ion:. “ﬁo grest work is possible without intuition—

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 philosophic moasure of the "Man of October! has yet to be taken,. There
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’ Hiuminate
the lack of subjectivity on Irotsiy?s part. At the heighi of the Moscour
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 irpvpcaieir amd was mpw merednm wrecking revenge. “But
Stalin was a revolutionaryi! 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. T place X no trust
whatsoever in this gossip. From his youth, Stalin was a revolutionist.
211 tho facts about his 1ife besr witness to this.  To reconstruct his
biography ex pest facto means to ape the present Stalin, who, from a
revolutionist, became the loader of the reactionary bureauvcracy."

13235
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nntura of, t.he bdividual.. Neithar theorotical education nor _pract.ical

" routino can replace the political insight which enables one to apprehend a
sitmt.ion, wolight it as a whole, and i‘orasaa the i‘uture. Te gift takes on
. decisive importance at a time of abrupt changes and bresks == tha corditiong

, of revilution, The events of 1905 revealsd 4n me, T beliove, this later iife,t (3)

Hintaver truth there 4s in this soroept, it cannot serve as a substituts

il
|
. ft

or following. atap by step, the dsvelopment, of Drotakyts most digtinctive con.
t?ihution tarﬂmd.sm t.ha theory of permanent revolution as it wms tesbed in
ﬁ y actual historical s:tuamna.

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

Rwolut.:!.on, Parv;(a had written:

"Ethe war ha.a started over Manchuris and Kuraa; but i{ has already
grown into a conflict over leadersadp in Bast Asia. At the next
stage Russials entire prosition in the world will be at stalcs; and
the war vill end in & shift in the politizal balance of the world
‘wes And the Russian Proleteriat uay w ell pley the role of the
vanguard of the socislist 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 was Trotsky’s 1905, & serios of articles written

in 1904 through 1906, climaxed by the theses, Summaries and Prospectives, which

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




~Ba
came out .pf.; the actual 1905 revolition that raised the pkognosis to tho

Mk 1T By b vt

.t level of theory. It can rightly be considered original in this development.

LRI IS

;,‘ The 80-page essay on thé'vangua.rd role of the proletarist, the subordinate rolo

‘.". s ;,‘.: of the peasantry and the 1nterrelationsh'.'lp' of Russia with the European Re-

R T

&

voiution !_:eca.mé the subjuct of controversy with Stalin who r;-harged Trotsky with

\“

Py

Ty

cw ’[ tunderestination of the peasantry." Let us resd the muin theses as Trotcky
7 binself wroto tham; ()

"In a countw aconomica].'ly more backm‘,rd the proieteriat may

come. tc .powar sconer than in a countdy cepitalistically advanced
ewe Marxisn 48 gbove ¢l & method of analysis =- not an nnalysis
.of teucts. but an a.nslyaia of gocial relations ...

E -Wa hn.ve ehown above thet the objective premises of socialist re-
volution: have slready been created by the eoonomit. dewveolopment of
‘the’ advanced cnp:l.tal:lst countries ..y

'Hany ol.ements of the working masses, especially among the rural
population will be drawn'into the revolution and for the first
time obtain political organization only after the urban prolef-
ariat has taken the helm of gova:-nmant.

ort from the Bwopean proletariat the

- WU -elass of Russia cannot remzin powsr and cannot convart
its: (e into prolonged cocialist dictatorabibess ON
- the there is no doubt that & SouiAlist revogution in

s ﬂmmmnmlmmmm SRY AP D DT

the West would allow us_to Lurn the temporary supremacy of the. i
working clasg dirsctly into a Soc st dictatorshin ...

(4) Though rather scattered, most of Trotsity'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 Revelution by
Leon Trotsky, collected and trannlated by Mo Odginme (b)) The
nost important are quoted by Irotsky in context of 1917 Revolution,
as Appendices both to the History of the Russian Revoluidon. (c} As
developed in telationship to the 1925-27 Chinese Revolution, See

3 ‘trotsky, Problems of the Chinose Revolutions these reappesr and are
. updated in his Introduction to Harcld 15aacs, Tase Tragedy of the
—— Chinese Revolution (1938 3d.) (d) e whole theory is summed up
N ' as a totality in the pauphlet, The Permanont Revolution, which
includes a special Preface to the American edition 31930} {e) A

B new Restatoment == the final word wo have from Trotsky's pen =-

N . the unfinished biography of Stalin hss an Appendix “Three Conceptis
.o of the Russian Revolution."

Rt S

SR
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v "It 18 the purpose of every Socinlist party to revolutionize tha
1 ‘ minds of the working class in the aame wey as development of O8pm
e 7+ italism hes revclutioniged social relatione ..o THe solossal
S L irfluence of the Russian revolution manifests itacif ip kil ing

- pirty routines, in destroying Socialist conservation, in making.
& clean conteést of proletarian forces against capitalist. reaction
: - & question of the day ... dn Fastern revolution ishues the Wostern
Y .+ 'proletarist with rovolutioniry idealivm ard stinulaten its desire
o to speak ®Rusalant to its fops, .

B Thoge are the main theses of the theory that becsme famous as the theory
' of the permanent revolution as they were expounded in 150506 and repeated
..:;byquj-;_gnci‘.:oie:- and oun- again for nearly 35 long _y:e'u'a,
'd;%:':'t‘l;a':;éﬁt\'_éf'njotslqy'a‘li.t‘e. Taeoretically, his whole life can be said to
:' series of postscripts to thse 1905-06 thesess It 43 not tdthout

significa.nce, however, that Trotsky had maver uged it as a :‘aunélat:t‘ph‘fqr

bu:l..ld:l.ng aitérxio;ncy or a group,

that it nowhers entered the soene in 1917, dnd
- i‘rom the vary start of the strug.gla‘.ﬁiih"stahnm, the choice of theoretic
':weapon J-the ti:eory bf parmanent revolution .- was Stalin's, not Trotskyls,
% thot_xgl; the latter 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, above 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,

day. What was in dispute was the role of the masses,

Not in Lenin’s

Since thesaey in the

. majority, were peacants, Lenin considered all talk of revolution that didnét
spell out their role as Mabstiract!y 'sonorous',. epty,”

A Trotsky had alwsys claimed that on the question of the peasantry and

the agrarian revolution in general, he had always since the autums of 1902

been a “pupil" of Lenin's, This became the theme, especially after Leninis

death. Ghatever were Stalin's motivation)for singling out the "underestimation

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

that 1s to say throughe

T ATy et L Sl AT o . AT it i .
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'h-ota!q. th.a t.rut.h as that mtslqr's concept of the psasantry was carta.’mly
\

- not ono of n self-dwelcp!.ng subject, It iz this that _speake a groat desl-
" '.l.ouﬁer ‘han any Stolinist slander, Tt 45 this vhich is pivotal to the

PP RS TS B

disloctd.c ot twolutﬂ.on, not only in Russ‘.'.n. but in China, not only in 1205

R A

o or 1917, but An 1927 and 1937, It is this uh:lcn doﬁnes Ugbstract revolution-
m“ that. Ipn.tn consldered the mothodological onmw aftar Jwar as before. in

Sy

d.cd'mt as ﬁ.n wvietery and for whioh he triel aketohing out new poﬂ.nts of de=
pa,rtm'e fm' thaorv. ahou]d the conhnmtd.on of October on & uor.ld stale emorge,
"ﬁm ekﬂ.ng ra'mer thnn vin Ber'lin." And because this is ceniral r.iso to our

Ty e T Ll

'ge. m‘mubt follow, step by step, Trotsky®s own views. &

Yo sav that in m 1905 concept "the rural popuhtion w1l obtiadn politioul -

z

"jorgmization ;anl., after tho u:-ban proletariat hea “taken the ha.'l.m of governaent.s

In 1909 ﬁ‘otalw urote that "B.'ccal" eriticiem is the historical curse of the
-peasa.nt mcvaf:ant ses NG was on the cirmmacrihad political :Lnte]ligencs of

- the psauant 'uho. whiile in his v:lJJ.aga plundered hls landlurd in order to seize
h.tz land, but than, dacked out in a soldier?s coat, shot down the vorkers. that
the first wave of the Russian Rovelution (1505) broke." A4s late as 1930, he
quoted thia statanent,. not as aomet.hing that hed outlived itself with the
rmlutiona.ry peaemt participation in the 191? Revolution, but as nomot.hing

" that still held truc:

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 revolt" 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 sky duly notes that the whole history of that land is one endless
_series of peasant revolts, but then not enly refuses to grant them sociallst

consciousness, but even national conscicusness: "Agra.rian backwardness always
(5) History of the Ruseian Revolution (p. 407) 13239




wlle . .
g gcas hn.nd in hend with the. absence of rosds ... and the absence of national

canaciousneas ot

) o © Trotsky disvegards
1937 az-r:l.ves. Japan mndea Chim, [tiro, who cleims 'bo have established

"puu.nt. Soviats“ and certainly has a Red .ln:w. and reitm-ates:

Vv o he pammtry. the Largost numerically and the most abomir.od.
. . backwsrd, and oppreasad class is capable of local wprisings and
" g partisen warfare but requires the leadership of a more advanced.
A and centraliged claes in order for this sttrugele to be elevated to
0« 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 situation. ﬁ‘otslw holds to his position, that,
"no matter how revolutionary the ralu’of the peavantry may bas, it can, nqverthe-

leas.' not be an independent role and even less & leading one."

The real division. not between '.Ik-otslqy nnd Stalin, but betwaen 'n'ct.aiqr
and Tenin wss the attitude to the masses, be they peasant or proleta.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

t “democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and peasaqtry" has outlived itself,
that from then on struggle was to be for the dictatorship of the proletariat.
i On the contrary, the masses were Reason even after the proletariat won powar,
Lenin still insistad that until the revolution envelops the countryside and
the poor peasants —- their land committees -- held destiny in their hands, the
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rmlut:\.ori;muld not really have vompleted itscis,

K Lon:!.n“a mathodology wau alvays that.of looking at the RASHE - bu they-
prolatur.tan. peanant or oppreassd mtionnlit,y - ag salf-devaloping subject,

In tha daric da,ya of World War I,, as we 8av, when the proletariat me slaughtel
1n.g :lt.e:alt acrosa nationel boundary lines, he saw this in the gtrugple of
mll nat:!ona far eelf-dotem:l.mtiom "Thy Dialecti.crs of histery is much
t.haf. m...l nations, powerleaa a3 an indapendent factor in the struggle against
.i.nparialisrn, play a part as one of the ferments, one of the becilli which
helﬁ_ ﬂze g_e&_i_l.__power againgt impar:l.alism to come on the scene, mmely, tha

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

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

tho Ruus:lan "Revolution did not mean, t.ha* aelf-detemimtion was no longo:-
npplicable. stali.rx's “rudness" and "disloyalty" during Lanirx‘s hi‘etime vas
to ‘ba seen prec:l.aely in his Great Russian chauvinigt at*itlﬂe to the natlonal

minorities. the Georgiana especially. Ads I.en:l.n lay dying, he entrusted the.
struggle against Stalin on the quastion of national minoritias to the hands
of ﬁ'o..slw. But, as was chara.ctarist...c of Ii'otslcy thiroughout hiz life. he

once again went in for "coneiliationism® (7)

(%) Lanin, Collected Works, Vol. XIX, p. 308

(7)  "Coneiliationien' is a word Lenin had used to describe Troteky's
position when he was ocutside of both the Bolshevik and Menshivik
grou ps attempting to bring about Munity". 1In 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 unfurl the banner of struggls againat Stalin at the twelfth
| r:ong}éss of the Russian Party as he had promised mir; he would do.

Erovj.ously. An 1920 he did vote for Leni.n“s Theses on the National and
Colonial Quostinn. But again, as en the wiole question of d:-.alectica.
ﬁ'otalq maroly "tooh it for granted" without ever daveloping 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 thet i.he

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

whemho was rorced to do so by the eod.gancies cf 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 det‘end.’mg. That thesis baced 1tself
djrecﬂ\y- on Lanin‘s position.

The nub of the question is not the authorship of any thesis bub ite
content. Lenin fali'. & new departure in theory was called fer because & new
Subject" had come out of 1life., The "Subject” == self-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 the proletariat of the most advanced countries, the backward
countries may pass to the Soviet, and arter 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 stataments

came from a man who had spent decades Tighting the Nerodniki (POpulists) of
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his own country, people who had mointained that Russia could skip the‘capital-
“int at.ége or‘_dsvalepmmt.' 8

‘ Just as Kehru: thought that throagh the Panchyat (village couneil) India
" can go directly to aommm, go the Narodniicd tkouvght Russia could do that

. through the mire, I.enin fought them bitterly and won the theoroticsl dehate.
' _Eiaiéry ha_k certainly upheld his judguent,

.‘/

Onl‘,y something very ﬁmda.mentaa. 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. also of -

mtd.onal struggles in the imperia list epoch. 'Ihﬁ.i‘-dlyv the new dimenslon of
color in the Orient, in Africa and in t.‘-ne U. S. (A5 e totality they concretized
the “Subject"

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

of capitalism and the specific stage of national revolutions that impelled
Lenin, oever since the Irish rising of Easzter Weeelr, 1916, 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 capitai~

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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‘” adv-n.ﬁﬁ'bd 6.o'unt.rie's could and woulci come to the"nid of thair brothers in the
i t&cbnologicany under-dsveloped countries. 9

As m 860, thi.! puge of (‘.omintwn hﬁstcry wae lost, not onl;!' by Staiin

was loat. by rotaky. not out of "sub,‘]activism“. or "miaquotatinn" Ko, the

_:tar.son gaaa much, much deaper. :lhat 1.: how he road I.enin. Thet is what ha

) Natﬁre ‘ tho Russis.n Econom

.r

§ Bécipée gach generation of Marxists must restate Marxisn far itself,
and the 'j:ro;)f of its Marxism lies not eo much in 1ts Yoriginality" as :'Lr.
. its "a.ctuality": that is to say , whether it met the ch.allﬁnga of tha_:}zaw
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 Trotsky!s
analyses which proved correct and thus laid the foundation for the continuity
of world revolu'bion. That is,of course; true and 1t is here where e can
trace the different methodological 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 contradiction
(95 Ibid, p. 2n2
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tho.impulso to forward movement would arise. Trotsky, on the other hand,
confronted with a new stage of world cap.‘..talian and the phonomenon of Sta.l:ln-
iam -— pot stalin as a parsomliw who was so 'rulo" and Udigloyal® that

- Lea.tn asked for his remwal. but as a politicel tendency which had state

powar, eeonomic Power, a monolithic PSTLy « So dorig &8 no new stage of
ocoaomio development had n.r: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 &

: 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, muoh

leau to any conviction that Trotaky had been right all along in proposing ‘
'ootal s'bat e planning. By the end of the first fivo-yaar plan, in 1932 1L hed
booome qu.tto clear ‘that the whole world of compet:‘tivo capitalism had eollapsed.

‘Ib.e Depression had so u.nderminod t.he foundations of srivate enterpriseh,throm _

so mar\p- millions into the unemployed army, who, in tzen, threatened the very
aﬁ.s’oan e 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, raintain
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 conferencos had not
only been abolished, but even the trade unions themselves had been incorpora-

5;'1&&-1%&1’-
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t21 1a tue state) (13) — ware set sads Staliaist Rusls davialate as
2 wrkes mtommdogmw. mtﬂtgow thcbuwofmpu!ﬂy
Whaﬁpouceua mﬁnuhm:ewwweatmﬁnm
a resxlt of his “istricdtive Dumtise,” Dough such consentration oo dige
tribation Med bem repeated by Kerx 08 exfereconvarptionist, Trotry used pro-
MMM hﬂMﬁWhﬂd&tW'&h-
mammmwmanmmu.uutwmwm
mms\mwhmsmwumm-umhwaem
mmmmmnauﬂcmuwmmmum
mmmmmmmam«rmmm- ae
uww.mhﬂmmmmmmmawwmmmmm
-mn-ucmormmmmﬁ L

\msi-wm@tuﬁmtmsomua”wmr Beve are his
oW wrdss ‘ ) :

"o firat conneptation of the metna of produadisn in the

s of ¢ state to coose An history wap achieved by the pro-

letariat With the mottod of sosial rovelutigey oo at not by capitale

15t with the pothed of tructificetisn,® ()

where Lanin bad fought hor! Againss, transforsing tho reniity of the
early wekerst state 1nto an abstracticn which hid tho hurmicretic deformations,
aven then, Trotsky wpent ell the rest of his life iransforming the stalintst
state into an Abstrestion whish blizded hia to the sctusl trensformition iuto
opposite. ‘here Lanin wmrned that o workers® otite wes & traasitiomal state

(10) Euntn'adty. Trotaky w3 the 52 who proposed "lm-g,.ne" the
rade Unions into the Workers® state, Zee my amiyels of that

crunial debato in Mgrxigs ond Frescoss Lpe 194260
(11) The fewolution iotrayal, pp. 2478
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sl could ba Grazaitional “either to socialice oo 2 Fetura backwaris to
‘capitaling®, Trotuyy iatted any warnirg akout & possiile resteration of
cepitalize %on tho inctallaent plan® to the restorativn of grivaty capitsle
Im, Naither the fa0t tart the woriers bod lost 1l thalr eontrol over proe
,dwt&mwmwm-mu.w%hmtmtmnhmwmthn-
salves 3ad bHoon iacorporatsd mummaumtmmmmt tatt the
nosns of prodiwmotion were increasing at the mpense of the mecns sf cunsmmption
Smeliy a2 vxder private oapitzZiss would move hix from making miatificd
MW&!M ﬁm&m»»m: Wrkore! stajiee

© - Like 533, fetiahizms o fetistien of wtats property hiladed Trosaly
fron m:m the cowse of the comtererrralution in the relaticns of

wm T hﬁmum af the comterarevclution against Ootobor,
the Stalinist Cﬂsti.hthn. 'n'otdv vigun! nerely as mﬂ:lnc that first
sapcates $he politicnl premise for the tirth o & mmmnahg ahu._" As
4f classes waro born from pulluul.m“l The mbra Keexlin purges only
proved 5 Troteky that "Seviet svaisty orgnn.tm:ll.y tmdu wnrd the ojectian
of the bureaucrsoyd” Beosuse to him, Stalinist Russis wes stili a ygrkers?
state, he thought that the Moscow Trials weakenod Stalinisn, ' Actudily, they
aonsolidated Ats rule am prepared it for "the preet Patriotic Wrt o- .orld
Wr Il

trotalcy would epack of the possibility of & resioration of capivnlist
rolationc, but it wes always soanthiag Shat gisht heppen or wpuld happon, but
not @s sprovess crclving Mbsfere owr very emst, (12) evolving in the startling
TET rakoveky, next to Trotsky, the mont isportaat leadar in the

Left opposition, had plrased it uheae the first weve of leecders

of the laf't oppositlon had cspituiated %o Stalln just asz scon

a3 he did edept this fivewywar plar: =The capitulators refuse to

conpider what stepe auwst be adoptod in order that industriclize-

tion an! cellectivisaticon do not brivg about rosulis cpposite

to thote expocte ... Thoy lmve out of consideration the main
guostion: hat changes will the Five=Yoar Flan brins altout 132 4,?

in tho ch$ reln%gg in tho covatry." (.splen vpposition
iullatin #7, Fe

B N N e R v e
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but not-altogethar unforeseun fora of state capttaliem, (13) The Hovewsnt

- from lonopo:ly to gtate capite.n . was, roreovar s world p*henouemf trotalv
‘'danied the taot. Ho re,jected tho theory, .

‘ 1

‘nu atrugglo aga.’umt Btzalinizm had the ::lr of aa:l.t-dufouno. howeve vy,
not bmnse :I:notaiw wms subjociive thout his oun status of leder of t.ho
Rnnhn Pm’.’.utinn.. but bmusp bgootivg,z ho saw uoth:l.tg Zundementslly new
-a.n ih-ld eupi.‘hlisf. duvalapuant. It hed- ai:q:ly baome mars decadent, nnd '.t.n
:!.tl Mecth’ as'om?" had uittui fucim and, though ”po‘.'....tioll‘la" Btulin hnd
bouuo_;.u qr!.l;‘ gthh hhd mt ”tmdanmtnny" changed tho oqozmic ro.‘l.aﬂ.ons
“tn nunh: nﬂ.onl:l.s.zod property remained intaot; - Fottitng had c‘mnged for
Tmtl&y u!me f.ho decade of 1014-1921& - excopt the lsa.dm-zhip. stﬂiu wes '’
the- "orgauisqr of defeatu" ~= 2nd he, B-otnky. cou.'!.d organf.r.e vs.ctoriw; ‘

2155 'ﬁ' n- baok: as 18?2, (the French odition of "a $ta1), Marx ha.d
predicted that the loztcal developrant of the lew of the cone

. ceatigtion and cantraldcation 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 atrossing ihis time: thet thereby fospltaliumm
could not be regarded any 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 1t also sppsars 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 becoms & reality, There i3 no tirning back either
to freo competition or to the domination of trusts, syndiocates,
and other kinds of socisl. ancmalies, 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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his 12 not nesnt sarcastioally, He curtainly ws & Jevlar of the
enly vigtorios proletarian revedstion in bstarg, Whethor as Cradsvan of
mmwammmm,mmmmmxm
. morrattion, m«matamw, wtotmmmu, ﬁntwlw
mmammmmuﬂmm
Sorals, Comiscy of Yer, ar Forvign Minister, histery Ml nct dwy him
s vistories,

RFot 40 is not the et of & Muxist theorwtdoisn, lnM
m.azuwwumtmmmormmm
no satter Wt it Seoeiled, Oh)uummms&mm,
ummdmhmmmam'mt.wm ’
'mmmmmmwtmummtmdqﬁu.-
m-&w 140ce the rations opposing tmverislise. Mnd, Dewing
from thi3 relationditp, the working out of 8 noy relationship betwecn theory
8 rd praotics, ' ‘ o

" Pooanse these factors did not domirate Trutsky's snalyils, his
critisim, though constant, of Ftaliniss, revlved minly sbot huresucrate
g ard the adventuristic “tsmpo® of Stalinist intustyialisntion. Thercly
he teacws &n actual prisuer of the Stalinist Plan. No wonder that, in
the process, the very cnoapt of soclalisn we vednoed to fe concept of
TH) Ite fivst aralyris of Rusvis as & state-ospitalist seisty,

aoel on an origiml study cf the Threo Fiveslmar Fleng as

wall ag the political deviaticons, was ooplated &n 2641, and

publtM tw w8 in L Dabe lwlp Jan, and Feb,
1942, S¢s aloo discussion artivle X handed 4n whn I

of toth the glate capiialist tendency &nd Mercist-hminiss are
4n deposit ¥ith Wayne State Univarvity letor Lilvery. Ths
faye Donayevekasa Collection,
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a2l=
stats plan, Trotsky's dantals rotwithstaniing, e preef of ids 18 tn
rwammummmmmmm
of the Spreth Interrntioml on “Imparialist War ard Prdetariz Revelution,”
*Io toon one's teak en the mtiomalisatiss of thoe wenns ef
nﬂnﬂnmﬁcmﬂmumﬂefiw. it doez pot
onite the vell=baing of the maecs, 15 tustumoant o scieno-

wmmur«mumumnmmﬂmut
40 fopascitle to 1ivd without wils and & voof,"

R o Sl I E GO AR TRP R T W A 5000, " el wp L

| The “Nea of Ootebar™ corildn't kave S8llen sy Sawper 1tn the wire of
mmmmuwmmm.waw
mmmmmmmmmmmw
dustoon = mmmammm mmmmnr“-
.mmmmmmnmwmwu.mg
wambmmmmmuammm
thiip, mwamormmmwmmmw-m
m.m'.mormmmmmwmmmwm
uqoﬁmﬂwotmﬁmlmm‘mtmjmn

“Theory of Stalin-Biharin tesxrs also the netional revolutim .

¢

LI e TN S e ) ST S B AT O, POy AT 1 P,

The workerg® gtate”, inevitably got reduced to a gqueriion of Lasdarehip,
flore 18 how he expreased 1t in his Diary, 19350

“After his (Relkowsky's) capitulatisn thure is nolxdy left aoe

- and still T think that tha work in which I mn enpagsdd 3% now,

deapite its ingurficient and tary rature, iz the most

thﬂdnwyme. Hore important thon that of 1917,
More iaportant than the puriod of the Civil Var, or any ather,




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

.. uhmmmmmumofmumdmmmg
Sub.‘hcl %o his conocapt, ray, mmttwmlmm. malndm:mt
dﬂrtﬂm&oq&uﬂmoflndouhiptoﬂwlmlofw.
vting this to Lenins ,
muu'smummwummmm

to exist oadrve ...umﬂmmwgm&umnm
. W.Mtes&uﬁm-mspﬂnr the medhinidz of the party

it h?l.'b-

rmmmmtmummwor Lenin’s philosophy sas pot.
Deapite, in his 1903 conompt (16) of vanguar ;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 masues.” 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! Spenttuneots S TmAnIEr L Thar®

Frolatariat to tha Vanguard Farty.” Payxian snd Fregdos,
PPe Yr7-193
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mtdmtﬂﬁngwiﬂqmoﬂﬂsmu—lmﬂm The FAL not onliy make:
Mhhmmh,lmhhmﬁmho, tat otates that, A the

ammumnﬂmmwmam,mmngu
mvﬁlmtiumnm Nu&.im;dﬂ.

S
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Trolaky, an 2o other hand, continned to epesk of o “hrmaturity”
of the prelstariot: “Mo statagic task of the next perded = a pracrovalciione
,wmormnum,pmgm'mmmm—wmanm
mmmm-mwofobwmmmm»
d.mmmmmwormmmnuudmw o
-mmm.m mummmmmmvm
m.m:m.s. mm.mmam«mmm.
cmltm&‘b&et e Fourth Mnummamtmthamdm

m&nmﬁ'smm-ahndbemmuawotws“wb.u
ﬂmmﬁnﬁ cmtmotﬁumn-ﬂ: mtmummm- "“tha world

political situation as a vhole is chiefly charactssized. Wh:lnwrml oﬂm&s
of the Iudaﬂh:p or the prolatariat,”

mmmfoﬁormgmummmmmmomw.
The atrtmetion, MMMM'MM' mhhaammu
helpad tho enauy, the Stalinist cowter-revalutisn onos 3t obtained the
gbjeative hagis for badng - Russia’s statified, eploitative sconoay. The
ﬁm digeriented a wholo panomation of Mayxists.

The dunlity betioen the concept of world revelution and thet of de-
fanse of Stalinist fussis, botwaen sooialimm as & clasclees sociely thet
can only realice iteelf as & world sooiaty and sooialismenslicnalized
property isolatal (vom the world evanamy, betweosn werkere as tho vanguard

and workers thet needed to sutmit to the militarisation of labor,
Party as lesdsr of the proletarian revolution and l'arty se ruling over
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m'mmmmam—mmmmtm, uwmpm
n.mmmwmmmmmmammu-

utdan and the spacifio subject sbo constitutsl the mirAly of "the xaswas"

whon (it bappenad o b peasmnt rather then prolstariat, It is time to
drow the theoretic tiroMs together €3 philesopy qofl rovelutden,

Jugt as that “fixsd paridoular”, state property, substituted for any
alatoration of & new universal, regasding Russis, 9o the dctermimation of
what wns now in Crie 4n 1937 wea toried in the c14 oategary Hhat Jeo vas

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

. that ha expomie in 105-27, Meo's nuw offer of oellaboratien with Ohtang |
maﬁmmmwdamwmm . But, China
mlexmmmoum. mmmmmwm«m
Wwoﬁmﬁu.mm:mmhﬂ.-ﬁnm.mdﬂm
MWM sitvation m by Japan®s irwvasion of (hina, For Troteky
umemammmmmmmmuunmmm

'nr@lwofmal‘ﬂs-ﬂdimtuhmtmbcmﬂtsuunum ani=

potarca, 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 intermatiensliet, lie
had sluays bean o world revoiutSonary, fle hed nover towsd to rational ego~
tism, Bvasiar or Ruropedr. Indest, the question is not a pgesgrephisc question
£t a1l. 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 thia oaso turmed out to bw the (hinese

meseos, mainly peasants,

To further stross thiw oricial point, we must hold o tivhily tn the
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uwmQaqyduwmi»aunmuymgcwuwuuv.mﬂmmamwmm
waAnemshemma.uamumﬂnmmmsauﬁmﬁmzmd.uﬂﬁunmuﬁ
matter of hio mat eriews theoretis stuiles, which wso Byglud in the mid-
I9th ostury. Tads 434 rot, boverer, step hitm Sron hadling ta Tasping
munmmwdmmmmamu an
&eu&uw.hwaenhﬁnmwdmm,mtoﬂy
.sso'cmmnnuhmmmmtm'urmm
- prolietariat, but also in the 16f0's et 30°s sha ho begen to otudy Rusats,
.mhmmmmummmmm
mm-oumm. Rgor,. mmmmnmmmtm.m.
uhqmtoqmamumMnmwpanunnuarmmmﬂm:auamﬁ
mwﬂd1&wﬂﬂh-wdetrﬁnhmwlﬂmﬂduM& The
seces attitods to the concrete wfelduent of the dialoeties of 1ibmetson
charactertiad Harx's writings on tha histerie signiffoinoe of thy orienal -
ocrmme, daspotis or aterwise, - m.m.mqmmawam
anim wontt ever for Marx or Imnin woroly the undarstarding of & - ’
wﬂmq#inNMmuyhmﬂuqudmmofﬁM&mﬁnﬂm=dmadnhﬂu
- of 1ihwation, Frery Narxist natwrally aiws at that, hut sincs thare &s mo
umeliate L1l relationship betwoen the subjestive and the objective, botwem
philseophy and revolution, Ginoe the tost oun only cowe in life iteelf, 4t
18 one asturl reslAty in e period tetwesn Lenin's doath and Troiaky'e desth,
uuwmunmmdsnmmumgmiuMMmmuormnnmzmmunam
Phiilosphto omoepts, 1 Bue €faltex 1n Trotakss 4f 1% hat rothing to do
vith any fallure "ts rotaon™ to Hegelian dialwoticy during the fimst Creat
Pivide in Marxisy, 1914, 4¢ did have everything to do with atwtrect ywwol-
utionism, the mathodelogioal enemy Lenin sin out v ha moved from
attaoks on the betryers to oritiocirn of do~lyaderg, lotwithstanding

all the myrisd of asherete activitiss of Troisky, as of ludarin, as
individuals and great revolutionaries, the simpls, gnd hap, truth is that
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the theory of parmanent reveolution did min_"ibutnct".

The ;-anr i3 not, a‘nd‘ oa.;mot b2, i d!z‘.‘iectic: “as puch,” The

proof is, and can gnly be, 1n1.1.ft. Apd mufe the thooryef&opmmt

: rmlntim remunod al the end of hiz e '&hat 1t was when hs firss mcedwd
1t, vhile abstract mlutimi@hh from ceodng the trensZomeiion
of first vorkers' state into a state-capitalict gooiety, TrotskySsts say
find quotations waich "prove” that Trotsky “predioted” that svoisl Tavolutions
would bagin in the Eest ruther thanin the West, or even speciifically 4n
Chins, The uféto-upitlldst‘tmdmoy 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'. tra &rs not puy:lne; ﬁut.tmﬂ m. ml th:l.s s’

not & batﬂ.o or quotntima ard of aooring debaters" po:\.nts. The aimle.

basd truth 4s that those quotaticns were not what defined qum. Ard
Troteky hixsalf did not seck to definyfe it in ‘so vapid a manner, ‘Hs.,stpry..
a;nd 'rmtulq' was always meacuring himeslf azainst 131.83. yardstick, tells other~ -
wise, -~ ’ :

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 4s and no matter how abiding the intuition, and no matter

how prophetic the vision —- and surely there was no more brilliant prognostica-
tion that Trotsky's 1905 projection of a proleterian ravelutisn taking place

An backward Russia sheed of anywhere in the t-achnologim]]y advanced countries - !

*.I
.;om substitute for what ¥sgel called “the labor, the seriousness, the patience

and suffering of the negative.” Shom of that, Trotsky is compelled tirucn:ély

to repeats
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K! . " I repeatedly returned to the development ard the zrounding theery
of the psr:-n;ane;it revolution.... the paasani;ry ia utterly incabable of an
niagendent political role."(l9) - ‘

This is the very last theoretic writing we have from Trotsky‘s pun

‘a8 T.-fnrlcz War IT broke out upen a world changed by the Depression, the »ise

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

!

. put in +helprivata capitalist. world of Nazism ard Ja.panese militarism, on
\:

H
P

' \‘.tha one hand, and the national resistance in uhina to Japan's 1n\msion.

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

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

';ent ravolution and Meo's “Cornmunes" orly ahows that waight‘as:; abatractﬁons
nd & administra.tlva mentality would rather hold on to 8 stata-power than' .
"fo entrust everything to the elamantal mass revolt,

Malactics takes its .own toll of theory and thecraticians,

(19) Stalin by Trotsky, pe 425




