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U0 2" HURRAHFOR BISLERI. 0 .o -0

*. - _'Gerhert Eisler wes fremed by the.U:S. Gov't. as-an.atom spy, cherged by Congress
with comtempt, eand after a jriod of imprisonment on Ellis Islend, indefinitely kept
legal prisoner here on & band of $23,000." Since Eisler had Communist vork to do in
Germeny, the U.S. Gov'ty hoped it was killihg two birds with one stone by not allow-
ing him to leave, end by using hihias e war~hysterin scapegost.-sside from collect-
dng money &nd a motley crew of lawyers, the CPUSs did little to fight. for him. But he -
fought for himself and the imericen people. He carried his fight to e logicel devel-
sopment when he flaunted imerica’s "legal" fascism end -escaped “illegally”. i

)

3 We say -- hurreh for Disler! He thought anc fought as e Communist, not as a
“lewyer. Thisy, of course, was a great’shoek to many ;mericen CPlers as well &s to his
‘own left lawyer, Carol King, who commented: 'This leaves Eisler''in en ebsurd light."
“fpperently this shyster believed thet Bisler was merely a vehicle with which to swell
#the glory of Carol King's legal career. is Tor meny CP members, they gasped: "He
jumped buil! That's not legall It's not keeping faith!" Didn't Eisler have faith
“in the capecity of the CPUSa %o conduct en effective struggle? VWasn't there some way.
“of safeguarding the $23,000% He told Richerd Yaffe that this money and more would
“heve been wasted on futile eppeals. ' ' :

Eisler rightly believed that the legal sspects of his case were only a farce end
-thet all the appeals in the world could not free him without a mass political struggie,



a struggle the CPUSA evidently could not afford. So he fought the American imper-
ialists himself. It is to be hoped that the speed and encrgy with which the British
Communist Party end people sprang to his defense will be rewarded by his victory anad
ours against the American imperialists.,.

Az for the CPUSa, it "liberally" pointed out i’at he was being unjustly perse-
cuted. The only thing it forgot to editorialize was its stend on his action. This
it cleverly evaded,but no cne reading the editorial "The Persecution of Bisler" (D.W.”

May 16) could say that the CP: &PPLOVQd and appiauﬂed Eisler's escape. They'were)oi G

course,careful to separate themselves from it. "Joseph Starobin in D.W. (kay 18).
wrote: "as for Eisler's -associates, he had none. Ile had many friends, whom he did “
not teke inte his confidence evidently because he did not want to complicate their

ovm problems." It is wonderful how well the psychological jargon befits the CPUSX f.i

whose problums are so dlsconnected from Eisler’s.

 And while the Brltluh Party holds dewonstratlons out31de of Eisler's Jall the ™
CPUSA has still to hold one. Why? They are afraid "to complicate their owm prob-
lems", they are staying on the Right side of the LAW, (as well as on-the Right side

of Marxism-Leninisn), and they really think EFisler did "complicate" their"problems." -

Evidently the CPUSA believes such actions as Eisler's should be 11m1ted to the movies.,.

Certainly the CPUSA finds it embarassing that some Communists lack faith in
money, fund drives, lawyers, and legalities as the solution to the class struggle.
Eisler's action was not only "a supreme crificism of american 1life today" as Sturobin
wrote, but also of the CPUSA. It is because he broke bourgeois legal limits that the
CP dared not laud his escape, but coafined itself to restating the fact that he was
being politically persecuted.

In the first issue of Spark, April 1947, we wrote: "The case of Gerhart Eisler
was the prologue to an American tragedy. The absence of a real fight.to free Eisler
signaled the U.S. Gov't. that the curbtain could rise--the play begin.” In this
article, "Free Eisler--Defend the Legality of the CPUSa", we pointed out that the
CP had not fought for Eisler, that it was afraid to bring it v in trade unions fcor
"fear of splitting the trade uniomns..." Vhen the members of the P.R. Club (Expelled)
organized the first Bisler Defense Meeting in the country, the CP did its best to
sabotage that meeting and was able to prevent Mrs. Lisler from speaking as planned.
Two years later, the Party still does not attempt any mass action on Elsler’s behalh.i

Eisler has had to fight alone, but even alone, he has dealt a critical blow tcf
any illusions that still exist in the other nations about our "democracy". His'"re~-
capture” makes a farce of the Truman Gov't's., postulate of "democracy vs. dictator-
ship." Vith Bisler we say: Down with the American gendarmerie and its British
stoogena o

HURRAH F(R EISLERS
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2 New Anti-Opportunist Publications Received

THE KEY: P.O. Box 283, Radio Clty Sta., New York 19, N.Y. 2 issues.

CLARITY: P.O. Box 132, Vimns Penn o nnex, Philadelphia 7, Pa.2 issues,

(To be reviewed in Turning Point)
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COMMUNISTE ON TRWAL BAFORE THT WORLD

17 - Vorse Then Bock-Burning

The CPUSA hus characterized the trial of its National Board as & book-burning.
17 declares that ideas ure on trial. This is true. The prosecution has used the
uerc citing of Warxist-Leninistclessics es its main weapon against the C.P. 4as the
C.P. itsel? con-..ends, no overt actions heve been .offered as evidence.that it would
‘bverthrow the government! Basically, then, the U.S. government is trying.to outlaw
¥arxism-Leninism as such. The wording of the indictment says es much. Therefore,
the most important factor in this trisl should heve been the utilizatiom of these
works by the CPUSA in order to explain to all . #Americans what the idees.are which
already govern hall the world, and are held by men and women in every continent, in
every corner of the earth.. R
The CPUSA should have hammered away at éne main point: the government hes no
right to posecute ideas, and therefore, this trial violates one of the most basic
rights of all humanity. Amd it chould have stuck by the ldeds ef MaridsmeLeniniim.
In . this wey,it would not anly have fought a real battle a_gainst the .outlawing of
Merxd sm-Leninism, but it would heve defended the most elementary democratic princi-.
ples which most Americans hold. But the CPUSA intends to prove . {(quite- horestly e
thet it is innocent of the charges, It camnot repudiate Marxism-Leninism as =ach
for fear of exposing i‘tseli‘ for whet it really is, (CPUSi, Secomnd Interna*'lona_l),,, s
instead, it distarts it, "antiquates"it, releg_ates it ta "past. history ", Boek-
burning will never be effective agsinst the ide_as of Communism; but the f:n.ltnv
distortions of the CPUSa have already corrupted too many honest rank and file mem- -
bers of the party who should be the leeders of the working claess, and if continuedes
in the past, will leave the s_mericen working cless without a Socialist theory, with-
out a vanguard party. '

Only twenty mon*hu ago. Villiam Z. Foster, in en article in P A. (Sept. 1947).
on"Marxism and american Exceptionalism! wrote: "... the leaders of the labor unions
end the progressivé movement in this country could do nothing better, in order to se-
cure a reliable guide to their policy in these difficult days, than to study carefil-
ly the scientific principles leid dowm by liarx and Engels e century ago in the famous
Cammunist ianifesto. (p. 812) ]

Sy

5- But now the C. P. defense lawyers try tm prove that Engels hmsel:[‘ callea the
Communist lenifesto "antiquated" espe cially on the guestion of the “"forcible overthow
of existing social conditionu"(Dai"X Vlorker, .april 8, 1949, p.ll) "'These are the
ideas of Kerl Marx expressed 100 years a.go, a defense luwyer renark_s..."(Dallyj Viorken,
YThe Book-Burning et Foley 5g. Courthouse" by Harry Reymond, Apr. 8, .p.1l)

EE
v

Raymond continues: "The prosecutor®s claim tha"c. the Communist party®s progrem
today is bgsed on a principle of ‘frevolutionary force and vioclence® dictated by the
Manifesto is exposed a5 false in Engels"prefuce.’

"Crockett reads on from the mefece much to the embarassment of the prosecutor
end the police &agent:

"tThe prectical application of the principles will depend, as the Menifesto
itself states, everywhere and at all times, on the historical conditions for the
time being existing, and, for thut reuson, no special stress is.laid on the revolu-
tionary measures proposed in Section II. t" (Qur emphasis)
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Max Gordon in anotier . article on the same duy Geelares that Engels "also em-
phasizad that parts of the Manifesto 'are antiquated’,.."

From the above, the jury and the fmeuscsn people are supposaed to infer that
Eagels repudiated "revolutionary force and violence" since this principle "is ex-
posed as false in the Engsls preface". Ve do agree that the CPUSA does not base it- .-
self on this principle, but let us S—e¢ wiat was actnally said in Engels' preface. ..

A

L

In the first place, Engsls wroté "ro special .stress iz laid on the revolution-
ary measures proposed at the end of Section II" --nio= "proposed in Section II" as
quoted in the D.W. :To continus with the preface where the D.W. loft off': heti

"That passage would, in many respects, be very differently worded today. Im 7
view of the gigantic strides of modern industry—since 1848, and of the accompanying .
improved and extended organization of the working class,. in view of the practical
experience gained, first in the February Pevolution, ana then, still more, in the
Paris Commune, where the proleteriat for the first time held political power for two
whole months, this program has in some details beccme antiquated. One thing e:)ec- 2
ielly was proved by the Commune, viz, that 'the warking class camnot simply lay hold

A
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of the ready-made state machinery, and wield it for its own pruposes.' (Sse The ot -
Civil Viar in France...where this point is further developed).” (Manifesto of the 1
Communist Party, Marx and Engels, lioscow, 1948, p. 23) ,Z:;
: . . : .:;::'}
The end of Section II ("this oprem has in some details become antiquated") ke

lists 10 Theasures" which will enable the proletariat to sbolish capitalism and esta-
blish Socialism after it has been raised "to the position of the ruling class" (Ibid, "
p» 70). Included are such measures as sbolition of property in land, of the right to -
inheritance, confiscation of property of all counter-revolutionaries, heavy progres- “
sive tax, and equal liability of all to work. (Ibid, p. 71). This is the program °
which Engels declares has become antiquated in some details, In other words the pas-=
se&ge quoted in the D.W. refers to "revolutionary measures" which are to tuke place :
af'ter the working class achieves state power, when "by means of a revolution, it _

mukes itself the ruling class, and, as such, sweeps away by force the old conditions “
of production" (Ibid, p. 72) And in passing, it should be obvious that this program '’
hes become antiquated not in the sense that these measures were too "revolutionary" -
but because they could be far surpassed for the reasons Engels states in the prefacays «

T
L e il

Furthermore the other "parts of the ifanifesto" which Engels "emphusized ‘'are
antiquated'" (see lax Gordon) refer to: .

"...the remarks on the relation of the Communiscts to the various opposition ]
perties (Section IV), elthough in principle still correct, yet in practice are anti-
quated, because the political situation has been entirely changed, and the progress '
of history has swept from off the earth the greater portion of the political parties
there enumerated." (Ibid. p. 24) ,

|
at e S

This certainly limits the "antiquated" parts not'in basic principle but in ap- -7
plication under specific histarical conditions. The Communists of tocay can Fardly I
oppose parties which do not exist, but they can oppose similar parties o® the same
principles outlined in the Manifesto, ' - o

S

Far worse than these uttempted distortions is the fact that this section weus
read in order to prove that Engels did not believe in the forceful smashing of the
bourgeois state machine. It seems that in the history of opportunism, no new dis=-
tortions are possible, but simply a repétition of the very san€ ones that Lenin
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destroyed word for word. In State and Revolution (Moscow 1947) Lenin prophetically
tears into the iletional Board ol the CPUSal - o ' ol

"The only 'correction' Marx thought it necessary to meke in The Communist Mani-
- festo, he mede. on the basis of the revolutionary experience of the Feris.Communerds
. farl Merx znd Frederick Engels, say that the progrem of the Communist Manifesto
ithas in some detail become entiquated! now, and they go on to say:’ '

"10ne thing especially was proved by the Cormune, viz., that "the working class
. caxmot simply lay hold of the ready-mede state machinery and wield it for its own
"PurpcseSo"'o.o. - A I
: "It is extremely cheracteristio thet it is precis_ely this vital correction that
' hes been distorted by the opportunists, and its meening, probebly, is not known to
- pnine-tenths, if not ninety-nine hurdredths, of the readers of The Communist Menifesto.
“Wer shall deal with this distortion more fully further om, in axchepter devoted spe-
:cially to distortions, Here it will be sufficient to note that ths current vulgar

tinterpretation' of Hurx's famous utterance just quoted is thet Merx here emphasizes -

“the idea of gredual development in contradistinction 'to the seizure of power, end SO
r ONla - : : ' : id & i
"as a matter of fact, exactly the opposite is the case. Marx's idea is thatb
; the working class must break up, smash ithe 'ready-made stute machinery,' end not con-
» fine itself merely to laying hold of Tt e e
"The words, 'to smash the bureaucratic-military state machine, ' briefly express
the principal lessoxn of Marxism on the tasks of the proletariat in relation to the
stete during a revolution. 4nd it is precisely this lesson that has been rot only
; completely forgotten, but positively distorted, in the prevailing Keutskysn ‘inter-
pretetion' of Harxism." (p- 46-47) (original emphasis) :

Far from proving that the principle ‘of "revolutionary farce and violence™ is
' false, the Engels preface,makes its only "eorrection" on the necessity for the force-
“ful end violent smashing of the state machine. . Lenin deals with this same oppor-
‘tunist distortion again: when he writes: Mo eRna SEISE S, len e : r—
¥ . :
"This utterance 'pleased! Bernstein so much that he repeats it no dess than
' three times in his book--interpreting it in the most ‘distorted opportunist sense.
M5 we have seen, Marx meant thet the working class ust smesh, break, shatter .
| (Sprengung - explode, the expression used by Engels) the whole state machine. But
. sccording to Bernstein it would zppear as though Merx in these wordd ~wearned the
working class ageinst excessive zeal when seizing power. ) .
3 ", cruder and more hideous distortion of Marx's jdea camnmot be imegined.” (Ibid.
4p. 126-127) 0 T | ALl |

‘And again in attacking Keutsky he writes: "mhr yaghout the pamphlet the author

. (Ksutsky) speaks of the conguest of state power - srd nothing -else; that is he '

. chooses a formula which makes & concession to the opportunists, inasmuch as it ad-
mits the possibility of power being seized without destroying the state machine.
The very thing which lfarx, in 1872, declared to be tobsolete! in the progrem of The

~ Communist Memifesto is revived by Keutsky in 1902." (original .emphasis)(Ibid. p.128/

Before the CFUSA blasphemes these great fighters by trying to put their own
cowardly opportunist antics into. the Communist Manifesto, they should check thelr
research, and read the pamphlet which they are constantly trying to have removed
from the "record". ' ' '
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The Conspiracy to Equate Revolulionary Force and Violerce with Conspiracy . 23

. ! i L RS

Devid Goldway and Milton Howard have been assigned the job of dlgcredlulnr revo- ’
luvionary force and violence and the necessity for smashing the bourgeois utad:e ma~

cqlnm by building up & straw man and then knocicing it. dOvi_ with the arguments of

"preveiling official Social-Democracy™ (Lenin, State and Revolution).  On April 10, -«
Goldway wrote a full page article on lMarx's teachings to prove that Commurists do rotwui

believe in the "conspiratorial organizstion of force snd violerces." Along the same

lines, Howa_rd, that er stvhile exponent of Second Taternational Socialism, in his ~7of

regular column "#s We See It", iuveighs a.E,e.J.r.st Tconspiracies" and "let'!'s~seize~thew:

governnent snarchists.” GiS 2 s R Ao A A

' This has become the "Magic Vlord" of these ideological Houdinis, Goldway writes iw:
that Merx was not an anarchist. Not orly ‘did he not advocate the overthrow of gov—54u
ernments by a conspiracy of force and violence, he actlvej.y fought thr oughout his - "{_"'.-_-.
life aguinst those who did." "Marx fought agalnS"' the anarchist Bakunin”. "Engels jﬂ-:.
continued the fight against terrorist methods.™ * "And, after Engels, Lenin fought theil
same battle.” Then Goldway asks, "If Revolutions do not take place by the conspira=~:ii;
torial organization of force and violence then how in idarx's opinion do .they teke
place?" . Goldwa.y ansvers that the- -people ' exerclse tnelr devnocratn.v will to accom-
plish a change." :

9-’—3-
In his column on April 24th, ent itd&d A r{evolutlonary Party.Opposes 'Porce and
Violence!? Consplrac:.es", Hilton Howard gaes through the same routine with some var— ok
iations. He writes: : 36
"Can thsre, therefare, be u revolutianery party for Socialism which coes not
'conspire to advocate and teuch the overthrow of the govermment by force and viow»-347]
lence'? ‘he answer to this one is that it is impossible flor any genuine ilarxist-
Leninist party to teach that the decision to change from capitalism to Socialism can
be made by any political party .at its own .sweet will. The very heart and essence-’ 43
of Ma_rxian Socialism (later developed and expanded by V.I. Lenin) is that social:
changes are not the’ product of whims, privete wishes, mlnorlty conspiracies or poli- .-
tical 1ntr1gues. , R
"On the comtrary, . Marxian Soc:mllsm rejected Utopian Socialism and the 'Tetis- =
seize-the-government #narchists' just because it insisted that social changes, abo~ “3>L
lition of systems and governments, are alvmys the result of objective social and’

cconomic forceSees”

/nd then he asks and answers another questlan

"Can such a transition teke place peacefully? It would be hlghly deelrable if
it doeu. No one would prefer such a peaceful transition rore than the Communists.
Such a transition has always been envisaged in the theories of liar: dan Soc:..a.llsm,
including the writings of Lenin and Stalln. '

The above urguments comstitute the busis of a hoax which is belng put over pri-~
m=:1ly on the CP member. By grafting the words "conspiratorial", “anarchist", and
"turrorist” on the ilarxist concept of revolutionary force and violence, these ideo-
logical wizards hope to discredit this concept. The U.S. Government hopes to cutlaiwr -
these ideas, but the CPUSA wants to ridicule them permanently into a. respectable
oblivion in which they already exist for most party members.

Marxism fights the advocecy of wnarchism, conspiratorialism, and terrorism 28
such for specific reasons, but to sor the iliusion that a peaceful transition is “even
& remote possibility, let alone probable in the U, S.,was certainly not intended by
Lenin and Staulin. The exact opposite is the case.

m "‘“, J, y
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y "_..the law of violent prnletarizu revolubion, the law of the smashing of the
bourzeois state mecnine as & preliminary conaition for swuch a revolution, is an in-
evitable lew of the revolutionary movement in the imperialist countries of the world.
“"0f course, in the remote future, if the proleteriat is victorious in the most
jmportant capitalist countries, and if the present capitalist encircgiment is re-
pleced by & socialist encirclement, a 'peaceful! path of development is quite pozsi-
bie for certain cepitalist countries, whose.capitelists, in view of the 'unfavcurabier
international situsation, will cmsider it expedient Tvoluntarily!' to-meke substantial
concessions to the proletarist. But this supposition epplies only to e remote and
possible future." (Foundutions of_lTieninism‘,‘ “Stelin, Inttl: Publishers, 1939, pe5€)

If there is an importent imperialist country in the world, to say that the U.S.
is it, is putting it mildly. Steiin's passage on the possibility of "peaceful" paths
dbviously refers to 2 time when the pro letarien revolution has already taken place
in the U.5. But of the "possibility" or rather,in Stelin's 'words jthe "inevitebility"
oF violen® revolubion in the most importentvimperialist country. in the world, Howard
has nothing to say. = fr BEGECE N U : % g
3
&

) Howard end Goldway were not the first to vulgerize sthe Marxist opposition to
enerchism. Did Harx end Lenin fight enasrchism because it was Mlet!s-seize~-the-gov-
ernment anarchism", because it was for the.forceful overthrow.cf capitelism as op-
posed to the "major sociel change from one -sociel system to enother social system" as
Howard puts it? This is enother trick Lenin 'discredited in Stute and Revolution.

; ‘“iarx agreed with Proudhon on the necessity of 'smashing! the present state
mechine. WNeither the opportunists mor the Keutslijymrnc wish to see this similarity -
between Marxism and anarchism (both Proudhon and Belrunin ) becsuse on this point they
have ceparted from Merxisn". (p. 64) s o R : e

5 "...The opportunists of present-day Social-Democracy eccepted the bourgeois po-
Jiticel forms of the parliamentary democratic state as the :unsu_rpa.ssableylimlit; they
bettered their foreheads preying before this 'idol' and denounced every attsmpt to
Emash these as snarchism." (p. 66 ) (original emphasis). s ~Jro . o v ek '

: Could enything more aptly describe the CPUSA and its spokesmen-vho insist thet
the peaceful establishment of Socialism is possible?. What:then were the differences
between ijerxism end Anerchism. Herx "opposed: the proposition that the workers should
;if.enounce the use of arms, of orgemnized force, that is, the state, which was to serve
%o 'crush the resistance of the ‘bour geoisietss. o) LA e )
;':57--_ ", .#arx chooses the sharpest and clearest way of stating: his position against . -
the aperchists: after- overthrowing the yoke of the capitalists, should the:tworkers
day down their erms', or use them ageinst thecepitalists in order to crush their’

g T ST B3
i ey R

resistence." (Lenin, Stete and Revolution, > panT2) & <l S, iiimumnos
¥ "The ensrchist ides of the abolition of the state is muddled end non-revolu-

:tionari - that is -how Engels put it. It 'is precisely the revolution in its rise zud
Gerelopment., yith its specific tesks in reletion to violence, euthority, power, the
state, that the anurchists do not wish to see." (Ibid. p. 75)

» lerx ridiculed the snarchists for amccusing the workers of "the terrible crime
of violeting principles for in order to satisfy their wretched, vulger, everyday
reeds, in order to crush the resistence of the bourgeoisie, instead of laying down
their arms end abolishing the stete, they give the stete a revolutionary und transi-
tory form..." (quoted by Lenin in State end Revolution, p. 72) :
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It was the Anarchists, then, who accused the Marxists of using force and vio-
lence excessively bscause they could not understand the nature of the state, and N
therefore the nature of its relatioan to violence and the class str uggle. The m:t.s-;
talen position of the .inarchists led tc their rapudiation of the dictatorship of tl&:
proleturiat. Wobthing could be more coufusing than to charactzrize them as "let's- o A

selze-the-government inarchists" vhen they wanted "simply™ to sholish the state in- e: i3
utopian way. Marx, Engels and Lenin concluded that the Communists are more revolu--mf_
tionery than the Anarchists because the Anarchists i3 their petty bourgeois rejec- .-
ticn of the use of force by the proletariat corstituted as the state pow==r, a'crtually'

redecteu the only. way to I'e&llj smash the bqurgem.s d:r.ctt..‘cm shlp

Bub to. read the D U one: WQuld belleve that it ‘was &na.rchlsts who advoca.te tha' .
forceful smashing of the-state machine,. whereas - Marxism-Leninism fights ageinst’ thJ.s'.

: advoca.cy.. The D.Vi., ‘like-the ;bour geois mress, pigeonholes the forceful overthrow of"’"_
capitalism under Anarchism. Goldway and Howard use an "anarchist-scare” to prove-how.
legal the CPUSA is. .Their attitude tovard anarchism is a uprca.l bourgeois ecarica-.i
ture: "Bomb-thx:cWers“, “Consplrators", "Terror:l.sts"--a.nd they lI"l*le. we are none of .
these, =~ . e 1
Ma.rx, Engels and Lenm fought anarchism, terror:.sn and consplre.torlallsm be-— "
cause these-limited the revolutionary struggle in a non-revolutionary way, not be-:
cauae these 1daas stood for illegality or force and violence, Lenin writes in . -.
"here To.Begin"(Collected Vorks, Vol. IV, Int'l Publishers, 1929, p. 110- 111): 4
"wle have never rejected terror on principle,.nor can we ever do so. Terror is’

& form of military operations that may bs usefully appllF‘d, or may even be eg thtlal
in certain moments of the battle...The point is however, that terror is now advocnted,

not &s’ one of the operations the army in the field must carry out in close contact - -
with ‘the main body and in harmony with the whole plan of battle, but as an 1nri1v1 dual -
atvack, completely isolated from any army vhatever., "k _ B0

The, truth of‘ thls should have been Ob'VlOUlb durlng the war when the ndulonal un-, £
derground movements Of all the European countries conducted systematic terror.against™
the Nazis. . at the present time, the people of Spain are canducting erganized terror, -
forece und violence against the Franco fascists. The D D.li. carries many d_‘!.spatcnes ::_-';53
about the ekecutions of mdlv:r.dual fascists by the Spanish neopla. '

-Lenin attacked terrarism snd conspiratorialism’ bscause they grew from the sam2 t
petty bour geois and. opportunist roots us Economism. In that.great classic in the
fight against opportunisn,.lthat Is To Be Done (Inb'l Publishers 1929) Lenin wrote:

"The Eccnomists and the modern Gerrorists spring from & commen root, namely, .
subservience to spontaneity... The Lconomists and terrorists merely bow to dlfferent
poles of spontaneify: The Economists tow to the spontaneity of the 'pure and simpler
labour movement while the terrerists tow to the spontaneity of the passionate indig-
nation of the intellectuals, who 'are either incapable of linking up the revolu-
tionary - struggle with -the labour movement, or lack the onportu_nluy to do so0."(p.73) °

-

" Continuing on the smme subject, “he wrltes "Calls fo¥ terror, and CL-.llS to
give the economic struggle itself a political character are merely two different
forms of. evading-the most pressing duty that now rests upon Russian.reévolutionaries,
namely, to organise an all-sided polltlcal agitation... This proves precisely that
both the terrorists and the Economists underestimate the revolutionary activity of .
the masses...” (p 75) (All emphasis in the Orlglnd.l) i

A

In discussing the marodovol:..d:s and their adherence to "conspirative" organiza~
tion (Lenin's quotes), he writes: . 3

e -
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"Their mistake wvas that t.2y relied on a theory #hich in swbstance was not =
revo).utlonary t heory at all, ahd they either: did rot know how, or circumstences did
pot permit them, to link up their movement msnparably with the class struggle that
wert on wi th:n developlng capitalist soclety.

-‘:}.

L i ; :
011 the o'ther hand, he wrltes, manJ “mlsmderstand the polem:Lcs tha'b Social-
Democr s have alweys waged against the 'conspiratorial' view on the-political
struggle. We. have elwsys protested, end will, of course.continue: to protest egainct
restricting the political struggle to conspiracies.  But this does not meen that we
deny-the necessity of-a strong revolutionary crgunization.. .50 strong-as . to be able
torresort to ‘rebellion' end to 'every other from of attack‘ in order top.deliver a
mﬂ.shlna blow,. agalnut abs olutlsm.'" (p. 126)

£y

TR -Thus we see thet consplracy and terror are attaclced by Marnsm—Lenlnlsm because
they limit the revolution.ry siruggle which.must be conducted on:both & legai and -
illegal bacis,. and.. not limited to either, because they ere based on 3ponte.ne: Yy
[lacic of confidence in the masses), and on lack of a really revolutlone.ry Sccielist)
ideology.  The CPUSA can be attacked-on the very -came basis, for it "hows" to the
other--the Economist--bole of sponteneity'--tailing of the masses end of "objective
sonditions". * Whenever Lenin discussed consplracy end terrorism, he elways indicated
thet he was not against them “on winciple'. To demm “*‘orce end violence or terror-
ism"(CPUSA Comstitution) as. such is typical bourgeois "clessless' phresemongering,
which forever poses such questions as " ‘mocracy (bourgeo:Lu) vs. dlc'tatoruhlp (prole-
tarlan)" i AR .

o+ Whet,essentielly, is the dictetors ship of the proletariat? Vhat is meent by f01 ce
end violence in the Marxiwt sense? Stulin writes in Foundations of Leninism :
"B"‘:Lei'ly- the dictatorship of the proletearist is the rule - unrestricted by law
end besed on force - of the. proletariet over the “ourgeoisziz, & rule enjoying the
‘sympethy and support of the lsbouring and exploited asses.” (P. 53)

&P "The dictetorship of the proleteriat:cannot arise.as the.result of the peaceful
development of . bourgeois scca.ety and of bourgeois democracy; it cen arise only as the
_resul‘b of the smashing of the bourgeois stete muchine, the Ibou-geozs army, the bour-
geols bureaucretlc mchlne, 'I:he bouraeon.u pol:u::e 2 (T’ u4)

. ;'*"--'*“"Thuv “the* repudl&tlon o:{‘ e.narchlum, -conspiracy and terror 15 ﬂot a repudmt:.on of
. force.and viclence. By -gimply tecking these words on to ":[‘orce and violence", the
‘CPDSEL cennot make & peace:[‘ul parl:.amentary "SOClB.l Bnange ou‘b oi‘ revolu‘tlona

pard) OGN 4 A

E a‘ ‘}‘L:Ll'bon Howard writes “The hoax in: the case of the Truman Gov‘t aga:mvt the 12
_eaders of the C.P. i th:Ls--rt dimplies-that since the Communist Party is ‘e Marzist-
Irenlmc't yperty for Socislism that therefore it must be a purty which-advocates
trivite conspiracies &f 'bands of workers! (a one stcolplgeon v':l,tne*s“ pu‘t it last
Heeﬁk) to 'seize control' of the Gove*nnent.

WU The way to expese such a hoex is not bv perpetratlr.g the. :['ur‘b}-er hoax on the
«Eznerlcan working cless that it is possible to attain Socialism by eny but forceful
means. Brov der,"brilliantly,"put - Socialism so far off, he didn’'t have to deal with
such problems. The present National Bourd distorts it so that eny worker reading
these books can only believe that the CPUSA is hiding something. slong this line,
en expected slander has reached us concerning our last issue. Jie are accused of
El?lng emmomition to the prosecution via our quotes from Marx, Lenin, Stalin and
Yenuils skys This would imply that we ere drapgging & skeleton Sut af the CPUSA's
c_loset -- in this cgse, the skeleton beinpg Marxism-Leninism. Ve admit that wb are
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trying to liberate this skeleton and put some flesh end blood on it. Ve admit that
there hus.been an underground connection between this CPUSA skeleton and the anti- 4
opportunist movement. Howsver, the works of Murxism-~Leninism ave still available to -
© all who wish to read them, even our class enemies. It hardly befits the CPUSA to o= g
whimper thut the revolutionary doctrines of Marx and Lenin are being used as weapons

ageinst them. If the C.P. fought on thé basis of these ideas, instead of "closeting"

them, it would @qfend the constitutional and the revolutionary rights of the american-.
working class far.more than it does by insisting that it believes in strickly "consti--
tutional” revolutions. Rather than fighting for its legality, as it maintains it .is.- ..
doing, the CPUSA is in actuality illegulizing Marxism~Leninism by refutation, distor-

#)

tion and among its owm members by simple boycott,

It. is' for these reasons that we quote so extensively, to break this boycott, 'l:o-v"l"’t
fight for the right to advocate "orthodox" Socialism instead of Browder's new version,
or the constitutional version which Dermis would like ths most vicious and powerful ...
imperialist class in the world to find wholesome, harmless and reesonable., b :

If it knows it has nothing to fear, especially in terms of revolution from the
CPUSA, why does the nmeriéan bourgeoisie put Marxism Leninism on trial. It does this
because it fears the exposure of the american people to the great and ever-growing >
power of world Communism. It hopes to illegalize Socialism because of its enc mous :
potential emong the American people. If the CPUSa openly embraced the revolutionary . .
ideas of llarxism Leninism,. 'and explained to the working class why the whole world L
is turning to them, the potential of the American Communist movement would finally
begin to materialize.

£ & "%

FRANKLIN'S SOCIALISH THROUGH CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

Turning Point has had various disagreements of a non-basic character with Com-
rade Yrancis Franklin. Hawever, in the current issue of Tovwards Socialism, Franklin
has introduced a basic revision of Marxism-Leninism. :

e

In the article, "Some Legal advice and Thoughts on Legal Rights", Marx st revo-
lutionary theory is treated with caution and super-legality and reduced to a theoreti-
cal vulgarization which is as revisionist as Dennis'! current burlesque at Foley Squarses,

In our last issue, "Communists on Trial Before the World", we observed Dennist
"peaceful establishment of Socialism” and exposed it as revisionism by extended quot~
ing from Marxist classics, That quoted material equally exposes Franklin. Towards ek
Socialism declares: ok 2 3 - ) e :

"According to the Federal ConStitution, the usmerican people have the Constitu~- L
tional right to change totally the entire present Governmental machinery, to suvsti- oo
tute tor it a Soviet type of Government, if they desire, vhenever the majority should
desire to exercise their Constitutional right to amend the Constitution... It is ,’
entirely legul to propose that the americen people substitute for the present Gorerr—.
ment, through which Wall St. monopolists rule the country (i.e. a dictatorship or the.
bourgeoisie), a really democratic republic through which working people will rule i
(i.e. a dictatorship of the proletariat). The Federal Constitution makes this entire-.
ly legal--even though the present trial proves that capitalists do not intend ta
abide by their own lew., Such a government, whose advocacy and formation are mnot con-':
trary to law, is what Communists advocate. It is not a crimes"” (4111 emphasis in the

original,) ' S
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Yes, it 1is e:tlrely'levaT for Dennns or Frantlia to argue such Kautskyite peace-
ful wociel evolutions. But it is not iarxist. . It is a tracltlonal pervérsion of
Marxism which offers the revolutionery movement tic orutches of "legal™ protection
and helps it limp awsy from the embarasg. ing original theories of Marxism. Franklin
admits that the bourgeoisie does cot allow such orderly social changes and reacts
with ungentlemerly vialence. . But with this aery edmission, his constitutional soul
outraged by the bourgeoisie's leck of attention to the. rules of class struggle in
:polite society, Franklln submits: Vhat Cnnmunl ts advocate is Mnot contrary to law...
It is not a crime.™ - Of..course it's a cr1ne,.and.Frank11n will never convince the
bourgeoisie thet it is not a crime to overthrow the cepitalist system. by'revolutlonany
violence., Franklin's advocacy of e-so to speak-socialist amended capitalism it a
crime -- e crime ageinst llarxism-Leninism and agaznst the- proletarlat.»(ﬂarly in his
erticle, Frenklin warned of FBI agents, "Do not try to educetéec them." We might edd:
Frenklin, don't try to educate the bourgecls¢e to ypur, uncrlmlnal and ¢egal destruc-'
tion of tnelr system.);_ : = ]

8 Angela Calom.rls, FBI stool “who rose to leaaeruhlp in. the. West side Section of -
the CPUSA, testified in court that Franklin taught the Marxist revolutionary doctrine
at Jefferson School. #ith his theory o Socialism as emended capitalism, Frenklin
has clearly repudiated her charge -- end Marx's doctrine. fHp further clear and
clarlfy’hlmuelf, uranklln has taken prec&utlons 1n another way e

% / "Comraaes uhQAld aluo not allow the version of Marxism presented by’govelnment
sboolpmgeons and also by pseudo-'leftists! to hide the well known Leninist principle
that other thennthe pathway of democracy there is no ‘pethway to- socialism. "(Read
Lenin's Two Tactiwms end 'Left uving'!Communism:..fin lniantlle DlSO”LE“, end Dimitroff's
Report to the 7th Vorld Longress.)"

\J
b

A very shrewd collectlon of evasions. Ve are not concerned here with the drivel
& FBI stools. But certein prosecution tuctics must be ficed squerely. * For insteunce
in order %o embura s the "12"(and, inadvertently, Frunklin), Prosecutor McGohey stat-
ed correctly the following busic Marxist concept :wmdoubtedly prepared by his research
staff " Sccialism cannot be.established by yeecerul evolution, but on the contrary
can be esteblished only by violent revolution, by smashing the machinery of the
government, and by setting up in its stead a dictatorship of ‘the ‘proletariat.

" This smashing of the machinery of government and the setting up of the
dlctatorshlp .of the proleteriat can be acccﬂpllshed only by the violent and forceful
aelzure of" power by the proletarlat—under the- 1eader°h1p of the Commun t Party."

t' A r.4 . |2 : X
Is thls accurate or not? Thut is the questlon. Yie say ‘it is, and that its
accuracy should be shoved back down the throets of the licGohey's.’ Frenklin has

r ‘,.,

evaded this "version d Marxism' presented by the government., This "version of Marmisa"

dpes not " hide".any "well known.Leninist principle"”: on the contrary, it is rerely
steted so accurately in. these days. of CPUSa~bred philistinism to-which Frenklin suc-
cumbs. Maridism steted correctly by McGohey is °t111 correct, hautekylum paraph“a ed
bj‘Eranklln 1sst111 Kauts;vlsm.

By e

%1 Yiho are the unnamed pceudo—'leftlsts‘" who heve hidden Franklin's "well lmovm
Leninist principles"? Undoubtedly, our insistence (I.P.'s april issue on the "12%)
on The Marxist-Leninist idea of the proletarien revolution as egainst evolutionary
social change haes provoked Franklin. He would heve his readers believe that Turning
Pclnt aund eny others who gquote Harx and Lenin in context to expose the opportunism
of the CPUSA lesders aid the government stool pigeons. This is "guilt by association”
with a revisionist vengeance, .

B 0
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Franklin, in the akove quote, misrepresents-Lenin's utilization of reforms and
bourgeois democratic struggles in the march i towards & socialist revolution. rr-ankiin
utilizes his fragmentary pearapirase of Lenin in the retreat tovards evoluti ionary Soc-
izlism. To top it off, he refers the reader to what cbviously are not the main
sources for clarification against revisionism on the question of the proletarian rev-’
oluticn. Ve have repeatedly used the lessons of Two Tactics and Left Wing Communism

and Dimitroff's Report to expose the revisionism of the CPUSA leadership; but the e

only use Franklin finds for fchece books, in his retreat.from revolutionary violence, _ .|
is to detour the reader from the "pseudo-leftist" sources -of TP-~Proletarian Revolu-
tion and Renegade Kautsky, State and Revolution, Meig,llsky’s Report to the 7th World
Congress, Foundatlons of Leninism," etc. ,

. Franlclin certain'l'y wasn't"making himself very clear when, having lumped to-
gether government stool-pigeons sand us "meudo-'leftists'", he then dismissed this
unique combination with.the charge of hiding '"the well kmown Leninist principle that
other than the pathway of demccracy there is no pathway to Socialism." " Is this the .
clearest Leninism Franklin could draw from "Two 'T‘act:n.cs s "Left-¥Wing Communism", and ‘
Dimitroff's Report? S ; { '

e T
Kol s Bl
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Mo Tactics" states: "Ve must not forget that there is not, nor can there be,
at the present time, any other means of bringing Socialism nearer, than complete
political liberty, than & democratic republic." Did this give Franklin inspiration
for his Socialism via Constitutional amendment? "Two Tactics" can hardly be accused
of underwriting 1egallstlc illusions when it says:

"It is of greater advantage to the bourgeo:.Sﬂe :Lf the. necessary chan,;es in the
direction of bourgeois democracy teke place more slowly, more gradually, more cau-
tiously, less resolutely, by means of reforms and not by means of revolution.,.On
the other hand, it is more advantageous for the working class if"the necessary - 4
changes in the direction of bourgeois democracy take place by way of revolution and
not by way of reform; for the way of reform is the way of delay, of pI'OCI"‘Stl?IE.tJ.OIl, =
of the panfully slow decomposition of the putrid parts of the national organism. &
The context of Franklin's paraphrase is a negation of this. ThelShort History of thes
cPSU(B)\states: "Lenin considered that the most effective means of overthrowing. tqar—)
dom end uchieving a democratic republic was a victorious armed uprising of the people;‘g
Referring to the slogans presented by Lenin in Two Tactics, the "Short History" says::

"Pirst, the tactics of realizing in a revolutlona.ry way the 8-hour day in the 2
towns, and the democratic chunges int he countryside, that is, a way which disre-
gards the authorities, disregards the law, which ignores both the authorities and |
the law, breaks the existing laws and establishes- a new orcer by uwneuthorized action,

Trfy

as an accomplished fact." (p.71)

§

that would Franklin say to this."pseudo-'leftist'" hehavior? One can do better -
than erect Constitutional amendments on the lessons of Two Tactics. The Short His- 2
tory states: "While advoceting the vctory of the bourgeois revolution and the
echievement of & democfatic republic, Lenin had not the least intention of coming
to a halt in the democratic stage and confining the scope of the revolutionary move-
ment to the accomplishment of bourgeois-democratic tasks. On the contrary, Leain 3
maintained that following upon the accomplishment of the democratic tasks, the pro-
letariat and the other explo:.ted masses would have to be rin a struggle, this t:une

for the Socialist revolutlon. (p. 76—'74:)

Certainly this means a little more than Franklin's fragment thrown into the’
midst of the CPUSA's Foley Square Memorial Service for Kautsky. To the question, -4

o u’J__ {3
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does Marxism-Leninism advocate revolutionary violence, Franiklin .answers: "Other them
the pathway of democracy there is no pathway to Socialism." To the question, can
Socialism come about &s & result of the development of bourgeois democracy as Frank-
1lin irmplies, Stalin engwers no. (See.p. 9 of th:Ls issue.) Franklin's contribution

:Ls both evasive end confuelng.

: The secret to Franklln 5 con.f‘usa_ovx 1s g ven by _.e:hiﬁ in his ar*biéle "Marxism -
end Rev:L ionism". - |1, 704

3 "Whoever does not under»tard the inevitable im:r dlalectlc oi‘“pa‘rliamentarism
end bourgeois democracy--which tends to an even more acute decision of & dispute by
mess Violence than formerly--will never be able through parliesmentarism to conduct
propagenda end agitation that are consistent in principle and really prepare the
worlc:.ng-cle.ss masses to teke a ncto*lous p 21t :Ln suchfdlsputeu. e

L The argument mlght be given thet Frankl:n.n offered I\othlng more than en article
on legal aspects. The only legal advice Franklin offered was silence. For the rest,
he suggested meeting the "situation according to circumstences"! Actually, Fremklin
was not offering legal advice: he was using his legal theme only &s e vehicle in
dlstllllng the Marxist- Lenlnlst theory of revolution 1n'to a Const.htutlonal mnendvnent.

A high point of class debauchery'is the Franlcllnrte gustlflcatlon for refusing
to Squeal on one's comrades. Notice that this edvice though sedate in its legal °
form, is quite ridiculous in its class content:

: "In reference to eny request to inform on the zrembershlp of other people ‘in the
€P, it is important to observe that the C.P. is 2 legal political party and t,;at
smericans by lew, have secrecy of ‘the ballot." .

.ﬁi Accordlng to Franklin's own JIlatlflCB.'tlon, 2 Communist who belonged to an il-.
‘legal Paerty would have to inform on his comrades (and he would be within his "legal”
r;gh‘ts in so doing!) ind while we fear thet Franklin is now ettaining the steture
iof a reviser of Marxism, we certainly don't think that he would counsel any type of
‘suueallng. Uhy, then; the splneless const:tutlmal acrobatics? Wo, Franklin, a
iCommunist refuses to squeal simply because he is a loyal member of one -.class ‘in an
»n'reconc:l.lable struggle with enother class; because he hates the bour geoisie con-
“sciously and instinctively. If one has an engelic, uhrlstlan—my tical attitude to-
wards his class enemies end needs constitutional reasons for not squealing, he sheculd.
g_:onsclou sly try to :.ndoctrlnate hlmself W:Lth a 1 ttle revoiutlonary natred. .
L To the recaesu, Mii1l you rat?" the answer is' very s:.mple--NOl"‘Perhaps even
'th:Ls WO is excessive verbiasge and is better replaced by jet-propelled saliva. The -
..al:.va in 'th:L.. case may not be constrbut:.onal but 1t has 'cless ccentent",

LN 5
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o Obse°51or wi uh legalrby influences even those who choose the rough field of
jenti-opportunism, to switch to the well kept lavms of Socialism-vie-Constitutional-
;emendment (part of the estate of amended Marxism). "Constitutional" Communists
imight do well to adopt & little more audacity in the class struggle and a little

more cuution in the drive to revise Marmsm—benlnlsm.

. The most important Leninist "legal advice" to Communists is not to succumb to
legallums. Communists should use the legal to. further their revolutionary aims--

:not to emasculete them.
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STRIKE TW0! AT CCNY == i LETTER FROM n STUDENT

(This letter was written by the same correspendent who wrote "Still Stuck
with Knickerbocker and Davis... & letter from a CCNY student" in the Jan.
issue of TP, Knickerbocker and Davis have praccised anti-Negro, anti-
Semitic d+scr1m1nat*on dt CCNY, but have beén con sinually whitewashed by
the Board of Higher 'Education and the college administration. Last Oct., -
the students of CCNY struck td oust the two Teachers but failed, due +o
the lack of militant leadership by Communists.)

Dear Comrades:

The res1gnatlon of. Judge Delaney; chalrman of the college Almnnl committee to i
1nvest1gate Knickerbocker & Davis, reopened their cases. Delaney charged Pres., Wright
with sabotage and interference in the investigation. . e

Beating progressives to the punch, the;reactionérj college newspaper "Compus™
immediately called for a strike (a fake one) and soon Student Council wheels (tha'
same who had broken our last strike) were echoing them. They did this in order to.
secure Student Councll control of the gtrike if it occurred. Reoubllcans, Trotsky- -
ites, and SDaters (the student section of A.D.A,) supparted the strike call,-pre=
ferring to lnlt;ate a strike they opposed, rather than see it under YPA leaderanQ.

This action caught the left unérepafed‘and SC was effective in tying it uﬁ inTE
knots. Its unpreparedness was due to a wishy-washy attitude on the part of the CP
towards any new strike since the end of the last one., Some party members said that -
4 striks was only one facet of the struggle to oust Knickerbocker and Davis. Ve e
should try all facets. 4 real determined effort to work towards a strlke,ds soon as
possible was looked upon.as “"left" and YPa'ers were warned rot to "isolate" them nselves

from the students. Therefore when Judge Delaney res gnpd progressives weré afraid
to call for a otrlke and (isolate" bhenaelves) " They decided under the guidance of
the "always be respectable" CP, to work through . Stulent Council, a young fecsimile

of the U.S. Congress. A"B-R-0-A-D" coalition (mure respectability) was formed. It
was very broad and very empty, but its "UNITY" -.as “=nderly safeguarded by CP'ers - -
who vetoed a militant YPA leallet exp031ng the phonj strike call of Student Council .
Hacks. TR

The Student Council meetirg came and the "B-R-0-s-D'" cdéalitiodn went. . SC =~ 7
decided to submit & referendum to students on april 8 asking: 1) Do you want a ster*‘
2) Do_you want a 1- day strike? 3) If no action is taken, as a result of a l-day.
strilke, do you want a su»talned strike to start 3 weeks later?

A one-day'strike would have been completely ineffective. Sven Judge Dela neJ
said so. The third question was simply a delaying tactlc dﬂd.th‘S strike would
never have come off.,

After this, tHe pfoblem of what to do seemed almost insoluble. BEven if we ex-
posed the referendum, students having no other alternative, would vote for it. But
if we let the phony referendum go through--it would have mzant the death of the
strike. it first, some party.members took a kind of "do-nothing" attitude, =2ad
opposed the idea of calling for an immediate strike, However, a few days later, the
CP correctly lead a call for za . susteined strike sterting Monday, April 1llth. IHow-
correct this action was, is proven by the frightened reactiom of Student Council.

The S.C. President called us a "fifth column". e fought it out on the tops of the
lunckroom tables. Their fear of our offensive and our student support caused them to

.
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keep changing the referendum and finally forced them to include our alternative--a
strike sterting thé next Liondav, April 11th sad sustained until Mrickerbocker anc
Devis were suspended pending oven triais. We wonl 6f 4,400 who voted, 2,800 voted
i‘;lr e strike, and 1,600 oi' these for a susteined strike. S

: Student Council set up e Strike Committee to decide strike regulations. LSt
first, this committee was going to prohibdbit picketing of the collegs, but progres-
sives on the committee prevented this.. They did prohibit the participation of student
orgenizations as organizations. (Our YPa wee the backbone of the strike .end the
reactionaries wished to hide this as much &s possible.) During the strike, they re-
jected the offer of the Jewish Trade Union Council to put & line ercund the school
 that would shub it o0 g nlion o U0 AT ;- »

© The strike started londey, spril 11th, end thousands of students witnessed the ;
Gestepo brutality of the police, who gave the strike a militant send-off by ettempt-
ing to remove the picket lines from entrances, svinging ‘their clubs end fists at scu-
dents and then erresting 18. - Howevexf, the students were not intimidated, but fought
beck and jeined the picket lines in droves after “this "inciden:". Students who hail
formerly been neutral and indifferent sprang into action. Those who would have once
looked with distaste upen such a "viclent " metlod as & strike-were marching on the

picket lines.

 Pres. Wright reelized whet a mistake this wes and efter this the copsvere com-
paratively peaceful. - About 65/75}'75 stayed out Honday, Tuesday and Wednesday. Thurs-
-day, eFriday, end Monday were Easter holidays. On Tuesdey many students returned to
?{classes. The ncxt day the strike was called off. k a Z : .
: ] ey I

‘ Tle-lost the strike. Two weeks ago eny progressive heard saying this was at-

“tecked. -Perhaps now, many heve changed their minds. The night before the strike
iwes celled off, progressives and Communists decided the "strike was ended", because
*the majority of students hed returned to school.” Ther efare, they said, calling the .
Gstrike off was & mere formelity. .. ' ’ w e ON B iy = e .

] " The next day st a flagpole rally, czlled by the Strike Committee to-disc.ss.
"future action", they edvocated an end to the strike and. fsaids it mee s g et -
§  "We have won meny victories. Vie tave brought our case to -the attention of the .
‘country and world; we have displayed our unity. Our strike was one of the largest
end most militent in the history of student strikes. The students have learned many
: lessons--about Pres. Vright end the college administration, ebout the police, about

 the press, who lied so blatently. 4And our fight is not ended. Ve will-carry it to
“the community, etc. : :

A1l this is true. The strike was very important; its lessons invalueble (if
they would only be learned by its leaders) but the strike was not won - by eny
meens. (Commmists should tebulate victories on the basis of objective reality, and

- not Tor reasons of morele. Only in this way can we lsarn from our mstakes. )

Never were the students told tha®t they had lost the demands of the strike, but
rather were given the impression that we would wixn thece demends soon, that the
hearings scheduled to investipgate Knj.ckerbocker end Davis, were e partial victory

and not "ones" as we had previously called thema



This tim=, progrescsives, under CP guidaunces- not the SC peliti~isns=-~ended the
strike.- (The SC President wanted to continue it.) .

Since (as even campus reactionaries have openly staved) only the lelt could
rally the studerts, we were the only ones who could have kept the strile going, and

kept students cvt of classes. This would have meant an all-out effort, which we had

made bﬂfo'-”e the strike toget 1t go:.ng;—-ard won'

~ -

But it was said tha.t th:Ls would not work, that students were rewu“‘nng to cle.-sses
because of their cuts,. (after a certain number of" cuts, 6/8 a student nay be dropped.
from a course if the teacher wishes.) .

Hovever, this Sltuatlon was to be expected. SC opposed deepening the under= ...

standing of the issue and kept the strike "non-partisan" (you couldn't tallk about .

anything bub Knickerbocker and Davis) and peaceful. But our demand was strike until
suspcnsicn pending open trials, and all "leaders" :r.pcludmg SC promlsed tine and
time" *c'u.tn, to ..t:.ck to tl'u.s demand. ‘

,tr 2

But what did we do to prevent studéhtsnreturni‘ng because of cuts? We never even . -

demanded that cuts not be counted. Thers wus no attemnt made to protect students. A£G
least, we should have only returned on the condition that cuts not be courted. In-

—r

stcad, students were simply told by the Strike Committee to get up before tne olass Ro:

and defeﬂ.d t‘qemselves if they ha.d any trouble with their teachers.

*So not only didn't we win our demands but.wé went ba.ck more vulnerable as far b 55

as cuts were concerned. The result.has been that students have been dropped from |

classes ancd one of the arrested students has been fcrced to taie a "leave of absernce' ™

from the school.

On Tuesday night, during the discussion of whether or not to end the strike,
some people said, "If the situation is better tomorrow we will mcs propese calling
off the strike." But ‘the decision the same nlbpt to advocate an end to the strike -
resulted in having about 1@ pickets the next morning--because it was alwvays YPi who
@ad organized and manned the picket lines, Students entering school immediately tooxc
or granted the strike was over. So what cowld be expected of them 2% the rally 2

05
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thut afternoon--thet they should miraculously (after all the "good advic-" their . -
radical leaders had given them)-demand the strike's continuance? It was YPA --~or-
ganizing a strong picket line that made the strike successful the first day, ant. it
was YPA who ended 1t--by, in effest, alssolv1ng the picket line. S fa s EE

Instead of being tle ilrst to surrender, it should have been YPa's job to ey~
plain to students why they had to stay on strike, why ¥right had expected a coltmpae
from a Student Council he knew was made of putty 1.«111}; the heurings were phony. %Ye - -
had to explain why the strike was not. easily won--ﬁ?‘ £he headway fascism tus made in
this country, because Pres. Wright had so much to lose [his neck) by yieldinr and
thus admitting that he had protected fascist teachers. For these reasons, it was !
ebsolutely necessary to get the. vwhole city on our picket line and on Viright's neck=--"*
the trade unions,  civil rights orc‘dnlzatlons, and the other colleges. Their finan-
cial support was not enough.  all their money could not force lright to give in. ;
Tright's backers have more. Wright figured that he could hold out .Longer than CC\Y
scudents. :

Even if we had not psersuaded the students to stay out on strike, at least we
should not have been top partners with SC in misleading them, in fostering the
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:1lusion that victory wes nsar, and that cormunity petitions coxld ferce Knckerbocker
:md Devis' ouster. Certeinly, it ie true that ctudents _1es~.rned.'zi_gréat degl from
one strike, especially cbout the college administration. It wes up to us te utilize
taese lessons jmmedietely elter the strike when these lessons were still fresh in -
cheir minds. However, when students were droppec fram clesses end one student ex—
-elled (later given & leave of absence until next term) nothing was domne. .The col-

lege newspapers simply” reported the incidents endrnot until: SC-electionss; glmoct,. a ..
sonth-leter, was it mentimed in a .Jeeflet of the progressive slate. Gl T
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" The only really militant uction was'the distrivdution-of an une uthorized leaflet
(sll student leaflets must be censored by SC-and the administration) by YPA soon ‘
sfter the end of the strike. (Uneuthorized leaflets had been di skributed by all
orgenizations during the strike.) This action vis welcomed by & great many students.
courageously sticking to this wauld have'won us.real support. Not.only did we have
e good chancé of smashing thé censorship but this. was ‘our best, opportunity‘to.renew
the atteck on the Administration with the goal of* finelly ousting Knickerbocker end '
Devis--and Pres. lright for good measure, . s A5 TSGRl Tes U A - B,

-._d:v‘ ale po il e = PR A g, cal e et i o . = o dak

-"‘t'h’"‘t happened? * YPA was suspended (this was. expected) for two. weeks. end warned '~
thet any further. violation of rules would meen permenent suspension. . . - e T

" knd then the progressives’ran, led by the best funner’ of them'all, the CP.s The
Party spokesman (vie National-YPa)" sdfd that YPa was wrong to have done. this--we ',
®:colated"ourselves. YPAls course of-action: Ve should be "good boys" for & while' ..
beceuse we must not endanger the legal existence of our orgenizetion on.the campus.
Up to:this time, not one peep of protést has come from-enyone, including YPa, egainst
its suspension! During SC-el ections, all slates came out for non-censorship of leaf-
lets (due.to YPa's originel initiekive in this, issue..) But the progressive slaté °

I_x;e:gr' once mentioned or defended YPal

aiiy,. put the censorship. fight on the old legel, respectable, hopeless’ basis) sus-.
pension cen be invoked for almost enything, -, By this time,. the progressives are iso-
lated and out on a linmb.’ We have Lhrown eway ell the opportunities we had during and

. Now ‘tha{;_‘ YP4 has apreed to ‘obey the rules end permit censorship (end, incident-

efter.the strike and wasted the militancy of the studentsy 1:lyih CEIT wo

TRENA I, %
y ,_._,‘%"" 3 L i T . bops =g " T . . “aid s : ! LA - e
%i.fﬁhefe are the constant mass’student demonstrations that rere to be held to Meon~
tinue the fight against Knickerbocker ‘& Davis"? ‘Where ere the community protests?
The cempus hes been dead since the” end of “the ‘strike snd even more quiet then the -
‘deed have been progressives and communists. Their failure to protest ageinst YPA's'

suspension has left the student body without leadership. - . . .

W

%i... Vhet hes been the "vanguard" role-of the .CPUSA et CCNY? After the failure of"
+he First strike, CP influence was - egeinst preparing ‘s mew strike; when the strike
.came, the CP failed to conduct the proper educutimm to sefeguard the strike; when
the going got tough, the CP hollered quits; and after the strike was dropped, the CP
-hollered victory; end after r*etaiiation, set in, counseled no defense and no counter-
setteck. ‘ Co = 25

The CCNY students have struck twice et cempus fescism, and not quite connected.
:Let's hope that the students have studied their lessons well end that STRIKD THREE!
will mesn Knickerboecker end Davis are out! .
Comradely,

A CCNY Student



"THE TRUTH ABOUT THE DAILY WORFER DIPLOMATS"

The D.Y. Boycotts'liew Timag"

g

wditor, The “orker: | il 11 _ = May 10, 1949

~In your May 8, 1949 edition of the Worker Magazine on Page 10, you
carry a Telepress article entitled "Inside Story of a Spy Network", g
full page review-of a book recently published in Moscow: "The Truth
About American Diplomatg" by Annabells Bucar. On reading this review
of a shocking expose of American diplomats in the Soviet Union by a :
former American emba.ssy employee, one could not but wish that it were -
available in English for your readers. o
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~« 1t would seem that this was a vain wish., At least so it would
Sseem: from The Worker. But as a matter of fact, not only is this in-
valuable book available in English, it is possible to buy it at many i
newsstands and through other &gsxcies right here in New York City, at =
the amazingly low price of 15¢ as the Supplement to the No. 11, March 9.
1949 issue of New Times. (This Soviet publication is available from
the Four Continent Book Corp., 55 West 56th Street., Universal Distri-
butors, 38 Union Square, Stechert Hafner Inc., 31 East 10th Street, ,
N.¥.C. It is also available in small quantity at the Workers Boclzshop
and the Jefferson Bookshop, but this fact is never publicized in the
columns of The Worker or the Daily Worker.) _ b
On May 8, 1949 this issue of New Times was already available in _
N.Y.C. 1In fact the P.R. Club, Communist Party (Expelled) and the HMari-
time Conmmittee for A Communist Party had already wailed it to various -
subscribers throughout the country., ; -
Don't you think you are carrying your boycott of New Times Just a
little too far when you deny such valuable information as the abova to-
the readers of the Worker in order to keep them innocent of the exisgt- "

facts which Annabelle Bucar relates in her book would help. Or do you
think that New Times is published in Inglish for the use of the ex-
pelled groups only? ' , s 7

e are writing this_ih the'hope that this letter will put you onr
the spot and force you to inform your readers that "The Truth About
American Diplomats" is avallabls in English in New Times.

Comradely yours,

Martha Samuels

for Turning Point




A LETTER FROM PAUL PALAZZI
CFUSA Waterfront Leader

“e print below an interesting letter from the former NMU Port Agent of
New York who was ousted from office in the last election and recently
expelled from the NMU along with other Party members in the opening
shot of the mad purge of Communists launched by the Curran Rank and
File Caucus. By now, the redbaiting and purging have gone so far that
even leading union officials have rebélled for self-protection, and
Curran has suffered his first big setback. We will deal with this de-
velopment in detail in another iscue. . s By A

: Bl e gy g Janua£&§7£ﬁ;51949
Editorial Board: Turning Point

mallbox you printed some letters allegedly written by readers: I doubt
1f this one will be.published in your faultless TP. ( ,

I've noticed in the last master-piece .¢f analysis you sent to my

You discussed the CIO_conﬁentioh:énd turned ocut some very brave
criticism of those CIO delegates who constituted the minority--the
fighting minority of Progressives who fight on the battlefield and not

behind desks like you do. You even took mighty. and courageous pokes at

Murray--from behind your desk--that no doubt will send Murray cringing
with fear of you into ignoble oblivion. I am sure that you sincereliy
believe that your mighty fighting analysis will reverberate throughout
the world and bring you the undying appreciation of the workers fopr
such sincere and truly courageous analysis. I do not doubt your sin-
cerity in belleving this of yourselves, I just doubt that . the workers
will accord you the appreciation you believe your analysis warrants.

A1l through your analysis, this and past ones, you have been sac-—
rificially brave in your criticisms of the right and left. You have
been especially vituperative with the left---Just an idle talent you
have, no doubt, and with only the very purest of motives for the wel-
fare of the working class, no doubt) too. Your wristslapping of :such
former -working class heroes of yours, the Currans, Stones, Lawrensen,
Duffy, Keith, and a host of others.who unmentioned in names and deeds--
especially deeds——-constitute your fight ing. FORE AND AFT committee in
maritime. Sl o (o

You'll say, "why hooting-tooting, maa, you don't read our stuff
very carefully. We always knock the crap out of Stone and Curran in
our analyeis of them." So let's talk about Keith, your former blus-eye
boy in maritime. If you think we've forgotten how you waxed sallva-hot
over this punk as a 'real Marxist on the waterfront' then you ought to
wake up to the real facts of 1life. And the Drummondsg, Robinsons, Rays,
and a few more this type that farmed the left-flank for Curran in his
Job of destroying the NMU. This group that teamed up with Trotskyites,
the ACTU, the FBI and others. And so well did they perform their ;obs,
that the mewmbers of the NMU shall never forget them for this fine job
they've done. What about them? Well, I don't blame you in trying *o
keep buried your fine words for these working class immortals.



You blasted those in the NMU who fought reaction cn the battle-
field and not in the safe confines of ideological struggles carried in

tho homss and gin-mills where your kind meet and build & mass Lasis 5
ancrng yourselves, : o Ty ‘ s 5= %3 ﬂig

e
o

But your MARITIVRE COMMITTEE FCR THE COHMUNIST PARTY and FORE !N"”w
AIT, what a fighting bunch they are. Just give me a few minutes to ra--
cover from the ecstasy of admiration I-feel for them every time I sea i
these titles, and I'1l give'yol their fighting record in. maritime.. PR

. On."the MARSHALL PLAN Y " These worthiss 'df ‘vours; every time Curran
gets up-bafore. the menbers, or writses -in the Pilot, *about what a:swell
thing this lmperialist. blue-print ‘s for %le viorkers, what  do:they:-do?
DD:theyygetwupf&hﬁft&kﬁfafpdditiun beéfore~the ‘wembdars, elther:at mest— .
ings,: or in the Pllot,’ or ‘through leaflets. ‘Like hell they do.. -Theyre
too. busy, handcuffing from the '1eft ‘those’ real people wha:fight Curran,.
Of course, once-ycur worthies 'are safely out of reach. from Curran, they:
get very indlgnant over drinks, and lard themselves with pralse-fior =777
thelr 'ldeological correctness'. But who in hell ever hoard of thew in"
the union? This bunch of yours who work among the masses, as you say

others are not, where the hall are they,'1ooking'forith8'm35393?3f3¢9-q:

s, o Your gallants did ‘sally forth into struggle once, properly plumed -
in the deapest of red feathers, so that they might not be- mistaken for,
the "wrong kind of Comnunists. ThoSe:'who fight, but who don't use the
rlght, tacties.". So what dia they do. K They voliced their opposition to
the TﬁHﬁﬂDmpli@PGQ reéfergndum being conducted in their-union. Bub nobt ..
at, meetings, or on ships, just oné peep Tor the record to be used by -,
raference for the. next .decads t6 show their-"principled bpposition' to
Curran, their boes. But whén it comes’to helping Currah and his cor=. =
rapt machine of sﬁobl—pigeona,.provopéteﬂrs,"1dmpen—prbs, renegades, :
etc-:and=ﬁﬁﬂg,frame,pbdgregsives'and rank andg Filers who dared get up.- |
énd eriticize these degenérates,’ then your worthies were-at their . ...
fighting_bqstf, ' Vi ol sied L et R e T Z2IR
| ' i

.. I'11 let you in'oh a'.secrét’, Something that' you. wWight use “for the
Gell of it among your battlefatigued corps for stimulation. Your wor-
Loles on the Maritime Commlttee for a Communist Party are So disting-
ulened for their fighting front, Ffor their nass work, that I'11l bet you -

& Bood powder-puff that as meny as tén membes know viem. [ake it - it
G.ne,.becatse I know goie pf tnem,and I don't count.. Bebtter make it % |
9lgut. beosuse Curran, knows them, too. At th.t you better make it Five, i
veceuge Duffy and two others that don't qualify as being part of the.
Messes know them too, S0 you can ‘continue to make your contributions

to the working class by your.¢an-(sic¢) of work that brings such heartern-
ing responss from thd magses.’ - - o L ogat s o ST, [

. EPTORI. F

_ - On the other hand you might Join some fine chess club and eXercise’
bhat. guper brain of yours that way, and maybe you'll ‘got a folleowing -~
thet way. After”ali'gOOd'chess'playersfqre nething to snoezg.at. trese
days, .wlth.the cost of struggle Yeing so high.. - E £ 3% = il
g v te s R ThE e b "' Paul" Palazzl

.3 S " ® fem e o i i . >,
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Pu. Curren declded o @xpel me from- the NMU becanse I didn't follow ~*
Four Leograch Tine. Shack, Meonzio, Simith, and 382 others, too. .
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TURNING POINT'S ANSYER TO PaUL PALAZZI

Immediately, you raise.an extremely interesting point. 7You doubt whether we
will publish your letfer. Actually, you knew it would appear, and you wanted it te
appesE~despite possible repercussions against you in the Party. You are a careful
reader of TP; you knmow that we publish the most savage attacks on us in the course . .-
of open discus ion. Ybu knew that we would certainly print vour letter, Also, you:

ard the Aubsequent appearance of new nlmeographﬂd naterlal cr1t1c1z1ng “the Party's b
performznce) that there must be no discussion promoted with expelled groups on any:: .
account, In writing to us, you consciously broke this Party decision. The fact. 37
that you attack us does not alter the "crime" of your consciously disregarding a
National Boardidgcision in promotlng a dlscu331on'w1th Uuse

This is by far the most important--if suhtle-—p01nt in your letter. it your
conscience is rubbing you for all the expulsions you have countenanced, more power: *;-
to you. Ve hope you find a way to . assert yourself and help rebuild what 1 you have:
helped ruin-~the NMU and the CPUSA. But subtleties wort do it. What is needed is.

a forthright re-evaluation of the part you have played in the destruction of these'_“‘
two organizations. ¥e know enough about you to know that you wrote a great many
deliberate lies in your letter. What then are your mixed motives in writing? May
we offer you two conflicting rumors about Palazzi? Ve are told that we should .
"watch out™ for Palazzi because the Party-has assigned him to infiltrate into the
expelled movemert and get the lowdawn, Ve are also told thet Palazzi has recently:
been critical of Parbty policy in the HU. (The delay in publishing your letter and .
ovr answer is explained in part--iie, aside from the problem of TP's space limits--
by our désire to wait and see if what was brewing in Balazz1 would boil.) e ot

Vie know one important foct definitely. You are also responsible,-having been: .
NMU Port agept of New Yorl and one of the main leaders of the Viaterfront CP, for the
Party’'s sulcidal conduct in the U ' i

Now for the main lies. (It is unnecessary to go through them all.) Somehow = %
you have misplaced us behind a desk. Strangely enough we do not control one desk
among us. lore clearly, we do not have any officials or big shots or key men or
what have you. You say we are vituperalive about the left. But we thought ¥That
we were vituperative about the right--the-CP leadership. As for the herces you
ascribed to us--you know better! You name specifically; Curran, Stone, Lawrenson,
Duffy, Heith, Drummond, Robinson, and Ray. But we say that there isn't enything
better than a rat in that listing. They are all ex-Party Viaterfront bigshots--your
ex-cempany, the type of crew that still leads the CP.' ile didn't have anything to
do with making Browderites of them, then kicking them out and lying about them--in .
some cases so wildly that the victims went nuts with anger. That's a ribbon for the .
chests of Palazzi, Stack, Meyers, ilcKenzie, Lannon, ¥%Watt, etc. etc. Don't erbroider
ws with your handiwork. The CP School of Cureerism taught countless seamen how to
keep bad company--and ‘'get whead". ‘ . e

You become careless wkhen you don't blame us for keeping buried our fine words
about these heroes. Put up--with quotes-~-or shut up. Ve have only attacked these
people. In the P.R. Club's "S.0.S. to 4ll Communists” in 1946, we insisted that the
first wave of expulsions were criminal. Vie stated: "hatever these views are, we 7
feel that basically the expulsions are due to clashes between democracy and bureau-
cracy, collective policy and Browderism, honest attempts at Iiarxism and degenerate
Revisionism." Since then, most o the expelled leaders have degenerated. lie

e
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gistribute the "S.0.S." with a sticker which seys: "This 'S.0.S.' was issued in Oct-
ooer 1946 -during the first big weve.of expulsions. Tith the e"ceptrm of Vern ..aith,
we huve no cenmection with eny of the names me’.'t:_oned early in the .gtnl)eﬁ. L, Since
thet time, they have =11, with the exception of Smith, hrough‘c dchI‘Eu.l't o the name
Communist.” And all this you know, so exactly what vas the i‘unc't:.an oi; 4the dchber— '
gte lie o your letter? . lie will defer our speculatlons. You quote us, on. Charlies
Feith: "a real lferxist on the laterfront" . .Lomrade Yaul Palazzl, you ere {ebrica-
tirgl: You cennot dfer the. source of your q.*ote. If we were of e CPUS ﬂ._lepm mind,
we would take you to cours. Since we are not, we will only offer .to pr:.n‘t you proof
in'our next issue. ;.- . ; : 4 .

Wext lie. 1\0, e do not grequbn‘t the gln—mlls--:. ‘e, we. have not hao. “the p.Lea
ure of meeting you. Those gin-mills h..uppen to be where you asked certain seemen if’
they belonged to. FORE 'N..FT, but in every cese ypu were wrong. The "interviewed"
ser—men get a kick out. of: relaying your. travels to us 1n search of FORE. | AFT'ers.
The interesting part of this is: thet you inguire only of .those individuels, un.n&mcd
in your letter, whom you respect--at .lezst to a. degrees - Your: whole tale of FORE 'W.
AFT is weakened by -a.glaring contradmulon. - Explein the obv1ous contrediction we
offer. ‘First, when you went to attack us pollt;ucally you .tell. uu~h0w powerful we
ere in numbers and positions, and you. mention 21l the key names in Cwr razl's Viater-
front leedersidip. But then, when you went.merely.to wrt. vs™o the guick", you spit
on us with your.testimony that we are: really infinitesin al--w.xseen and ugheard. Vell,
which is it? are we the leaders of the NHU or- &s¢ Wi only known by.ten? Two lies .
utilized separately often castitute a smooth ho x; vwhen carelessly. thr own together, .
they expose each other. You say F(RE W aFT takes no. open pcs:.tlon. Obviously the
big nzmes you mention do itzke open p0f1t10n°—-ve;y bad ones--so you lie g@mewhere.

If Jack Lawrenson is ome of us (&s you imply in your Teft-Hartley episode) then cer-
tarnly he 1srknown by'nwre than ten.

: No tl tr“th is that we are.unall, meak and have little to.our credlt in the , .
wey of acticn. But why? Eecause the ex-Party people on the \lateriront ere so 4enor-—
elized: that they cennot stick to.principle and conta_"ue Communist work. That is the
Job thé Pelazzis did:om them. < » = ... voir e

B The important ‘thing asbout your le’cter Palazz:., is 'tha.t 11: 1llustrates a slig
creck in the Farty’ leadership!’s cock-surety. that it.can go on blithely des‘troyln"‘
everything within resch without herming itself. <¥then the destruction reached'even
unto Palazzi®, he wrote IP,. he :interviewed the more honest guys .on the liaterfront, -
and he began to bang his head aga,mt the walls. of his apartment. Cne thing is clear
‘desnlte “the snide remarks. and the sarcasm. - You “hink what TP has written is pretty
accurate. -.But you don't think-much of our accomplishments. -.Vie agree. We think our
line is-correct, but Ve -don't think much of ;our accomplishments. .. At .least we &are-
f'ank ebout our limitutions, our inebility to convince comrades like Palmzzi to come
clean, and our . 1nabll¢ty to head off -some . comredes from the influence of the
Keiths and the  Dumnes. . You hsve engered the expelled comrades so- terrifically thet

meny of them todey are nol worth a damn end will never be resurrected. The good

ones--those ‘that stick by pv'lnclple——“ﬁ 11 end up wlth groups like TP. %Vhere will
Pelazzei end up'? ; : 3 : ot

‘SUBSCRIPTIONS: &% yearly sub to Turning Faint is §1.50. TP. vuﬁ ‘send you, & $1.00 %r.
month, Wew Times, Soviet International aifpirs. weely;. Por A Lesting Peace, For A |
Pecple’s JJr-‘mcracv, bl-muntrL,Ly org;an of the Gommuniist Information Bureau in Bucha-
rest; and iP. 3 . : .

—

May 4th Wew Times uupplement——So pages of lMaterials on Paris —Pragae Peace Congress.
lley 8th Wew Timed Supplement--ammabelle Bucer 's "The Truth ibout American Diplomats."
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ZHEELE O FORCE AND VIOLENCE
(Letter Lo Hetol, London, Nov. 18, 1884) ,
?‘ The wnole of the Liberal philistines have gained such a respect
for us that they are screaming with one accord: Yes, if the Social-
Democrats will put themselves on a legal basis and abjure revolution
then we are in favour of the immediate repeal of the Soclalist Law.¥*
There 1is no doubt, therefore, that this suggestion will at once be made
to you in the Reichstag. The answer you give to it is important--not
80 Much for Germany, where oup gallant lads have given it in the elec-—
tions, as for abroad. A tame answer would at once destroy. the colossal
impression produced by the elections. ; AT
In my opinion the case is like-this: ) - F3varer?

o Throughout' the whole of Europe the existing political situaticn is
the product of revolutions. The legal basis, historic right, legite-
macy, have been everywhere riddled through and through a.thousand times
or;entirely overthrown. But-it is in the nature of all parties or
classes which have come to' power through revolution, to demand that the
new basis of right createq by the revolution should also.be.uncondl—.
ticnally recognised ang regarded as holy. . The right to revolution did
exist——otherwise the present rulers would not be rightful--but from now
onwards it is to exist no more. . - :
. In Germany the existing situation rests on the revolution which -
begen in 1848 and ended in 1866. 1866 was a complete revolution. dJust
28 Prussia only became-anything by treachery and war against the German
Empire, in alliance with foreign powers (1740, 1756, 1785), so it only
&chieved the German-Prussian Empire by the forcible overthrow of the
German Confederation ana by civil war. Its assertion that the others
- broke the Confederation makes no difference. The others say the oppo-
site. There has never been a revolution yet which lacked a legal pre-—
texXt--as in France in 1830 when both the king and the bourgeoisie
&eserted they were in the right. Enough, Prussia provoked the civil
Wer-and with 1t the revolution. After its victory it overthrew three
thrones "y God's grace" and annexed their territories, together with
those of the formep free city of Frankfort. If that was not revolu-
dlonary I do not know the meaning of the.word. And as this was not
onough it coufiscated the private property of the princes who had been
driven out, - That this was unlawful, revolutionary therefore, it admit-
ted by getting the action endorsed later by an assembly-~the Reichstag-
?high had as little right to dispose of these funds as the government.
7' ~The German-Prussian Empire, as the completion of the North German
Confederation which 1866 foreibly created, is a thoroughly revolutionay
creations I make no couplaint about that. What I reproach the people
¥ho made it with is that they were only poor-spirited revolutionaries
¥ho did vot go much further and at once annex the whole of Germany to

88la. But thoee who operate with blood and iron, swallow up whole
states,=9vérthrow thrones and coutiscate private propeity, shoulq no}
condeur. ‘other people se revolutionaries. If the Party only retains. the
right to be no more énd no less revolutionary than the Imperial Goverr-
Tent has been, . it has gut all 1t needs. ;
; Recently, it was officially stated that the Imperial Constitution
¥ag not a contract between the princes and the people but only one. be-
tween the princes ang free cities, which could at any time replace the
constitution by ancther. The government organs which lald this ‘down
demanded, therefore, that the governmente should have the right to
asuhrew the Inperial Constitution. No Exceptional Lew was enacted

*/Anti-Sociallst Law was introduced by Bismarck in 1878 fo suppress tho
Socilal-Democratic movewment. Repesled in 1890;/
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against thom, thev were  not. persucuted, Very well, in the most eXtreme
cage we do not demand mors for ourselves than is here demandsd for the
governments. . : Gl WG Lu e o 5 5
The Duke of Cuzberland is the lagitinate and ungusstioned heir to

tha throne of Brunswick. -The right claiwed by Cumberland in Brunswick
is no other than.that by which.tha;Kingvof Prussgia is geated in Berlin,
Wnatever else may ba required,offcumberland'dan-only be clalwed after-
-he has taken possession_of his lawful and le itimate throns. - (¥
.- But the revolutionary German ‘Imperial Government. prevents him .fron
doing so-by force. A frssh revolutionary action. & it e BEGEGE
hat Is the position of the wmartigs? & . .- . e 'énfﬁ%gé

" In November 1848 the ‘Conservative Party broke through:the new le=
82l basis created in March 1848 without a-tremor. In any case it only
" recogniseg the constitutional position as a provisional one and would .
hail any,feudalgabsolutiat‘coUp.d'atat:with"delight; oS RA TE TaRaRs
73 The Liberal Parties of all shades co-operated in the:revolution or
1848—1866;3ﬁ0r'Wouldfthey‘dény themsslves the right today-to counter %
any-forcibleiovérthrow of the constitution by forece.. = . - _‘_:”vﬂ%ﬁ
ol The--Centre recognises the church as the highest -power, above thes
state, a power~which.might'inﬁa 8iven cass,. thersfore, make revolution
‘ And these are the parties which demand from us that we, -wa-alone

of them all, should declars that in no circumstances will we resort to
force and that we will submit to every oppression, to every act .of vio-
lence, not only as soon-as it is mersly formally legal--legal according
to the Jjudgment of our adversaries--but also when it is directly illegal
Indeed no party has renounced the right to armed registance, ins=
certain'circumstances,*without_1ying. None has ever been able to re=
linquish ‘this ultimate right. L5t il fyad | ok
- But once it comeés to the quaestlon of discussing the circumstancas
for which a party reserves to itself this right, then the game is won,
Then one can talk nineteen to the dozen.  And especially a party which
"hasg been declared to have no.rights, a-party therefore,which has had *~
reévolution directly indicated to itfrom ubciz., Such. a declaration -of -
outlawry can be daily repeated in the fashion .it hag once occurred. 7 To
requirs an unconditional declaration of this kind from such a party s’
sheer absurdity. Sl R (O S e SRt ST s
: For the rest, the gentlemen can keep calm. With military condié}f
tions as they are -at present we shall not start our attack so long as
there is still an‘armeq force against us. We can wait until the armed
force 1tself ceasses to be a._force against us. Any earlier ravolution,-
evern 1f victorious, would not ‘bring us to power, but the most radical:.
of the bourgsoisie, and of the petty bourgeoisie. : s
Meanwhile the elections have shown that we have nothing to expects
from'yielding, i.e., from concesgsions to our adversaries. We have :
only won respect and become & power by deflant resistance. Only powar:
is respected, and only so long as we are a power shall we be respvected
by the philistine, Anyone who makes him concessions can no longer be !
& DPower and-ig despised by him. The iron hand can make itself felt. in-
& velvet glove but it must make itself felt. The German proletariat
has-become-a'mighty party; may its representatives be worthy of it. -~
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