FRANKLIN'S SOCIALISHM THROUGH CONSTITUTIONAL AMEWDMFNT

Turning Point has had various disagreements of a non-basic character with Com- =
rade Yrancis Franklin. However, in the current issue of Towards Soclallsm, Frankliza
has introduced a basic rev1310n of Marx1sm—Len1n1°m,
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In the article, "Some Legal Advice and Thouvhvs on Legal Rlébts” Marx st revo-
lutionary theory ‘is treated with caution and super-legality and reduced to a theoreti-.
cal vulgarlzatlon walch is as revisionist as Dennis' current burlesque at Foley Squarqb
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In our last issue, "Communists: on Trial Before the‘Hbrld"b we observed Dennls'
"peaceful establishment of Socialism" and exposed it as revisionism hy extended quot~
ing from larxist classics. That quoted material equally'exposes Franklin. Towards .-.:
Soclallsm declares: L AR

“"According to the- Federal Constitution, the umerican peOple have the Consvﬁtu—l'fg
tional rizht to change totally the entire present Governmental machinery, To suusbi-. ..
tute tor it a Soviet type of Govermment, if they desire, whenever the majority siould '
desire to exercise their Constitutional right to amend the Constitution... It is _ ;
entirely legul to propose that the american people substibtute for the preéenF Gorern--
ment, through which Wall St. monopolists rule the country (i.e. a dictatorship o the ..
bourgeoisie), a really democratic republic through which working people will rule o
(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 to - o
abide by their own law. Such a government, whose advocacy and formation are not con-:
trary to law, is what Communists advocate. It is not a crime." (4111 emphasis in the .
otiginals) : &
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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.)"
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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."
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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
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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, .
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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 ; { '
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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,
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as an accomplished fact." (p.71)
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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
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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",
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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.



