LENINISM CLASSES
~ LENINISM FIRST CLASS - FOUNDATIONS OF LENINISM - JOSEPH STALIN

LENINISM IS THE THEORY AND TACTICS OF THE PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION IN
GENERAL, THE THECRY AND TACTICS OF THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT
IN PARTICULAR." (Foundations of Leninism, J.V. Stalin; Foreign Languages Press
Peking 1965 p. 2)

CHAPTERS ONE THRU FOUR

1.. What are the princinle centmadictions of imperialism? Discuss them

.+in the context cf todzy's intermnational situation.’,

2. What are the requirements of the metkod of Leninism?

'3, What is theory and why is it importani?

4, What is the Lenirzist and the revision."t line on spontaneity
and the Party's relatxonship to it?

5. Why is imperizlism and the "eve of the socxahst revolution™?

6. Why is the Dictatorship of the Proletariat the instrument of
‘proletarian revolution?

LENINISM SECOND C".ASS - FOUNDATIONS OF LENINISM

CHT "TERS FIVE THEKU NINE

1. What is the correct proletarian policy toward the peasantry

. and how do we apply it?

2. How has the national question changed since the days of the
Second International?

2. What are strategy and tactics?

4, Discuss the featuxes of a party of a new type and how we
apply them.

LENINISM THIRD CLASS - HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B) Chapter 1
'1. Describe the dialectical relationship between the dying away
of the serf system and the rise of the modern industrial proletariat in Russia.
How did the aboliticn of the serf system come 2bout? Describe the state under
Feudalism. What were the forms of "obbery and oppression
of the peacants Ly the ilandlords even after the abolition of
serfdomm?
2. Explain how tsarist Russiz was 2 "prison: of nations"”. What
' ‘role (did Great Russian Chauvinism play in the oppressicn of nations? Explain con-
cretely how the USNA is a prison of nations. Compare how non-Russian nationalities
are treated in the USNA today.
3. Describe the relationship between the Narodniks and the Emancipa-ion of Labor Group
_ What were the positive revolutionzry and the negative aspects of the group?
4, What .5 the Marxist ccuception of Plekanov's view of the role of the individual in history?
5. What lessons csa we lecin from the League of Struggle? Apply them to the Party.
6. What was the role of Isiza; and the role of the perty newspaper?
7. Discuss the following pomts and their application in the book and in life today:
1) the proletariat must be the leading class in social revoiution; 2) the proletarian
revolution can cxnly be led by M-L and rot by <72 spontaneous movement; 3) all
political ideas and movements reoresent classes in motion - with a class brand.

j{r.
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LENINISM FOURTH CLASS - HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B) Chapnter two

1.

2y
3

4,

- -
6.

10.

What effects does an industrial crisis have on the working class
movement?

Why are liberals dangercus?
What two different methods did the tsarist govermment use to eontrol
the workers? What methods does the USNA bourgeoisie use?

How do we make the Tribune not only a collective n~ro-~agandisgt and

a ‘collective organizer? :

What is the dialectical unity between decentralization and central-
ization? '

Lenin spoke about the ultimate goal of the Party and the immediate
tagks of the Party. What is our ultimate goal and immediate task
today? S

How has "economism' minifested itself in the League and in the Left
movement today? %

-

. The main fight at the Second Congress cf the RSDLP was on the aues-

tion of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat. 1Is this stilla main
fight today and what fortm does it take? '

. Describe Lenin's and the Menshevike' views on the Party, as put

forth 'in Lenin's book One Step Forward, Two Stens Back. Describe
how we: apply these six principles in our wWork -

What does it mean that once the line is established, organization
decides evorei:‘rz¥

5 -~

LENINISM FIFTH CLASS - WHAT IS TO BE DONE?
CHAPTER 1

: 2

What does freedom of criticism mean as discussed in the book.
Describe the 'mew'" trend which adopts a critical attitude towards
"obselete dogmatic' Marxism presented by Bernstein and demonstrated
by Millerand.

What was the Rebocheye Dyelo., Explain briefly the conclusions drawn
from the auotation: '"Is it possible to unite the Social Democratic
organizations operating abroad" - "in order that unity may be durable
there must be freedem of criticism" - (See B ~ THE NEW ADVOCATES

OF "FREEDOM COF CRITICISM" first paragranh)

3. Why was it necessary to form an alliance between the "extreme and
extremely moderate views" (legal Marxists and Social Democrats)
What were the major differences between these views)

4. What were the two views on theory discussed in the book (as expressed
by the Rabocheye Dyelo group and the Emancipation of Labor Group)?

5. For Russian Social Democrats the imnmortance of theory was enhanced
by three circumstances - what were they, discuss this in relation.
to chapter 1, section 4 & 5 of the History of the CPSU (B). Dis-

m cuss this in relation to our nresent situation.

CHAPTER 2

4 at 1s the "spontaneous element'?

2. Where does socialist theory come from?

3. Describe the historical development of Economism. _

4. What result does 'bowing to spontaneity'' have. What are some his-
torical examples of this, why does this result occur? :

5. Discuss the quote "and so, we have become convinced..... canable of

leading the whole movement. (auote in the third and fourth na¥agraphs
end of chapter 72) Discuss this aquotation in relation to conditions
in the USNA today and to our work.



6HAPTER 3
T. What does political education of the working class mean?

9. What did Lenin say about Martynov's position '"to give the economic
struggle itself a nolitical character'?! What is the Communist no-
gsition in regard to the economic struggle.

3. What was the Marxist pnsition on agitation and pronaganda. How did

" Martynov try to improve on Plekanov's views?

4. Vhat do the economist and terrorist have in common? How does this

affect the struggle for Socialism?

CEXAPTER 4
~ How are economism and primitiveness related? What would be the harm-

ful effects to our organization if we did nnt fight against these
tendencies?
2. How do organizations of workers (unions) differ from organizations
nf revnlutionaries. How did the economists muddle the difference?
3. What was the economist answer to the vast #lfference in numbers and
consciousness of revolutionaries and the spontaneous unsurge of the
masses?
4, What were the twn positions of '"conspiratorial organization and
Democratism'? _
5. Why did the economist resent 'all Russian Work'"? Why did Lenin call
for both?

CHAPTER 5
I. Discuss Lenin's plan to unite the Marxist circles and organizations
into a single group around an all Russian political newspaper?

LENINISM SIXTH CLASS - HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B) Chapter three

"It is impossible to defeat the enemy without knowing how to attack
properly" "It is impossible to avoid utter rout in the event of defeat
without knowing how to retreat properly, to retreat without nanic and
without confusion." '

Section 1 :

1. What is an agent provacateur? Give examples.

2. Describe the course of events that led to the 1905 revolution in
Russia? What rnle did the Bolsheviks play?

Section ?

. What is the Z*fférence between economic strikes and political strikes?
Give examples nf each. '

9. What was the significance of the Potemkin revolt? Why did it end
in defeat?

3. What was the response nf the liberal bourgeoisie and the government
tn the rising revolutionary struggle?

Section 3

T What were the main points (4) of difference between the Bolsheviks
3rd Party Congress and the Menshevik Conference in their tactical

~ _line? Apnly t» nur conditions in the USNA.

7. What did Lenin mean by uninterrupted revolution?

3. Why was it. the peasantry and not the liberal bourgeonisie whn was
the cilass ally of the proletariat?

Section 4
1. Describe the all Russian mass political strike of Octonber 1905.

-



Section 4

1. Describe the all Russian mass political strike of Octecber 1905,
What did this strike reveal, what were the reactions of the rullng

.. class?

2. Why did the TSar issue the Manifesto of October 17, 1905? What was
it?

3. Do we have similar ""Black Hundreds today? Describe them and their
role in the UCNA today.

4. What were the Soviets? What did they renresent and how did they
arise? What was the role of the Bolcheviks and the Mensheviks in
the Societs? :

Section 5 =

1. Explain the Bolshevik and Menshevik positions on the Agrarian aues-
tion. What class interests did the Mensheviks position serve?

2. What was the significance of the Mnscow unrising?

-Sect1on 6: -

T. -What were the nttltudes of the Bnlshev1ks the Mensheviks to the
different Dumas? What can we learn from the Bnlsheviks on this
auestion.

7. Why was the 5th Congress considered a big victory to the Bolsheviks.
What were the class roots of the tactics nf the Bolsheviks, the Men-
shevids as described by Zomrade Stalin. -

3. What weire the causes of the defeat of the 1905 revonlutinn? What
lessons were learned from it. Apply these lessons tn our situatim
-today. :

LENTNISM SEVENTH CLASS - HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B) Chapnter Four

Section 1

T. Describe the policy of the StTlypin reaction.

2. In which class d;ﬂ the Tsar have a base of supnort? Why?

3. What kind of "eriticism' of Marxism do we hear today?

4. What were the characteristic features of modern revisionism in
DﬁlltlcaL econnn) in aguestions of tactics and in philnsophyi-~
in Lenin's time, in ours?

Section. 2 :
(Class on Dialectical and Higtoriaal Materialism will be held at & later
date) .

Section 3

I. How did the Bolsheviks use the dialectics of advance and retreat

. during the neriod of reaction.

2. How did the Bolsheviks use legal and illegal work? How do we use

: it today, and will we in the future?

3. Whn were the Lisulidatnrs? Who were the Otzovists? Using them as
an example, show how '"left deviations turn int» their opposite -
how 'right" and "left" deviations are a unity »f opposites? Give
exXapmles nf this tnday.

Tection 4

1 Describe Trotsky's August Bolc and exnlain how it was counteracted

. by Lenin.

2. Why is "centrism' an incorrect political concept?

3. Describe the prenaration of the Bolsheviks for the Prague. Conference -
what was the outcrme nf this econference.

QHagTY
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l. Discuss how the party princinle of purging is vital to the develon-
ment- of ‘a revolutionary party.

LENINISM EIGHTH CLASS ~ ONE STEP FGRJARD TWO STEP" BACK

-Hlstorlcal Backgrnnnﬂ

The Second Party Congress, which began in 1903. was convened for
one' specific rurpose; The ,¢reation of a centralized, all Rugsian.revo-
lutionary Marxist Party. capable of leadlng the Russian nrﬁletarlat
to the seizure of State nower. | e

The Second Congress was responsible for:

1. Sealing the victory of Marxism over "Economism"

2. Adopting a program and rules, creating a Sncial Democratic Party
and thus building the framework for a single party. .

. Revenllng the existence of grave differences nver the question of
organization which divided the party into two sections, The Bolsheviks
and the Mencheviks; the ~udlutionary Social Democrats and the nppor-
tunists. i

4. Demonstrating that the main opposition (onpnrtunlsts) formerly the
Economists; was now the Mensheviks.

1 c falled, however. to expnse the Menshev1ks Of thelr oppnrtunism

in organizational matters. It was unable to isolate them from the Party
‘i Fellowing the congress the struggle between the Bolsheviks and
the Mensheviks became more acute. The Mensheviks did their best to
~hbotage’ the Congress- decisions, and seize. the Party institutionms.
“THeir demand for afdditional representation on the Iskra editorial
board, plus the tunabout that Plekanov made when he switched tn the
-gide:cf the opportunidts, forced Lenin to resign from the editorial
board in order to-gpend all his time in the Central Committee to strike
at the opnortunicts from this position. Following this, and starting
with the:r52nd issue of Iskra. the Mensheviks converted Iskra into
their -own paper. We refer to the Mensheviks Iskra as the "new Iskra
‘and: Lenin 3 as the "old. Iskra"
it  Lenin wrofe Ojg_gfep Forward, Two Steps Back during this time: .
i1l ‘answer to the attack boing wazed by the Mensheviks qgalnst the Bol-
uhEVlkS feVOlLthH Iy ;*“ﬁdl"l‘gnnal principles.

Organlzatlonal Pr1nc1n1es whlch the book put forth:

i ! 1. The Marxist Party iz a detachment of the working class but a
:_spécLal detachment it is the vanguard detachment, the class- -conscious
" detachment armed with knowledge of society, and the laws of class
..gtruggle, it is able to lead the working class and direct the struggle.
Obviously. then the Party ig not: the” wnrklng class. and not every mem=-
ber nf the working class, or every striker is in the Party. It is not
the task of the Party to 1lod~r itself to the level of the masses. but
to raise their level to that of the Party. o
7. The Party is an organized detachment. It must have discipline

which is binding on all its members. Therefore, Party members must
belong tn a Party orgﬂnLZHtlhns The organizational renort submltted
at the Merger Conferencé corte c*ly points out that our League must have
this same princinle. The Party meeds a united will of the members in



order to direct the workin; ciass struggle

3. The Party must be the highest form of organization of the- woTrking
class’, and its mission is to gglde all other orpaﬁizatlons of the walik-
class. The Party must play the leading rolé in the revolution;.not
be lead by the spontanecus movement.

4. The Party is an.embodiment of the comnections of the vhAaguard
with the masses. 1t must have connections w1th the non#party masses
or else it will igsolate itself from the masses. lostz theit eonfidence

and support. flounder and die. '

- NG The Perty must be- organized.on the principle of Centralism,
not’ultra-demncrqcy The minority must be subordinate to*the ma;orlty,
the various Organlaaulnns to the center. In fact. the cnrrect oréanl-
zational principle is DE%GCQALLC CENTRALTSN

a comm0n prn1etarian disclplzne eﬁually bwndlng on all members. 1lead-
ership and rank'and-fiie. There can be no 'chosen few'.

Small Circles (maln ﬁneu) ‘and varinus Cﬂngre G oupings

1. Iskrd_ﬂﬁitﬁrlal Beard - Cnmpnsed nf Lenin, Dlekanov Martov;
Zasullch Azelrod and FPotresov. Founded in 1900. Bony
B a ‘The Emancipatinn of Labor Group'.- Made up of Ptekanov, A«elrod
Deutst h Zasulich and Ignatov. This group, founded in 1883, had been
- largely responsible; through translations pzmphlets, etc. for'bfing-
ing ‘Marxism to-Russ {a. In the last years the groun rebided abroad.

"ot 3, .The Leaguelof ‘evoluLionary Russian Social-Democracy-~- The
foreign ' representative of the Igskra.organization. In the course nf
the- CohgreSS it was elected the nnly tepresentative of the RSDLP abroad.

‘4. Rabocheye Dyeln - The organ- nf the Economists, renresented at
the cnngress by Martynov, Akimov and.EBrouckere.

5. The Bund -~ A group which hailed 1tself as the 'snle réenresen-
‘tative of the Jewish sroletarizt in! ‘Rugsia' and demanded 'complete au=
tr)nnmy'f cog 5 o e L
& '6{ Yuzhny Rabhhy =~ The QOvtthn Yorker. This was a néwsnaner’
circle 'which had done much good practic.l work' and had declared it+
self Iskra-ist. Vhen it was ]LSSO+ red at the Congress along with'all
other « c1rciesﬁ however, one-of its ieaders sald that he "did not deem
it necessary' to ptcclﬂjm *tgrLf dicsolved end thus totally misunder-
stond the role_of the Fﬂﬂgresa'anﬂ nZ demozratic centralism.

7. Borba - A groun of gelf~-styied 3ocial Democrats abrnad having
a basically Economist iine. They were barred from attending the Con-
gress, but cam” into prominence in the "Organizing Committee incident".

8. The Centre -~ These werc peznle who initially had correct noli=-
tics., but favored conciliation and "unity at any cost" with the onnor-
tunists. They (hUS transformed themselives into what Lenin called "mid-
dling oppcrtunists" At times sided with the Lolsheviks, but as the
Congress continued the; begﬂn to side more and more with the MEHShGVLks

Major Incidents at the Congress : L

k! A. Orgraiizing Committee Incident ~ This committee was s. small groun
. formed to bring the Congress LO?Ether Tt was comnosed of Iskr31sts
“Bundlsts and: Raboche]e Dyallsto T2 incident revolved around the com-
mlttee'* dec1510n to permLt the Borbaist Rydzanov to 31t in on the



Congress after they had previously refused to let him 4o so. Comrarie
Paviovick, a Bolshevik, objected saying that the small groun (the or-
‘ganizing committee) was acting on its own against the Congress. Com-
rade Martov asked the committee why they had changed their views on

the Borba group. The reason they guve was that rossibly ''it could have
forgotten to nominate somenne anrd SO on'. This was not the reason.

The change of face was the reflection nf the '"political sninelessness
of the unstable groun on the Org Ziz® ' ~Tommittee", They wished to
burke the issue and were afraid of what peonle would say. This @as
Comrade Lenin's compact snalysis of the significance nf the Org. Com-
mittee incident: '...The issue thus came down to this: circles of.

a Party? Were the rights of delegateés tn be restricted at the Congress
in the name of the imaginazy rights or rules of the varinus bondies

and circles: or were all lower bodies and 0id grouns to be comnletely
and not nominally but actually, AisbandaA in face of the Congress '
pending the crection of genuine Party officinl institutions? The reader
will already cee from this how profoundly jmrortant from the standnoint
of principle was this ispute at the very outaset (the Shird sitting)

of this Congress whose nurnose was the actual restoration of the Party.
¥ocused in this dispute, as it were, was the conflict between the old
circles and small grouns (such ag Yuzhny Rabochy) and the renascent
Party. And the anti-Iskra groups at once revealed themselves: The
fundists Abramson, Comrade Martynmov, that ardent ally of the nresent
~ckra editorial board, and our friend Comrade Makhov all sided with
Egrov and the Yuzhany Rabochy groun against Tavlovich. Comrade Martynov
who now vies with Martov and Axlerod in eporting "democracy' in organ-
ization, even cited the example of...the army, where an apreal to a
superior authority can only be made throughra lower one.! The true
veaning of this "compact' anti-Iskra onposition was auite clear to
everyone who was present at the Congress or who had carefully followed
the internal history of our Party prior to the Congress. It was the
npurnose of the opposition (perhaps not always realized by all of its
representatives, and scoastimes purcued by force of inertia) to guard
the independence, individualicm an parochial interests of the small
petty grouns from being swallowed un in the broad Party that was bieng
built on the Iskra principlecs'.

B. The Dissolution of the Yusliny Rabocky. In August of 1907 the
Yuzhny Raboch y groun conducted negotiationg on joint work with Iskra.
This resulted ir a published statemcnt of golidarity between the two
grours. The ”nAd Congress aoted that "valuable literary and organiza-
tional work of the Yuzhny Rabochy group for the unificatinn and re-
establishment nf the narty’ anrd nagsed o deciaion tn cease nublication
and dissolve this group alongwwith all other individual inderendent
Social Democratic groups and organizations. The vuzhny Rabochy groun
however, didn't fully cubscribe and Lenin nointed out that they ''ver-
bally. recognizing Iskra as the leading organ, actually nursued nlans
of their own and were unstable in matters of princinle"”. One of the
Comrades” Popov, hinted during the delate that a comnact majority nre-
determin=d the fate of the groun. This means that after the Iskraists
had stated their opinion and moved a resolution everything was clear.
The Yuzhty Rabochy groun would be dissolved against its own wishes.

At this noint che groun spokesman drew a Adistinction between the Iskra~
jats and his own sunnonrters as renresenting different lines of organ-
izational nolicy. :

¢. The Agrarian Program. The next major debate centered around



the Agrarian Program. It proved to be a preview of a mofor struggle
between the Bolshevik and Menshevik lines, even though at this Congress
the Economists took up the banner of the opnosition. The debate cen-
tered around the auestion of the rilationship of the nroletariat to -
the neasantry. The Opportunists held that the major mistake of the
Agrarian Program was that it pushed for an alliance of workers anAd
peasants. This was a mistake, according t® the opportunists. because
the proletariat is ''our nnly revolutionary class''. They took this
correct fact and twiited it to mean that none of the other classes
could take a revolutionary stand. In fact they went further and stated
that the peasantry was reaciionary and bourgeois. This is why Lenin
charged the Opnortunists were Vulgar Marxists. '

As if declaring the peasantry an enemy of the nrnletariat weren't
bad enough, the opposition went on to say that the bourgeocisie was a
‘class that "while essentially it is reactionary', it "is often revolu-
-tionary - for example, in the struggle against feudalism and its sur-

vivals'. Makhov, who made thw ablve statement. went on to say that
there were some groups that "are always (!) reactionary - such as handi-
craftsmen’. This is turning things upside-down. What was done by the

opportunists was to take known facts ~ the general class relationships
of the nroletariat, the neasantry and bourgeoisie and make them ab-
stract absolutes that were incorrect. The history of the Soviet Union
nroves the importance of the neasantry.

The debate over the Agrarian Program also clearly showed where
the "Centre'" stood. On this auestion Egorov and Makhov, two "Centrists"
sided with the anti-Iskraists in opposing the Agrarian program. Need-
less to say, although the debate was heated at times, the amendments
which the opposition attempted to bulldoze through (in an attempt to
change the nature of the nrogram) were defeated.

D. Debate over Paragraph ONe of the Rules. This debate centered
between Lenin's and Martov's formulation of criteria for Party member-
ship. Lenin's formulation was: A member of the party is one who ac-
cepts its nrogram anc supports the party both financially and by rer-
sonal perticipation #n one of the party organizations. Martov's for-
mulation was: A member nf the Russian Social Democratic Labor Party
is one who accepts its program, supports the Party financially and
rendeérs it regular personal assistance under the Airection of one of
its organizations. This difference, between the one which says a
member has to be in a party organization and the one that says a
member must work under the Adirection of one of the nartyshrganizations
is much more important than just a auestion of semantics,

"It is clearly evident from this juxtaposition that there is no
idea in Martov's draft, but only an empty nhrase. That Party membersa
must work under the control and direction of the organs of the Party
goes without saying; it cannot be otherwise, anA nn%y those talk
about it who love to talk without saying anything, who love to drown
"Rules" in a flood of verbiage and bureaucratic formulas (that is,
formulas useless for the work and supposed to be ‘useffil for display).
The idea of naragranh one anpears only when the aduestion is asked:-

Can the organi of the Party exercise actual direction over Pasoty
“members who do not belong to any of the Party organizations?

There is not even a trace nf this irtea in Comrade Martov's Araft. Con-
sequently, I would not have been acauainted with the "views" of Com-
rade Martov "on this subject' for in Comrade Martov's draft there are
no views on this subject. Comrade Martov's statement of fact proves




to be a.muddle’.

It is obvious that the basis of Martov's formulation is that of
the petty-bourgeois intellectual who shrinks from Party discipline.
This is obvious when one remembers that throughout this period in
history the Mensheviks were continually calling for a party that could
be open to every striker, high school student, professor .."

Unfortunately, Martov's formulation was adopted by the Congress ,
by a vote of 28-22. But Lenin had this to say about the outcome of
the vote: ''...I by no means consider our difference (over Paragraph 1)
so vital as to be a matter of life or death to the Rarty. We shall
certainly not perish because of an unfortunate clause in the Rules'
Taken by itself, this difference, although it did reveal shades of
principle, could never have called forth that divergence (actually,
to speak unreservedly, that split) which took place after the Congress
But every little difference may become a big one if it is insisted on,
if it is put into the foreground, if people set about searching fo.r
all the roots and branches of the difference. Every little difference
may 'assume tremendous importance if it serves as the starting-point
for a swing towards definite mistaken views, and if these mistaken
views are combined, by virtue of new and additional divergences, with
anarchistic actions which bring the Party to the point of a split'.

E. Personal Composition of the Contral Committee and the Central
Organ. Eventually at the Congress and afterwards, the struggle between
the 2 lines of consistently revolutionary Social Democracy’' and various
shades of opportunism developed into the question of membership in
the Central Committee, the majority or the minority (opportunists).

A fierce struggle took place around the personal composition of the
C.C. and the Editorial Board. The discussion, which was at first
characterized as squabbling, later developed into a conflict over
different political lines. Thus, shades of opprotunism developed into
full blossomed opportunism. Comrades like Martov, who originally sidéd
with Lenin, ended up opposing him. Plekanhov, who in the beginning
opposed opportunism, stood for ‘~peace’ between the groups, and even-
tually ended up in the Menshevik camp.

'The fundamental idea of What Should Not Be Done' - a book written
by Plekhanov - is that in politics one must not be too stiff-necked,
too harsh and unyielding; that it is sometimes necessary, to avoid a
split, to yield even to revisionsits (among those moving towards us
or among the inconsistents) and to anarchistic individualists'.

We must never forget that we must always take a principled stand
against revisionsim, and not yiteld to it, or else we will wind up in
the "‘marsh  just as Comrades like Plekhanov and various Cemtrists, both
in Russia and throughout the world, have done.

Analysis of the Voting ----- See last page
Summary

The importance of ONE STEP FORWARD, TWO STEPS BACK, IS that it
successfully upheld the Party principles against the Circle principles

and the Party against the disorganizers; it smashed the opportunism
of the Mensheviks on the question of organization and laid 'the organi-




zational foundations of the Bolshevik Party. 1Its historical signifi-
cance lies in the fact that for the first time in the history of Marx-
'ism, Lenin elaborated the ''doctrine of the Party'' as the leading organ-
ization of the proletariat, as the principle weapon of the proletariat,
without which the dictatorship of the proletariat cannot be won.

"Tn its struggle for power, the proletariat has no other weapon
but organization. Disunited by the rule of anarchic competition in
the bourgeois world, ground down by forced labor for capital, constant-
ly thrust back to the 'lower depths' of utter destitution, ‘savagery
adn-degeneration, the proletariat can become, and inevitably will be-
come, an invincible force only when its ideollgical unification by the
principles of Marxism is consolidated by the material unity of an or-
ganization which will weld millions of toilers into an army of the
working class. Neigher the decrepit rule of Russian tsardom, not the
senile rule of 1nternational capital will be able to withstand this
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it was a question of a sort' of dtu

statement which was not in'itself a uha' >__ANTI- ISKRAISTS
direct committal to a definite o
political position - such as the '**




recognition of Iskra's organizing work was not in itself a commital
to carry out. its organizational policy _

Type B - This was when the con51stent and inconsistent Iskraists voted
against the anti-Iskraists and the "'Centre . The Organizing Committee
incident is an example of this kind of voting

Types C,D,E, - This was when a small section of the Iskraists broke

away and joined with the anti-Iskraists, and thus created a majority
as long as they remained in the Congress, such as the vote on Para-

graph 1 of the rules.

MENTALSH NDNU 01288 -
QUESTIONS FOR ONE STEP FORWARD, TWO STEPS BACK

1 What is the relatlonship between the Party and the whole worklng

class? -

2. What are Party organlzations7 What is the 51gnif1cance of Party

members being required to belong to a Party organization?

3. What are the consequences if they are not required to belong even

though they support the Party in other ways? Describe how the

Party is both an organization and a sum of orgmnizations

4. How does the Party guide all of the other orghnizations of the work-
ing class?

. How does the dialectical principle of subordinating the minority
to the majority and the part to the whole apply to Party organlza-
tions? How does the Party preserve unity in its ranks?

. What is the difference between brueaucracy and centralism?

. What is the difference between democracy as one of the aspects

of democratic cent5alism and the right error of ultra democracy?

.tIn One Step Forward, Two Steps Back it is shown that once the

‘Centrists —united with the Right ondone issue, they tended more
.and more to unite with them on all issues, until they had abandoned
the Left position entirely. .Discuss this tendency in light of
present work. What are some features common to the Contrists of
Lenin's day and the present day?

9. What lS Vulgar Marxism? Give current examples

-t
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SUGGESTED READING HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B) Chapter 2 section 4
LENINISM CLASS NINE - TWO TACTICS OF SOCIAL DEMOCRACY - LENIN

CLASS I t
REAPING: Two Tactics of Social Democracy, Lenin, Foreigh Languages
- Press, Peking, 1965 p. 1-58 Chapters 1-6
History of the CPSU(B) 1939 p. 62-77 Section 3 of Chapter 3
On New Democracy - Mao Tsetung, FLP, Peking 1967 Sections 3-9
. Optional: Lecture on the 1905 Revolution Lenin

%UESTIONS
Apply the lessons of Two Tacties to the national liberation move-

ments of today (e.g Negro People's Liberation Movement, the struggle

of the Indo-Chinese people's against USNA Imperialism).
2. What are the similarities and what are the differences between Chlna
in 1940 and Russia in 19057



3. Why did Lenin say that the character of the 1905 Revolution in
Russia was bourgeois-democratic? What determines the class charac-
ter of a revolution? Can there be a bourgeois-democratic revolution

~ today? - : B 30 _ ~ 3

4. hat is the relationship of tactics and program? Use the Bolshevik
position Lenin outlines as an example. '

5 What is the relation of Tactics-as-a-process’', syndicalism, and
economism? !

6. Should the Communist Party participate in a bourgeois government?

I1f so, under what conditions? Discuss in relation to the CPUSA's
'anti-monopoly coalition program, and to the United Front Anti-+
Fascist government in Spain (1936-~1739 during the Spanish Civil War).
Also apply to the conditions in the USNA and our building of a
United Front Against Fascism from below. i

CLASS II ' :

READING: Two Tactics of Social Democracy - p 59-158 Chapter 7 thru
Section 3 of the Postscript.
History of the CPSU(B) p. 62-77 - Section 3 of Chapter 3

QUESTIONS ' >

- Why was Two Tactics the political preparation of the Bolshevik Party?
. Discuss the link-up of syndicalism and revisionism in the Men-
shevik position?

at has changed in the tactics of the proletarian revolution since
1905? What has remained the same? Why?
Who are the allies of the USNA proletarian revolution? Discuss how
both the Mensheviks and the CPUSA say that the liberal bourgeoisie
is the main ally of the proletariat?
5. What is the correct position on the question of stages in the

proletarian revolution? The opportunist and the left-opportunist

- posotions?
6. Who was the first to raise the slogan of the "revolutionary demo-
crat%c dictatorship of the revolutionary classes? What does this
mean ?

oW N

Suggested Reading: Address of the Central Committee to the Communist
League - 1850 p. 154 - Karl Marx Selected Works Vol. II - N.Y. Int'l Pub

LENINISM CLASS TEN - DIALECTICAL AND HISTORICAL MATERIALISM - STALIN

1. What are the four principle features of the Marxist Dialectical M
Method? '

2. Why does the dialecfical method focus on that which is arising and
developing as opposed to that which seems durable and permanent?

_ Why is the proletariat invincible and not the bourgeoisie?

3. What does dialectics say about internal contradictions?

4. Why is the application of the dialectical method to a study of sodal
life and the history of society important to a proletarian party.
Illustrate with theorrtical examples. LNy

. J. How does Marx's philosophical materialism differ from idealism? -

' What are the basic tenets of Marx's philosophical materialism?

6. What according to philosophical materialism is social 1ife? What
are the implications for prectical political d@ctivity? :



7. What is the sourcé of social ideas, institutions and political ideas?
What are some practical implications of this (tracing the class course
of ideas)? ; o

8. How do the developing productise forces shape the relations of pro-
duction? How did these forces of production change slave relations
of production to feudal relations of production? Feudal relations
to capitalistic relations?

9. How can the party of the proletariat influence and accelerate the
developing material 1life of society?

10. Explain Marx's formulation of the essence of historical materialism
in his Critique of Political Economy. Explain the quotation it
is not the consciousness of men that determines their being, but.
on th contrary, their social being that determines their conscious-
ness’'.

LENINISM CLASS ELEVEN - MATERIALISM AND EMPIRIO-CRITICISM - Lenin

READ: History of the CPSU(B) p. 101-105, for historical background
and summary of the book

Study the following quotations. On materialism and idealism:

'In his work, Ludwig Feuerbach, Engels divides philosophers into two
great camps -~ materialists and idealists. Engels .sees this fundamen-
tal distinction between them: that while to the materialists nature

is primary, -and spirit secondary, to the idealists, the reverse if the
case Between these two schools of thought Engels place s the. adher-
ents of Hume and Kant who deny the poesibility of knowing the .world,

or at least of rully knowing it, and calls them agnostics.' p. 14

"The basic distinction between the materialist and the idealist is that
the materialists takes sensation, perception, and, in genéral, human
consciousness as the copy of objective reality. The world is the move-
ment of this objective reality reflected in our eonsciousness. To the
movement of ideas, perceptions, etc., corresponds the movement of matter
outside of us. The notion of matter expresses nothing but objective

reality which.is given us in sensation... To separate thought from
objeectiveireality, to separate sensation from the external world ..is
the 'same as joining the idealist camp.” p. 226

'Principles are not the starting points of investigation but the con-
clusions of it; they are not to be applied to nature and history but

are derived from them. Nature and humanity are not steered by princi-
ples, but principles are, on the other hand, only correct insofar as

they correspond to nature and history. That is just the materialistic
~conception of matter, and the opposite ..is the idealistic conception. p.22

"All knowledge is derived from experience, from sensations, from per-
ception; this is true. But the question. remains, Is the source of per-
ception objective reality? If you answer yes,.then you are a materialist
If not then you inevitably come to subjectivism, or agnosticism, irres=:
spective of whether you deny the knowledge of the thing-in-itself, o r
the objectivity of time, space, causality (Kant), or whether you reject



the very idea of the thing-in-itself (Hume). The inconsistency of your
"empiricism, of your philosophy of experience, will lie in the fact that
“‘you are denying the objective content of experience, the objective
truth of empirical knowledge . 100

"The really important epistemological (how-do-we-know-things) questinn
which divides the philosophic schools is not concerning the degree of
our exactness of our description of causal connections.. but whether
the source of our cognition of these connections is natural objective
law, or the properties of our own human reason...from the agnostics.’ p.
p. 129 ' § 5

On .idealism: : ¢ ;
"For-~evey scientist, who is not led astray by ‘professopial philosophy,
as well as for every materialist, sensation is nothing but a direct
connection of the mind with the external world; it is the transforma-,
tion of energy of external excitaticn into a mental state. This trans-
formation has been observed by each of us a million times. The
sophistXy of idealist philosophy consists in that it takes sensation
not as a connection of the mind with the outer world but as a screen,
as a wall which separates the mind from the outer world; in that it

is taken not as an image corresponding to the perception of the ex-
ternal phenomenon but as the only entity’'. p.31

'Let us regard the external world, or nature as ''a combination of sen-
sations' which is caused in our mind'by the divinity. Admit this and
give up searching for the ''ground ' of these sensations outside of the
mind and man, and I will recognize within the framework of the ideal-
ist theory of knowledge all of natural science, the application and
certainty of its inferences...Such is Berkeley's idea. It correctly
exprgsses the essence and social significance of idealist philosophy ™
p. L : : '

"The agnostic (the follower of Fume) does not go beyond his sensations
and asserts that he cannot know anything about their source, their ori-
-gin, etc...And how does Engels refute their arguments? - Now, this line
of reasoning seems undoubtedly hard to beat by mere argumentation.
But before there was argumentation there was action. .And human actidén
had solved the difficulty long before human ingenuity invented it..
From the moment we turn objects to our own use, according to the qual-
ities we perceive in them, we put to an inf allible test the correct-
ness or otherwice of our sense impressions. If these perceptions have
been:wrong then our estimate of the use to which an object can be
turned must -also be ‘wrong, and ocur attempt must fail. But if we suc-
ceed in accomplishing our aim, if we find that the object does agree
with. our  idea of it, and does answer the purpose we intended it for,
;. then .that is positive proff that our perceptions of it and of its qual-
ities, so far, agree with reality outside ourselves."” p. 81

‘‘A-philosophy which teaches that physical nature is derivative (secon-
ary, coming from combinations of thoughts) is a clerical (religious)
philosophy pure and simple ..If nature is a derivative then it is self-
evident that it can be derived only from something that already exists,
for in order for nature to be derived from it, it has to exist apart
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from it. 1In plain language this is'what is meant by God ' The ideal-
ists continually try to substitute 'z different name, to make it appear
more abstract, more ncbulous, and at the same time, to make it appear
g “more plausible (eg, Universal Will, Absolute Idea etc)... Everybody
‘~n dlgnows’ that 'idea,'gpirit, will, and the :psychical, in general, are the
i fanction Bi5sa normally. operating human brain...To separate this func-
zitionofkom:aispecific. structure, orgenized in a certin way, to convert
. this function into. a;universal, general abstraction, to substitute.
.. this abstraction fer the whole of physical nature - is the delusion
.- ,of ap idealism which secretly scorns science.”" p. 192-193

. Pt
i

"gut the substance of idealism can be reduced to this: the mental is
taken as the starting-point; from it external nature is inferred or
. constructéd; end in short order the individual conscicusness is deduced
- from nature. This primal mental is always in the last analysis a life-
less .abstraction which conceals a diluted theology.'" p. 190

"It.shguld bé'pofeé,that an\edlectic combination of Kant and Hume, or
Hume and Berkeley, is possible, so to speak, in various proportioms...
emp ?gis now upen one element in the mixture, and now upon another.

p. 1 ' ' . , ”

On Materialism:
"What'are the three epistemological ¢how-do-we-know) inferences which
follow from Engels' refutation of the Kantian thing-in-itself?
-."(1) Things exist independently of our consciousness, independently
. of our sensationms... O T ' g | 2
'"(2) There is zbsolutely no difference between the phenomenon ‘(the
thing as observed} and the thing-in-itself, and there can be none.
The difference is only between what is already known and what is
not yet known. And the philosophic fiction which holds that clear-
: . cut distinction can be drawn between one and the other - that the
.3 .. thing=in~itself is on the other side" of the phenomencn (Kant),
. is...nongsense, together with the notion that we must cut ourselves
by .a, philosophic partition from reality (Hume) .
""(3). In the theory of knowledge, as in other branches of science,
we must think dialectically, that is, we must not regard our know-
ledge as ready-made and unchangeable, but must determire how from
ignorance knowledge is gradually built up, and how incomplete, in-
exact knowledge becomes more complete and exact.''p. 77

"Fhe destructability of the atom, its #nexhaustibility, the mutability

of all the forms of matter and the varialilty of its motion, have been

the stronghold of dialectical materialism. All boundaries in nature

are arbitrcry, movable, and express the gradual approximation of our

reason towards the knowledge of matter. But this does not at all prove thav
that nature itself, is a symbol, - a product of our reason.”’ p. 240

‘"Materialism generally recognizes the objectively real being (matter)
as existing independently of mind, sensation, experience; etc. His-

.., torical materialism recognizes social being as existing independently
of the social consciousness of humanity. Consciousness here and there
is only an image of being, at best an approximately true (adequate,
ideally exact) image of it. 'You cannot eliminate cven one basic assump-
tion one substantial part of this philosophy'of Marxism (it is as if



it were a solid block of steel) without abandoning objective truth, withous {
out falling into the arms of the bourgeois-reactionary falsehood. p. 28l

"On the class origins and social effects of philosophy:

"Modern fideism (faith-ism, religion) does not reject science., ~ Oh nol
It only rejects the "exaggerated claims" of science, especially its claim

to objective truth.. If objective truth exists...then every kind of fideism is absolutely false, "«
But if there is no ob bjectiveiz—-\" truth, if truth (including scientific truth) is ona’:
only the organized form of human esperience (as the idealists inclu-

ding the Machists claim), then a way is left open for the fundamental
postulate of clericalism." p. 98

"On the other h"a;ld', for the materialists the world is richer, livlier,

more varied...for with each scientific step.taken in advance, new n ="~
parts of it are discovered. -To the materialist, sensations are images

of the ultimate and only objective reality, ultimate not in the sense

that it is already explored to the end, but in that there is not and

cannot be any other besides it. This view point irrevocably cleses the oo.
door, not only to fideism, but also to professorial scholasticism."”

p. 101

"Modern cultural fideism has no desire to regard the cenceptions of
natural science as anything more than working hypotheses." We

~ shall concede science to you naturalists, provided you surrender

' epistemology and philosophy to us - such are the terms of concubinage .~
under which the theologians and professors in the advancec capitalist
countries live." p. 239

"But what is highly characteristic is heow these drowning faiths clutch

at a straw, and with what cunning the representatives of the educated
bourgeoisie artificially attempt to sustain and find a place for fideism
whose hold on the lower strata of the masses is due to'ignorance,
backwardness, and to the absurd and wild contradictions of capitalist :0 i
society." p. 265

"For the professors, philosophy is not a science, but a safeguard .
against social dem@cracy o295

. "Taken as a whole; the professors of economics are nolthing but
- scientific salesmen of theology." p. 297

4o

On the genius of Marx and Engels:

"The genius of Ma_r‘fx and Engels expressed itself inthat they despised

. the pseudo-erudite play upon new words, wise terms, and cunning

"isms". They:'simply and explicitly said that there was a materialist
and idealist division in philesophy, and between them there are various
shades of agnosticism. The desire to find a "new" theory of value,

or a "new" theory of rent." p. 117



"The genius of Marx and Engels lay in the fact, that during a long
period, for nearly half a century, they developed materialism.,..
They did not lose time in repeating epistemological problems already
solved, but consistently developed them, and showed how to carry -
materialism into the social sciences.” p. 291

(All page numbers refer to the 1927 International Publishers edition
of Materialism and Empirio-Criticism, V. 13 of the Collected Works

of Lenin)

3. Noi;es for duscussion:

In Materialism and Empirio-Criticism, Lenin attacks and completely
annihilates what then was the "lates " attempt to refute or "improve"
materialism, an attempt which not only masqueraded as being scientific,
but even, in some cases, Marxist. It was not the first, nor the last,
attempt, for we know that the consistent development of science leads
to dialectical materialism, and that kialectical materialism is poison
to the bourgeoisie. But at the same time that the bourgeoisie must ward
off this 'poison', it needs science to help it make more money, build
"new weapons of war, etc. At the same time as it needs science - and
especially the science necessary to destroy feudalism - the bourgeoisie
understands that in order to maintain its rule, it must be able to hide
away or justify its crimes. And for this it relies on relition, astro-
logy, 'race' theories, the mystification and deification of the state,

the fetishism of commodities pushed as economic science, and idealism
in philosophy. If the bourgeoisie does not 'dose' and distort its
science it becomes our science, the proletariat's science, since it
becomes dialectical materialism. How to keep science from becoming
dialectical materialism - this is the main problem of bourgeois philo-
sophy - a problem which, of course, is unsolvable, since the proletariat
is the rising, and the bourgeoisie the dying, class in the world today.

The bourgeoisie's first attack on science was formulated in 1710 by
Beorge Berkeley (later made a bishop for his efforts), and as we shall
see hasn't changed much since Berkeley, in his A Treatise, Concern-
ing the Principles of Human Knowledge, Wherein the Chief Causes of
Errors and Difficulty in the Sciences, with the Grounds of Skepti-
~cism, Atheism and Irreligion, are inquired into, (Berkeley's clarity
is what makes classical philosophers classic) - took certain errors .- . -
and vaguenesses of Locke and developed them into a full-blown system.
Berkeley says that our only knowledge is of thoughts, ideas; that

these thoughts cannot exist without a mind to think them, that matter
is a meaningless term since what we call objects are really combina-~
tions of sensations or ideas that are in our minds, and that there-

“fore, to believe in the reality of the objective world is to hold, in

his terms, a most abstract and incomprehensible idea. These ideas,
however, are real things, consistent and orderly - and it is their



sequence and connection that science studies. Berkeley says that

all he takes away is the concept of matter or objective reality (ie.
having existence independent of our thoughts, about them) _He does so
because matter is 'the cornerstone of Atheism'. He then goes on to
say that it is God who is the source of all our ideas Lenin sums up
the implkications of what Berkeley says in the second quote cited in the
section on Idealism. "

But this attempt of the bourgeoisie to disown their child - and former
weapon against feudalism - materialism, was too raw and open to last
for long against the steady development of science. Hume refines “_.i..¢,
Berkeley, saying that we cannot know any.thing beyond our ideas,
whether ‘God or Matter; that the mind is only a co:lection of sen-
sations, and that . ere is nothing we can know besides the sensation .
we feel at the present moment. The logical end of Humianism is called
called 'solipsism', which reduces the world to the thoughts of one .
.person, other people etc belng only ideas or 111usions created by

the one person, and . Vi PNEAENY ok S A B ey S EEE g g -
the one person, and whmh denies cause and effect, saymg that ideas L
.are only associated with each other more or less closely, but do

not cause each other (the idea of one billiard ball hitting the idea of --.
another billiard ball does not 'cause' it to move). Solipsism also
denies space and time, only the present sensation existing. Engels
points out that this absurdity is refuted not primarily by argument L
but by social practice (third quote in section on.Idealism) A system
based on the premise that knowledge is arrived at by a solitary,

pessive thinker contemplating in his study, cannot arrive at the real
world.

Hume was too raw for the bourgeoisie, too obviously absurd in the

face of scientific knowledge, and even of plain everyday life. So

along came Kant and built up an eclectic mish-mash of Hume, Berke-

ley, and materialism. This mish-mash represents the end of the
development of bourgeois philosophy to date, other later "systems"

being merely endless repetitions of Berkeley, Hume, Kant and

and materialism in various combinations. Lenin proves this is true of the
of the latest. ph:losophy in 1908 and it is still true today. . The
bourgeoisie cannot develop a cons1stent 1dealzsm such as Hegehan

merely by 'standing Hegellanism on its head"' sprmgs directly from

.it. Similarly, they cannot do away with magggl_a_l_gsm science and scientific
scientific knowledge, although they must do away with its implications.
This is their predicament. The basic way they try to solve it is by '
admitting the correctness and usefulness of science but denylng its

objeclt;ve_l_'eall:__l;y Today this is called 'Ioglcal positivism'; yes-

terday it was 'agnosticism’, 'pragmaticism’, 'subjective 1deallsm - etc.
etc. . As Lenin says, these are all dlsagreements among people one
of whom 'believes in a yellow deyil, the other in a green one' Their

systems are all reactionary, backward attempts of the bourgeo;sie to
prop up their rule. The revisionists are the leading agints of the



Jourgeoisie in pushing their line., /2 .cuest upholZ 'thz coli? block
of steel’ that is “ialecctical materialic = 2 weapon whica annihilates
thiz nonsense of tae Dourgcoisie that i£ "not a science, Hut'a iefensc
azainst com.aunic.a’.
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A_p__{_)Pn ices
ONZE - “enin's Notes on Hegel's Logic
Jic.aents’.of Jiglzactics:

1. The objectivity of congideration not zxam les, not “iver
Je y n !

Tences,
but. . the thin_ ~in-itsclf) - 4 :
“ ‘J'-||

N UPhe - entive totality of th* manifol relations of thie 'z';l'in'_, to othere

. ¥he “evelopiznt of this thing ph:en_g_-_:non, respectivaly) its own
..oveaent, its own life,. e : o

“. The inteinzlly contradictory-tenszsncizs | a2n” sides) of thie thing.

v+ The thinz ph2no .enon etc) ag the suw and u_n_;iﬁg of p_p_p_g_sp:_\_._.:_.

€. The strugzle, zecpectively unfolding of th::se oppositss, contra-~
dictory stzivin e, etec. ' '

7. ""he‘union of anvlysis'and synthesis, the break down of the separ-

: ate partc 2n” the toatlity, ‘the suw.oaation o thess parte.

‘3. The relationc of each.thing pheno..enon etc.) are not only a.ani-
fold but jeznersl, univesrsal. 3Jach thin: ‘pheno.ienon, process etc)
is conncctz” to every other, ' “ v ' '

»o+Not only th2 unity of oppositec, bu t thr—ftren_si_t«ionw of gvery “eter-
aination, uality, feature, Ei'?e, propzarty, into =vary other.

12, The enllecc process of the “iscovary of new sidee, relations etc.

11. Thg endlesc proczecs of the “esepenin; of :nan's knowle? ;2 of the
~thin;, of phenoiizna, processe 2te,, froz eappes ‘rance to esesance,

an? fro.: lz2ge profound to .x0rec profouns essentce.

1%. Froa coezictince to causality zn? fro.: one for.i of conncction a nd

reciprocal “cpenience to another Zeszper, moxe ccneral form.

1. The repetition at 2 hizher st@se of ca2rtain features propérties.

etc, of the lower, and

14, The apparcnt ceturn to the old !nesation of the nagation’.

. The stru,; 12 of cont2nt with for.n an’ conversely. Ths= l:hrowmr off

off of the foria, the trancfor:aation of the contznt.

Ff)

x

... The transition of -uantity to uality an< vice versa ‘1. and 1¢ are exaz

o~

exa.apleg of %)

n bHrief “ialéctice can be “esscribes ag the "-octi‘inﬂ of the ‘unity of
Ppocites., Thie 2mdo0”ize the escence of dialectics, Hut it re-uires
zplanations an” “avzlop:aent. M

Az division of the onz and the 'nowlmf -& of 'ite contrasictory parts is
bz essznce {onz of the 'ceeential' aspects of being, ite fun<amental,
if not th= fun”z _:2ntal characteristic) of dialectics.
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~hez unity {the coinciZence, identity, resultant force of oppocites)

is conilitional tz.iporary, traansitory, an? relative, the struzgzle of
the /nutually exclusive opposites is absolute, ag move:ment and evolu-
tion are.

TWO itarx's Theees on Feuerbach (excerpts)

1. The chief defect of 211 hitherto existing materialis.n - that of
Feuerbach incluced - is that the onject, reality, sensuoucsness,
is conceive? only in the forw of the object or contew.plation but

o e e — i o S — {1 Tt ot 1 Y -

not as hu..em sensuous activity, practice...

“. The .uestion waether objective truth can be attributed to huiian
thinkiny is not a2  uestion of theory but is a practical cuestion.
In practice zan wust p.ove the truth, ie. the rality and power,
the 'this-si‘ei-ness' of his thinkin-. The Zispute ovexr the
reality or non-reality of thinkin_which is isolated from
practice is 2 purely scholastic ;;j_uestior;.

é. Feuernach rz2c0lvee the religious essence into the hui.an. But

tne hu.nan essence i€ no abstraction inherent in each egingle

individual. In its reality it is the ensemble (sua.) of thc. gocial

relations. Feuerbach, who does not attempt the cru:lcmm of this

real essence, is consecuestly compelled: -

1. To ebstract frowm the historical process and to fix the .
relizious sentiment as something for itself and to presuppose
.an .abstract - isolated - human individual.... :

g, uocial life is essentially practical. All mysteries which wmislead
theory to mysticicwm find their rational solution in humc-n prac-
tice and in the co:xprehension of this practice.

11. The--philosophers ha ve interprete’ the world in various ways; the —ai.:

LUESTIONS

1. Jescride and diccuss the followin: fro:. the point of view of the
clags strug le: :.aterialisiu and ifealism, mechanical xaterialism
and dialectical .caterialism, a nosticisu:.
«s Dy does the bouxr eoisie haveto deny the objective reality of s 8BS
. scientific knowled;e? On the other hand, why can't it discard
science alto_cther? :
. How are idealis.n anc agnosticis.. refuted by cialectical zeterialism?
. Coimnpare solipsis:: in philosophy to "free-enterprise' individual-
ism in econo.ics - the starting peints of bourjeois philosophy
and bour;eoi., -economics.

U S o



LENINISi4 CLASS TWELVE - ON_PRACTICE _ ixAO TSETUNG
1. Describe the two stages in the process of development of know-
. ledge. How do they differ from each other? How do the different
" forms of knowledze become linked up? (Give an exa::ple of the - o- <«
process) . Describe the procecc in the development of the con-
sciousness of the proletariat.
Adhy 1s it incorrect when revisionists say that lsarxis:a doesn't
apply today in the stage of world-wide imperialisia?
“hat is the cifference between the doy:..atist, empericist, ration-
alist school and the iiarxist view on practice and knowled ze?
Give current examples.
¥hat is the :aaterialism of the theory of knowledge and the dialec-
. tics of the theoxry of knowledge?
©. Why is dialectical :materialism: universally true? I s the move-
.nent of knowled e ever completed?
_'_I—Iow does 1ncorrect1y applying dialectics lead to right opportunism
" or left phrase-:uongering?
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LENI"NIISM CLASS THI;\TEEN ~-"ON _ CONTRA..JICTION - mAO TSETUNG

—— e e et e

1. Ihat are the two world outlooks? !hat are the most basic feati. .« nl
2. Give an original e: ample of "...external causes are the condition of ¢
of change and internal causes are the basis of chanse and...ex-
ternal causes become operative through internal causes, "

Chapter 2
1. Explain "It is precisely in the parncularity of contradiction
that the universality of contradiction resides." Give an origi-

nal example.

:’hat is the universality and the particularity of
contradiction? i

—— _.-—...__-..

1. “7hat is the difference between the prlnciple contradlct:on and
the pPrinciple aspect of a contradiction? How are they related?
. hat are the specific component parts of "understanding each - » ‘¢
~aspect of a contradiction?
/hat is the fundamental eontradiction? hat is the difference
between it an< the principle contradiction? How can the funda.
mental contradiction remain the same through different stages . iiic ..
while the principle contradic:tion changes? hat are concrete
ex amples of this?
4., Explain "All individual character exists conditionally and tem-
porarily and hence is relative".
v. How do we determine which of the contradictions in a r“iven process
is the principle contradiction? -



<. What is the ranle about the development of contradictory aspects

' of a contraZiction? +/hat conclusion can we draw from this
about whether we should treat the two aspects of a contraalctxon
as equal?

Chapter 5
‘1. “/hat is the twofold meaning of identy as defined in On Contradic-
tion?

e e i

{Ceparate clasc on Antagonism and Contradiction)
LENINISi - CLASS FOURTEEN - HISTOXRY OF THE CPSU(B) Chapter o

1. hat were the tactics of the Bolsheviks in the period of the LENA
strike? Compare this to the Party's tactics as opposed to the
CPUSA' in the labor ..ove:inent?

~. Pravda playe< an exceptionally important role in the period of

121%=-14, "ho did Pravda aim to reach? How did Pravda reach the
workers? How <id it help the Bol ghevik Party? “ihat lessone,
long and short rance can we draw fro:.a Pravdas work in relation to
our publication of the national press?

. ¢«hy did the 3olsheviks participate in the Zuiias of this period

(1514-14)? ""hat were their tactics? Compare the izenshevik -

" tactics then and the CPUSA election tactics now? (The lesser of .

- two evils) wul

%, How did Pravda aid in building both le:al forms of aszitation and
illegal revolutionary activities? /hy is it necessary for the
Party to prepare for legal and illegal work? How can the Paftty - o5
carry out the p;inczples of the Bolsheviks in its le_al and illegal
work?

. In the last chapter we discussed how two opprotunist trends - ..
the Li uidators (anti-jlle;zal work) and the Otzoviste (anti-
le;al work) joined forces to oppose the Bolsheviks. ./hat happened
to the August 3loc? /hy?

LENINISM CLASE FIFTEEN - HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B) Chapter ¢

1. Zescribe the izzperialist nature of :orld 77ar I. How diZ the
bourgeoisie "eceive the proletariat about the war and what ar:u-
ments do the Jourreomxe use today to deceive the proletariat
about the Viet Namn j/ar, “ar in the i.iddle East, and pending
orld “ar 1117 7hat was Aussia's relationship to the other

) mperislzst countries and why was she forces to enter the war?

. ZJurin:z the period of 7,%/. I what role 4id the oppo;tumstic

_ part1es of the Zn<d Internauonal play in relation to the bourceoisie
“anz the proletariat? How did the . Bolshevik Party prove its true
proletarian internationaliswi durins this war?



“/hat are so.ne Ziffierences between the in.perialist nature of

‘World 77ar I and the iaperialist war in the S.E. 4sia?

Jhat effects do these differences have on the role of the pro-

letariat then and now?

4, That causei the fownfall of the “nd Intermnational an< now does the
conciliatoxry policy towards oppoxtunic:a turn into cocial chau -
vinisiw? How diZ the centrists unier the leadership of Trotsky
and Xautsky beco.ie social chauvinists themselves?

. :hat tactice 2i< the I:.perialist bour:eoisie use to jet sections of
of the worlkin: class to support the.a? Siscuss this in relation
to the tactics used by the bour eoisie today?

C. "lhat basic reacsone did Lenin put forward to show that Socialism
ic possible in one country? How does this theory aiZ the revolu-
tionary stru_ _le of the proletariat?

7. “/hy was the izaxrch 1917 Revolution a "bourzeois-democratic”

revolution? .hat 2id the different classes want the revolution carriet

carried to its conclusion - Y "hy did the proletariat want the

revolution carried to its conclugion? 7’hat did the peasantry want f

fro.n the revolution? “'hy was the Wevolution in ivarch of 1°%17

successful ani not in 1905 - what lessons were learnez?

T o

iditional Reacin;: Proble:as of Leninism - Chapter %

LENINISiZ CLASS - LiPERIALISii, THE HIG

T , HIGHEST S 'AGE OF CAPITAL-
ISM - V.I. Lenin

Class 1 - Chapters 1-%

— i e B e b

Chapter 1

1. vhat effect Zid the development of “zonopolies have on capitalisz:.
How does this lay the basis for Socialisia?
¥'hat is the relationship between the process of monopolization
and crisis?

Chapter 2

1. “/hat is the new role of the banks under imperialisx:? How is it

different fro.1 the way they operated before?

1. “7hat is finance capital - how Zoes it develop?

“. Uescribe go0..e of the different techni ues used to centralize
control over industry, and sive so:mue current exa.:ples.

. Jurin; periois of depression, how and why are the petite-
bour;eoisie put out of business. Cive current exa.aples.

1. Why is uneven “evelopment and a2 semi-starvation level of nations
inevita He under the conditions of capitalis:n? How are these con-
ditions effected by the expor t of capitall? Use Brazil as a
current day exa.aple.

“. Lenin tallks about the ways capital is exported. Give exa:ples
showing how the U.E., imperialists export capital.



Chapter 5 ..

I. Describe the chaloctic of struggle and umty among the different
imperialist groups. Give present day examples.

2. Why is it absurd to arguc (as the revisionists do with their
theory of ultra-imperialism) that the imperialists powers can

Xeach an agreement and avoid war. ?

Class 2 - Chanters 6-10

rapter 6

‘.;.-:mfﬁ?ﬂgt__is‘ the difference between the colonial policy of pre-monopoly
capitalism and that of finance capital? ' '

2, How does the total division of the world among the imperialist
countries effect the contradiction between the imperialist
countries? - between the imperialist countries and the colonial
nations?
..Why is the struggle for raw materials and colonies 80 much more int

intense amongst the imperialist today?

i :he de .elopment of imperlaiism a dialectical process?

d. How doec Kautsky's incorrect definition of imperialism lead
to bourgeois reformisri? Relate to the revisionist line on ....- »v*.l":
imperizliism today?

Chapter 8

i. Why is there a tendency to stagration under imperialism - or for

vhot are the real reasons GM says it would be 1mpossible

to have a smog free engine by 19757

. Explain how the economic basis of imperialism is responsible for
parasitism? :

J. How does impexiplism give strength to opportunism to create’
division among the masse '

Chaptexr 9 _ : _

1. Expiain how bourgcois scholaxs defended imperialism in Lenin's
time/ How is imperialism defended today by the bourgeoisie?

2Lapter 10

i. Discuss each of the four principal forms of monopoly as they are
manifested today. Give examples

2. What are¢ scmne ways that mon 10poLy capiﬁal has intensified all the
countradictions of capitalism? '

3, Why is the fight between imperia lism and revisionism inseparable?

LENINISM CLASS5 SEVENTEEN - WAR AND PEACE - Lénin
Article I Socialism and War
Chapter 1
i. What is the difference in attitudes between Marxist- Leninists
and secial chauvinists and social pacifists toward war and
peace? What kind of wayr do we support? Discuss this in
relation to the peace movenent today. .
~31}:—,’f_‘ er 2 o s -
I. In Russia why was it only the working class that' wasn't affected -
by social chauvinism?




2. How did imperialism change l:he nature of opportunism?: How is
this manifested today? &

Chapter 3&4

1. What were the three trends of the socmhst movement that
were shown up-distinctly in Germany during WWI? Discuss the
trends in the Communist MOvement today.

2. How-did the Bolsheviks correctly appraise the policy of the
Liquidators? Can we see this same opportunist movement in the
U.S.NA. today. If so, in what way?

3. What are the main lessons the RSDLP learned from their ex-
perience in WWI?

_Article 11 The War Program of the Proletarian Revolution :

“1. What did Engels mean when he said that Socialism must wage
‘defensive wars'? Why is it important today?

2, How and why does imperialism foster militarism? What is
militarism? -

3. 'How is the question of disarmament used by the bourgeoisie to
deceive the proletariat?

Article III Bourgeois Pacifism and Socialist Pacifism

1. How do the CPUSA and other opportunists aid the imperialists by
pushing pacifism and reformism?

LENINISM CLASSEIGHTEEN - STATE AND REVOLUTION - LENIN

1. How do the.opportunisits distort the Marxist definition of the
state? (Kautsky then and the CPUSA now)

2. What is the public power (force) that Engels refers to inhis
defenition in Section one, chapter one? What importance does it
play under imperialism?

3. How does the prolietariat use the state under Socialism?

4, Why can the overthrow of bourgeois rule be accomplished only with
the proletariat as t. hevanguard?

5. In what way was the Paris Commune unique in the history of
proletarian struggle?

6. What were the main reasons for the defeat of the Paris Commune?
Why is the smashing and destruction of the bureaucratic military
state machine the preliminary condition for the working class

revolution? j
7. How do Marx and Engels refute the anarchists position on the
state?

8. What's the difference between the Marxist-Leninist line and the
opportunist line on the withering away of the state?

9. What is the relationship of bourgeois democracy and proletarian
dzctatorship‘?

10. Why will full proletarlan democracy f1na11y lead to the abolition
of democracy?

11. How does evasiveness on the question of the state lead to ~>.. ~.u."
opportunism? Relate this to the CPUSA. -



LENINISM CLASS - HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B) - Chapter 7

Suggested Readings prior to reading Chapter 7 :

1. The Tasks of the Proletariat in Our Revolution - Lenin, V. 6
Selected Works

2. Will the Bolsheviks Retain State Power - Lenin, V. 6 S.W.

3. On the .Eve of the October Revolution : 5

4, Road to Power ~ -Stalin

Comrades may mssign a comrade to read and prepare a report on
.each book, and then do the reading and answer the questions for
Chapter 7 of HCPSU(B) -

Cha_pter 7

1. Why was the PRG incapable of satisfying the needs and demands
of the people 7 Why can't the bourgeoisie and the proletaxiat
share state power (dual power)? _

What were the main points of Lenin's April Theses?
What was the position of the April Conference on the A gracian ..
and National Question? Discuss the slogan, land, bread and

' ‘Peace.

4, Whydid the Bolsheviks oppose armed action in July? What was

meant by "the period of peaceful development of the revolu~-

tion”"? What brought this period to an end?

What took place at the 6th Party Congress? i

What influence did the Kornilov fiasco have on the revolut:onary

movement?

7. How was the decision to call for the uprising reached'? Why

" was the October Revolution carried out so easily?

. Discuss the Brest Litovsk Treaty and the struggle around it?

9. Explain the Leninist conception that insurrection is an art
and how it was applied in Russia?

10. What were the main problems the Bolsheviks faced as the Pasty

of the ruling class?

11. Describe the role played by the various opportunists during this

whole period, April 1917 - July 1918 in specifics. '

(<L 3 )
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LENINISM CLASS - TWENTY - THE PARIS COMMUNE

. In The State and Revolution, Lenin explained that "Maxx deduced from
from the whole history of Socialism and of the political struggle
that the state was bound to disappear and that the transitional
form of its disappearance (the transition from state to nom-state) would b
would be the proletariat organized as the ruling class. But Marx
did not set out to discover the political forms of this future stage. He
He limited himself to precisely observing French history, to analyzing it
analyzing it, and to drawing the conclusion to which the year 1851 had
led, that matters were moving towards the smashing of the bourgeois




state'*machine." It -vas on the basie of the experience of the

Papis iCorzmune, the first acyual dictatorship of the proletariat,

that Marx and Engels were able to sum up and give insight into

the 'political forms of the future stage.' Although the Commune .:.
was shortlived, its lessons are eternal and are of much value

to us. But before we discuss the Commune itself and its lessons
ands:ignificance, we will give a2 Lrief run down on the history of
France from 1789 until the founding of the Commune in 1871, so

that it may be viewed in a historical perspective.

In 1789, a bourgeois democratic revolution broke out in
France which overthrew the reign of Louis XVI. Soon thereafter,
the First Republic was proclaimed and from that point on, the «::.; 3
bourgeoisie slowly but surely began ectablishing their rule. In
1804, Napolean Bonaparce, who rose to prominence shortly after
the first revolution, ended the Republic and proclaimed himself
emperor and set up the First Empire. During his rule he
attempted to extend his empire ac:ioss Europe, but this campaign
ended in defeat. Of particular importance is the July Revolution of
1830. The secret of this revolution is characterized by the works
of aprominent banker of the time; "From now on the bankers
will rule.” What was set up was a bourgeois monarchy. Sup-
possedly ruled by Louis Phiolipe, the head of the Orleans Dynasty
(2 royal family), the powes was actually in the hands of a section
of the bourgecisie, the 'finance sristocracy'. They were the
bankers, stock exchange kings, owners of coal and iron mines
and forests, railwey kings, and a part of the landed proprietors
associated with them. it was they who sat on the throne and dic-
tated the laws and distributed the public cffices, but all under
the anover of the monarchy.

As the country fell into one economic crisis after another, .
such as tne potato blight und crop failures of 1845-46, and the
commercial and industria 1 crises in England (1847), whose after-
shocks were felt all over Eurone; the autocracy became unbearable.
Slowly but surely there developed discontent and the mood for
revolt amongst the industrial bourgeoisie ( who was suffering

at “he hands of the firance aristocracy, the peity bourgwoisie
(including the peasante ) and the workers.

Finally, in February 1848, an end was put %> thie rule of the
J.uly Monerchy; its fate had been decided at the barricades. The
classes which had formed the opposition nnder the autocracy S
were nct thrown into the aircle of political power. The Second . . +shlig
Republic was established; a Provisional Grvernment was set up
as a compromise between the differv it classes, mainly because
of the pressure of the working class, Although the February
revolution had been made by the proletariat alongside the bour-
geoisie the power was basically in the hands of the latter. The
French working class was not yet developed enough to wrest power
from them and to nccomplish its own revolution. In fact, at this

grew
e



point, they did not see their interests as opposed to those of
the bourgeoisie. They were easily taken in by the bourgeoisie’s
slogan of "Liberty, Equality and Fraternity” which completely
covered up any class antagonisnis.

'~ Thinking that they couid fulfill their ocwn iuterests side by
side with those of the bourgeoisie, the workers began to be a
burden on the republican bourgeocisie. As the cconomic crises  tir.
which existed since the July monarcnv, in the country deepened
and the workers were forced to pay for it, they were a constant
threat to the bourgooisie. IZven more sc because they were armed...
It got to the point where they had to ke "dealt with once and for
all." In June 1848, the workers were forced into an insurrection
by the bourgeoisic and objectively were doomed to defeat, The
‘bourgeoisie and organized the lumper proletariat into the Mobile
Guard to put down the working class., At this point, the proletariat
of Paris were no longer a threat; the republican bourgeoisie were
now able to consolidate their rule.

Since the bourgecisie no longer needed the ;»2tty bourgeoisie in
their attack on the working ~"ass, they were desalt the nest blow.
They were refused credit, and cnt tax after another was piled on their
their backs. There emerged from this very profcund anti-repub-
lican feelings. At this pciant the r2 publican Dourgecisie made a
serious mistake ontheir part. Feeling that they were in a very
strong position they drew up a co nstzt" :ion which proposed univer-
sal suffrage by ~hich the president would bn nlccfed. But they
were in for a surprise. The peasantry had their own ideas. They
wanted somekody up there who would work in then- interests,
and Louis Bonaparte (Napclean Beonaparte's nepiiew) was their man.
On December 10, ke won the election with an overwhelming majority.

Boraparte became President basically by viding cn his uncle's
reputation amongst the peasarntry,who as Marx said, "was the only
man who had exhaustively represented the interests and the ima-
gination of the peasant class.” HHe alluded to the interests of the
small landowning peasants, who gave him "up ort. He played upon
their discontent to ge: into offiice by promising these promises
which Bonaparte had no iatcrnticn of fulfilling, -,-'Jne.parte had his
real base in the lumpen preletariat -1::1_;3;;, *:zoney lenders, thieves,
etc.)  His program was to build 2 ivate army of Iunmpens (called
‘the Society of December 10) and try to b::i'ne the regular army into
accepting his policies (which he fully nccomplicshed on May 31, 1850)
so that he could set up his own empire. In order for him to do °~ 3
this he had to struggle against and iliminate his opponents. Bona-
parte had to destroy: 1) the republican bourgecisie who desired
the fullest participation within bourgeois rule, 2) the petty
bourgeois democcrats, and 3) the Legitimist and Orleanists (two .c,..
royal houses that cdesired their owan monarchy); all this in order to

-
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- gain control of the army from the Provisionsl Government and to
y

insure his monarchy. He seized upon the weaknesses of all the
policical forces and caused them to fight ar.ong themselves for



his own political benefit. And when it was needed, he used his
private army to destroy them.

What allowed Bonaparte to crown his moves was the economic
¢crises of 1851, in which political and economic chaos was ram- .
pant. -His slogan, "rather an end to terror thcn terror with-

" out end" convinced the bourgeoisie that he was the way of
stabilizing thec political situation which they believed caused the
economic crises. So cn December 2, 1851, the Second Empire
was established with Louis Bonaparte as emperor,

For the next 19 years, Bonaparte, who usurped his power by L
exploiting the war of classes, ruled France, and in this time he
embarked on one expansionist campaign after ancther. On July
19, 1870, he let loose what was to be his final campaign; wat
with Prussia. In his attempts, Bomaparte failed to get workers o . -
to support.hiis chauvinist act. All he could manage were 2
few demonstration by the Society of December 10. On September
1-2, 1870, a decisive battle was fought in the vicinity of Sedan,

a town ifi northeastern France, in whcch the Gefrmans wona _» . .
great victory. The French were beaten very badly with more

than 80,000 French soldiers and officers taken priscner, in-

cluding Bonaparte who was held for two weeks. Because Bonaparte
proved unable to defend what was left of France, mainly Paris, . o .
from the advancing Germans. On September 4, 1870, they

succeeded in takin ¢ power and proclaimed France a republic. The
republic, actually a "goverament of National Defense', was a

unity of opposite forces.  The Orleanists controlled the army

and the police and the bourgeoi republicans ran the talking - .7it..o%
departments. The proletariat, mostly of Paris, was almost - *cual.i28
unanimously enrolled into the National Guard and was armed,

The efforts of the new government to stop the Germans were
in vain:; On January 28, 1871, Paris finally fell, but as Marx
described, "with honors unprecdedented in the history of war.

The forts were surrendered, the city wall stripped of its guns,
the weapons of the reginents of the line and of the Mobile Guard
were Handed over, and they themselves con-idered prisoners

of ‘war. Bu ¢ the National Guard kept its weapons and guns, and
only entered into a truce with the victors ./ who were them-
selves encircled by the armed workers of Par’5..." :

With their surrender to the Germans, the government of
Mational Defense lost all legitimacy, and itself realized that
"armed Paris meant revolution."” On March 18, Thiers, the
brutal dwarf who led thé bourgeois government, tried to dis-
arm the proletariat by seizing the artillery of the National Guard.
The attack which began at 3 o'clock in the morning went well, © gt
until the workers of Paris began to wake up. The workers rose -
up and defeated Thiers whose government had to retreat to Ver-
sailles, a suburb of Paris. For the first time in history the
proletariat had defeated the bourgeoisie and began to establish
their own government; 2 workers' government,




The Central Committee of the Naticnal Guard ruled Paris
until the Commune could be elected on March 26. Engels said
that, "From the very cutset the Commune was compelled to re-
cognize that the working class, once come to power, would not go on
on managing with the old state machine; that in order to not lose
again its only just conquerad supremacy, this working class must,
...do away with all the old repressive machinery previously used
against it itself..." In the two and a half months that the Commune
ruled Paris, it attempted to do just this and enacted many mea-
sures in favor of the working people.

The Paris Commune revealed its nature as a workers'
government in the way it set about smashing the old bourgeois
state machine and by replacing it with one which reallyserved
the broad masses of toilers. Its first decree was the suppression
of the standing army and the substitution for it of the armed
people. The police were at oace strivped of their nolitical . "z +u5:¢ 5 -
attributes and turmned into the responsible and revocable agents of i:
the Commune; no longer were they in the service of the bourgeois
government to be used ag-inst the people. The Commune then "t oan
went on to proclaim the religious bodies and made popular educa-
tion not bound up with religious teachings. In this way they broke
the 'spiritual force' of repression, (2s Lenin said, "parson-
powver") which had kept the pe:ple down.

Having smashed the bourgeois state maching which had en-
slaved the people, the Commune set up a truly democratic, pro-
letarian government and organized the masses to take an active 7::
part in running the state, The state had become a working body,
executive and legislative at the same time. Administrative and
government officials were to be elected by universal suffrage
and subject te recall at «”1 times. The Commune decreed that
their salaries would be the same as workers wages and that
they wouid be given no privileges. This was done to make the
government officials real servants of the people and concermned
about their interests. In the spirit of precletarian internationalism
the Commune elected a German to its leading body and also it
ordered the dismanteling of the Vendome Column, a symbol of
French chauvinism and militarism which was built from captured
artillery pieces by Napolean Bonaparte in his wars of aggression.

To safeguard the interests of the working class and other
laboring peop’e, the Commune took these steps. It decreedthat
all factories and workshops that werc abandoned or shut down by
the capitalists were to be turn-ed over to associations of workers.
It abolished the system of fines and deductions which the employ-
ers used to rob the working class of their wages. It ordered the
toiling people's property in the pawnshops to be returned to the
owners and issued @ decree postpori:i] payments and remitting parto
of house-rents. These are only a few ecxampies of what the Com-
mune did for the workers; the list goes on.

The Paris Commune, the first great attempt of the proJetariat



to overthrow the bourgeoisie and establish tke dictatorship of
the proletariat, lasted only 72 days. But in this short period 3~
of time, we have seen how the Commune worked entirely in the
interests of the Paris working ¢.2ss. From the very beginning,
Marx warned the Paris workers that any attempt on their part

to overthrow the government would be doomed to defeat, that
they were not prepared. But when the working men and women
of Paris took to arms in March anyway, Marx did not condemn
them, bu t in fact greeted the revolution with great enthusiasm.

Why did Marx feel that the workers were doomed to defeat?
We can find this answer in In Memory of the Commune. Lenin
stated that, "Two conditions, at least, are necessary for a vic-
torious social revolution--highly developed productive forces and
a proletariat adequately prepared for it. But in 1871 both of
these conditions were lacking. French capitalism was still
poorly developed and France was at that time mainly a petty
bourgeois country (artisans, peasants, shopkeepers, etc.)

On the other hand., there was no workers' party; the working -
class had not gone through a long school of struggle and was
.unprepared and for the most part did not even clearly visualize
its tasks and the methods of fulfilling them. Therewas no serious
political organization of the proletariat, nor were there strong
trade unions and co-operative societies. ..

Thus, the proletariat as a class still was developing and it
lacked the proper leadership to guide it. Engels said in the in-
troduction to the Class Struggles in France 1848 to 1850 (written
by Marx) that, "the Commune was consumed in unfruitful strife
between the two parties which gplit it, Blanquists (the majority)
and the Proudhonists (the minority), neither of which knew what
was to be done." Peking Review #13 gives a clear understand-
ing of these two parties. "The Bianquists stood for political revo-

Lol

lution and the overthrow of bourgeois rule. But they negated the . ..

theory of class siruggle. Iustead of relying on the broad masses
of the people to carry out the revolution and establish the dicta-
torship of the proletariat, they tried to rely on the conspiratorial
activities of a smzall number of people to seize political power
for the realization of Socialism, The Proudhonists took the po-
sition that the method of eliminating capitalist exploitation was
not to carry out proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of
fhe proletariat but to use peaceful economic reforms so as to get
rid of the 'bad' aspect of capitalism and build up 'good' capitalism
(small private ownership). Opposing every form of state power
and authority, it represents an ararchist trend.”

The lack of leadership by a proletarian political party guided

by the theory of Marxism was the fundamental reason for the failure

of the Paris Commune. The Commune also made serious mistakes
on some questions because of its lack . of understanding of the

By



tasks it had to carry out. On the whole, the workers through-
out France. were not organized in their actions. Workers in
several different cities aside from Paris staged uprisings at

the same time but were unable to carry them through., Basically,
workers of Paris fought by themselves, becausc the various
struggles were not tied-toghther and systematized. The.Commune
also failed to form an alliarnce with the peasantry and te¢ con-
fiscate the Bank of France. The revcluticuaries made a terrible
-~ mistake which ended in their defeat when they failed to take
advantage of their success to march cn Verseaiiles (the Head-
quarters of the reacticnary givernment) and to suppress the
counter-revolutionaries firmiy and decisively. Because of this,
Thiers (the head of the bourgeois gcvernment) was able to get
together his reacticnary forces tn attack the Commune. Bis-
mark, Prime Ministex of Pruscia, came to his aid by transferring
100, 000 Bonapartist troops capiured Juring the Franco-Prussian
war to the Versailics government tc be used in the counter-revo-
lution. Thiers was alsc able to rouse up the peasants and the
petty bourgeoisie and use them against the working class.

Thus the proletariat was without alli >z and had to stand on its
own feet, On May 28, the coume*—r volutionary forces which had
~8lowly been working ‘i.hel"" way to Paris, fianally occupied the
whole of the city and started a massive slaughtering of the people.
About 30,000 Parisians were zhot dowsn, 45, 000 were arrested,
many of whom were later executed and thousandc were exiled.
Paris was ageiln in the hands of tlie bourgeoisie; the Commune

had been defeated.

The Paris Commune was the first prﬁ‘etq.rian regime in the
history of mankind. Although it had lasted cnly 72 days and had
made some serious mistakes, its histerical significance and the
lessons to be learned from this experience are very important,.

In referring to the heavy racrifices of the Commune, Lenxn
said in Lessong of the _fommune that they were more than "made up
for by its sigaificance ior tae gereral struggle of the proletariat:
it stirred the sozialist movement throughout Europe, it demon-
strated the strength of civil war, it dispelled patriotic illusions
and destroyed the naive belief in any efforts of the bourgeoisie
for common national aims. T
proletariat to pose concretely the tasks of the so #-ligt revolu-
tion., We can aiso sce from the Comnune that 2 revolution is
the cause of the masses and that we must rely ou their revolutionary
enthusiasm and really see them as the motive force in the making
of world history. As Engels said, "The time of surprise attacks,
of revolutions, carried through by small conscious minorities . . -
at the head.of unconscious masses, is past. Where it is a question
of a ,complete transformation of the social organization, the
masses themsel~es must alsc be in it, must themselves already have
grasped what is at stake, what they are going in for body and soul....

he Coxamune taught the European »i -t .si:
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Only two days after the fall of the Commune, Marx presented h
his work, The Civil War in France, to thé First Iaternational,
"Within such & short time he had summed up the contributions
of the first dictatorship of the proletariat, its lessons and
experience. Marx pointed out that, "The working class cannot
simply lay hold of the ready-mace state machinery, and wield
it for its own purposes." The proictariat must use revolutionary
violence to "bread" and "smash" the old bourgeois state machine.
Both Marx and Engels regarded this one principina cf the Commune
as being of such great importance that they added it as a correc-
tion to the Communist Manifesto, They made it clear that the
proletariat had to smash tine democratic, proletarian government,
It is obvious that this cannot be done peacefully. The proletariat
can overthrow the wule of thie bourgeois class cnly by relying on
armed force. What is needed is an "armyv of the proletariat." .
For the working class must win the right to its emantipation
on the battle field."™ History has shown that the bourgeoisie
will not remain pacsive while the proletariat threatens its rule.
It would be nice if they would lay downr their arms and submit
to the dictatorship of the working ciass, but that is not the
way it is in reslity. The Tommure chows h2w neceegsary it is for
the proletariat to take up arms agaiast the ruling class and
it also demonstrated the streangth it will have ir doing so.

In summing up the e¢xperience of the Commune, Marx and - ig °
Engels stated that, "In its struggle ageinst the collective power
of the propertied classes, the working lass c-nnot act as a ¢:~ .2
class except by constituting itself into a political party, distinct
from and opposed toc all old parties formed by the propertied -t.:. .:,’
classes," It was menticned earlier that no such party existed
‘at the time of the Commune and that the leadership was basically
in the hands of the Elanquists and the Prcudhonists. It was owing
‘to''the histocrical condition at the time that Marxism had not yet
achieved a dominant position ia the workers' movement while
Blanquism and Proudhonism had. In no way could these theories
lead the proletarian revolutien to victory. Thus, we can see the
necessity of building a working cless party which is guided by
the theory of Marxism-Lenirism and built in the Marxist-Leninist
‘revolutionary style. The chjective conditions may exist for a
revolution, but wit-cut this strong, disciviined core of leadership, t=
the working class will never be able to establish and consolidate
‘the dictatorship of the proletariat.

v
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1. Prior to the Paris Commune, what role historically did the
workers in France pley and why? The peasantry? The bourgeoisie?
2. What was Marx's attitude towards the workers in France attempt-
ing revolution prior to the Commune and why ?



What was the Paris Commun.e? What type of leadership was there?
What was the significance of the Commune and what lessons

can we learn from it?

5. What is the revisionists' line on the state and the a’ssumption

of power by the proletariat? How does the Paris Commune
disprove it?

e o

_Readin
1. Introduction to The Civil War in France - Marx
2. In The Paris Commune by Lenin - “"Lessons of the Commune"

and "In Memory of the Commune"”

LENINISM CLASS TWENTY ONE - HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B)

e e s e et s

2, What was the effect of the Bolsheviks proletarian inter -
nationalism on the German and Austrian seldiers?

Section 2

1. What Teffect did peace with Germany have on the U,S.S.R.?

2. What was the importance of the 3rd International?

3. What was the importance of Lenin's slegan around the
middle peasants? How did it help consolidate Soviet pawer?

4, Describe the struggle around Peace, the military and the
national question at the 8th Party Congress? '

Section 3_
January 1920? Kolchak, Yudenick, Denikin, Trotsky,
Stalin. Give a full explanation.

2. Why did the interventionists call ~ff the blockade?

3. What were the highlights of the Ninth Party Congress of

_ Mazxch 1920?

‘Section 4

1. How did Trotsky sabotage the ceounter- -offensive against
the Polish people?

Section 5 |

1. How did the Soviet Republic defeat the counter-revolution
‘and the interventionists? People not things are the decisive
factor.

LENINISM CLASS TWENTY TWO -'LEFT -WING COMMUNISM, "
AN INFANTILE DISORDER |

¥. Explai'n the_qziote,_ "it would also be a mistake to lose sight
of the fact that after the victory of the proletariat revolu-
tion in at least one of the advanced ountries things will in

L



all probability take a sharp turn, viz, Russia will soon after cease

to be the model country and oncé€ again become a backward country

(in the "Soviet" and the Socialist sense. ) Discuss 1t in relation-

ship to the world situation today.

2. What ingredients are needed to build a steeled dismplined party?
Discuss interpendence of theory and discipline.

3. Describe in the main the strategy and tactics of the development
of Bolshevism from 1903 to the October Revolution and the corres-

p ponding development of opportunism,

4. What do we mean by "compromise"? Why are we szling ‘to com-~
promisée on some occasions but not on others? What was the
necessity of compromise in the historical experience of the
Bolsheviks?

5. What is-the role of Trade Unions in relationship to our communist
work? :

6. Why does Lenin call the '‘Dictatorship of Leaders'’ and'the 'Dic-
tatorship of the Masses' leftish chiidness?

7. What is the negative and positive'aspects of the Trade Unions under th
under the Dictatorship of the Prolétariat? v S Bk

8, Why is parliamentarianism historwally obselete? Is parliamen-

" ‘tarianism obselete’ politically in the U.S.? - or will there
come a time to utitize it? How do we judge if p011t1ca1 forms
of struggle are politically obsolete?

9. Why 'do Communis;s have to compronuse with the masses?

10. What is the mass line? Why is ‘there a mass line?

Sgggested Readmg: Problems of Leninism - Chapter 5

LENINISM CLASS TWENTY THREE - HISTORY OF THE____C_E@_I_J_LQL
Chapter 9

1. How did the long years of war effect the classes in Russia?

2. What were the two lines concerning the role of the trade unions in
the building of Socialism?

3. Wh’y must we continue to fight against factionalism'? How did
Trotsky and his ilk try to split the party? How did the Bol-

.-Sheviks fight against it?

4, What was the New Economic Policy? What was the diaIectics of
NEP (orderly retreat- -offensive on capital)?

5. What iz the role of the "purge"? Can we use this tactic in

- the Party today?

6. What was Trots¥y's line on the NEP? What was his attitude
towards the peasants?

7, What were the results of the 13th Congress?

8."How does the proletariat firstly defeat the bourgeoisie poli-

' “tically and then economically? Why is it not possible for it
to be the other way around? -

9. What is the difference between the Bolsheviks line of building
Socialism in one country and Trotsky's line on permanent revolu-



aben g b BT PR 3 C - £
10. What was the historical mgnificance of the 14th Congress?

LENINISM CLASS - TWENTY FOUR - NEW-ECONOMIC POLICY

The October Russian Revolution was the most important event in
history. For the first time, the proletariat took state power and
smashed the bourgeoisie politically. This gave inspiration and

“leadership to the proletariat and oppressed peoples of the world.

However, the prloetariat's task was not yet completed.
"Now the main task was to pro cced to build a new, Souahst
economic system all over the country and thus smash capital-
ism economically as well.. .All our practical work, all our
actions must be made to serve this main purpose. The working
class could do it, and would do it." (History of the CPSU(B)
Chapter 9)
The building of a new Socialist economic system was delayed

by three years of civil war and foreign intervention. During this fi....

“time extraordinary economic measures were called for in order

to insure a stable rear area for the Red Army and to provide for the

'. workers and soldiers. At the heart of these measures, underxr a

program called War Communism, were the Food GQuotas, or the
surplus appropriation system, by which all grain not nreded by

- the peasants for their own consumption was turned over to. .the

state. In the cities bread was rationed and workers received it in
payment for their work. The policy was "everything for the front”

It was called War Communism because, for the purpose of winning

the war, it called for everyone to contribute according to his

ability. This policy was possible only during the civil war. s, &
During the war the vacillations of the less advanced sections of

the working lcass and its allies were at 2 minimum. The peasantry
understood clearly that they had to suf fer hardships and support the
Bolsheviks in order to defeat the landlords and capitalists.

With the end of the civil war (the principal forces of inter-
vention were defeated by 1921) it became obvious that War Com-
munism was no longer an appropriate policy. The crucial bond . ;. ..¢
between the proletariat and the peasantry was beginning to weaken.
Because of the surplus appropriation system, many peasant families
‘had no incentive to increase the land they tilled or to increase its
yield. There were no industrial products for them to trade
‘their products for. Agricultural production was about one-half
of its pre-war level and production of raw materials needed for "=
industry (fiax, cotton, tobacco, etc.) was almost entirely neglected.
Sections of the peasantrybegan to lose faith in the Soviet government.
The basis of a socialist economy is large-scale industry but there



was no way to build it up without first stimulating @gricultural
production and trade between agriculture and industry. There
was no stable currency with which to carry on this trade. The
proletariat had to learn a greatl deal ahout management, technique,
organization and trade. ' 2 : 135
At this time the Bolsheviks hoped for and expected a wave of =~ ol .lz2
prolétarian revolutions in the advanced capitilist countries, es-
pecially in Germany. Had’this occurred the new Soviet state
would have been able to'build up a Socialist economy with the
assistance of fraternal proletarian states. But the revolutions in the
West were crushed and the workers movement there began to
The Soviet state had to be almost entirely self-reliatn

in building up the economy. The alliance between the workers and
peasants, sn crucicial'in carrying out the revolution, would
also be the cornerstone in building a Su~ialist economy. It was
necessary to make certain temporary concessions to the peasantry

to get agricultural production going again and to stimulate trede.
Because industry was 411 but totally destroyed and the government
lacked the techuical equipmént apd perscannel to get it moving again,
concessions to the domestic and foreign capitalists were also
necessary. Lenjin's grasp of the problem, his’ mastery of dialectics
and . the laws of economic development are nowhere better re-
vealed than in the New Economic Policy which restored the economy
and laid the groundwork for Socialist construction.  Trotsky and .." - 5
others denied the possibility of building Socialism in one country.
When the western revolutions did not come immediately they doomed
the Soviet Republic to collapse, or at bést to becoming com- '
pletely dependent on and dominated by the advanced capitalist
count“r:i'eé. Within a few years, these alarms were proven to be
defeatist nonsense. ' '

" We can see the success of the NEP by these figures quoted by
stalin at the 15th Party Congresc on December 3, 1927.

Agricultural output 108. 3% of pre-war level

Industrial output 100.9 of pre-war level -

Railway freight transport 99,19 of pre-war level

Total state budget 111% of preOwar level

Gross output of the Socialist cector reached 86% of the total
output ' het SKTEGTTT 40 ¥ :

The total national incomé for that year increased 11.4% (a pheno-
g ek flrure) S 1 Gt ik 3 :

This great progress completed the restoration of the economy.
It prepared the wat for the five:‘*'y'éé"r' plans and the actual building

of Socialism. It showed the utter foolishness of the Trotskyite and

" "the other squawking about the impos sibility of building Socialism
in one country. ' ! ' -' " g
In order to get a deeper understanding of the New Economic
Policy (NEP) let us examine the basic policies and how they worked.
The first measure of NEP was to replace the Food Quotas by a tax
tax in kind. A minimum of grain required by the workers and soldiers
[T 2O I - sl %e e T pEsE BLs s e swpeorany g B ogv g e el
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would be collected from the peasants as a tax. The rest of the
grain which the peasants produced would be left in their hands,

to trade with, to exchange for manufactured goods. This measure
would improve conditions for the peasantry and provide incentiv e
to increase production. It would also stimulate trade between
agriculture and industry and strengthen the alliance between the
working ¢Lass and the peasant:ry.

In opposition to Lenin's line was that of the Trotskyites who
called for exploiting the peasants, compelling them to producd
and hand overthe grain needed by.the workers and soldiers.
Application of this line would obviously result in the alienation
of the peasantry~--the overwhelmin,g majority of the population--
from the working class, and destroy the alliance between the
working class and the peasantry, as well as the possibility of
building Socialism ir the Soviet state.

Introduction of state capitalism was the core of NEP. It took
several forms, primarily , leasing concessions and enterprises
to capitalists and allowing private trade«s to circulate commodities
between state industry and the small peasant producers.

Opposition to the policy to state capitalism stated as far back
as 1918 when the "left Communists" called for a "most determined
policy of socialization"”. They called for more confiscation and
nationalization of the capitalists' holdings and condemned any practice
off capitalism in the country as a step backward from Socialism.
What they wanted was to move directly from backward, pre-capital-
ist conditions, with smail scale production and petty bourgeois
econmic relations directly to Socialism, without the negessary -
material and economic base, that is, planned, large-scale prnduction
employing the most advanced techniques. Of course, this is impos-
sible. '

Land had been national.zed; large-scale industry (what remained .
of it ) had been confiscated. The Sov ¢ government controlled the
means of production., The problem now was what to do with it.

H ow to pet it fuuctioning, organized efficiently, how to obtain
technical equipment aund personnel, how to get rid of anarchic
petty-bourgeois economic relations and build up the large scale
methods of production ard exchange that were required for Socialism.
This could only be done by utilizing the methods of capitalism,

even allowing the capitalists to make profits, so that the proletarian
state could learn methods of preductiom and trade and build up

the material base for the transition to Socialism.

In "Left-Wing" Childishness and the Petty Bourgeois Mentality,
Lenin wrote:

"State capitalism would be a gigantic step forward even if we

paid more than we arepaying at present...because it is worth
while paying for 'tuition', because it is useful for the w orkers,
because victory over disorder, economic ruin and laxity is the most



important thing; because the continuation of the amarchy of

small ownership is the greatest, the most serious danger,

and it will certainly be our ruin (unless we overcome it)

‘whereas not only will the payment of a heavier tribute

to state capitalism not ruin us, it will lead us to Socialism

by the surest road. “/hen the working class has learned

how to defend the state system against the anarchy of small

ownership, when it has learned to organize large-scale '

production on a national scale, along state capitalist

lines, it will hold, if I may use the expression, all the

trump cards, and tae consolidation of Socialism wzll be

assured.” (Vol. 27, Collected Works) :

Why was the continuation of the anarchy of small ownership
the greatest danger to socialist construction? Because the petty
bourgeoisie was hcarding its wealth, waiting for the proletarian
storm to blow over so that they could use their wealth to profi-
teexr and build up private capitalism again, Lenin said of them (in
"Left-Wing Childishness"):

"Either we subordinate the petty bourgeoisie to our control

‘an accounting (we can do this if we organize the poor, that
is the majority of the population, or 'semi-proletarians,
around the politically conscious proletarian vanguard), or they
will overthrow our workers' power..." The petty bourgeois
<« who hoards his thousands is an enemy of state capitalism. He
wants to employ his thousands just for himself, against the poor,
poor, in opposition to any kind of state control. An the
“sum total of these thousands, amounting to many thousands
‘of millions, forms the base for profiteering, which under-
mines our socialist coastruction. " o

The 'Left Communists' also failed to understand the dif-
ference between state capitalism under the rule of the bourgeoisie
and state capitalism under the prolet arian state.  In a bour-
geois state, state capitalism is an attempt to regulate capitalism
and place the entire resources of the country at the disposal of
the bourgeoisie. ‘For instance, in Britain, the reilroads are '
periodically nationalized in orcdcr to use state-collected taxes
to bail them out of financial difficnlty and save the capitalists"'
profits, 'Under the proletarian state, tlie entire apparatus of .
state capitalism is subordinated to the proletariat and operates
for the benefit of the toilers. Lenin explained this in "Left-
Wing 'Childishness'":

"To make things even clearer, let us first of all take the

most concrete example of state capitalism. Everybody knows
what this example is. It is Germany. Here we have "the last
word"” in modern large-scale capitalist engineering and planned
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but of a different social type, of a differnet class content -
a Soviet state, that is a proletarian state, and you will

have the sum total of the conditions necessary for Socialism."

"Socialism is inconceivable without large-scale capitalism
engineering based on the latest discoveries of modern
science. It is inconceivable without planned state organiza-
tion, which keeps tens of millions of people to the strict-
est observances of a unified standard in production and
distribution. We Marxists have always spoken of this,

and it is not worth while wasting two seconds talking

to. people who do not understand even this (anarchists

and a good half of the Left-Socialist-Revolutionaries)."

i "At the same time Socialism 1is inconceivable unless the
proletariat is the ruler of the state. This is also ABC,
and history (which nobody, wxcept Menshevik blockheads
of the first order, ever expected to bring about 'complete’
Socialism smoothly, gently, easily and simply) has taken
such a peculiar course that it has given birth in 1918 to
two unconnected halves of Socialism existing side by side,
like two future chickens in the single shell of international
imperialism. In 1918, Germany and Russia have become
the most striking embodiment of the material realization
of the economic, the producti ve and the socio-economic
conditions for focialism, on the one hand, and the political
conditions, on the other."

Opposition to the Boldheviks' policy of state capitalism also
came from the right. The right oppostunists argued that since
the October Revolution was not really a Socialist revolution
(by their muddle-headed definition), since the party was fostering

capitalism in the country, the only way for the Soviet government to

succeed in rebuilding industry and the economy was by granting
more rights and concessions to the capitalists, by not only
@llowing them to develop economically but to give them more
political rights as wel 1. It was advocated that the Soviet
governemnt recognize the old debts of the tsarist government
to the capitalist states. It was argued that key positions in
the Soviet economic apparatus be handed over to capitalists,
that the capitalists be allowed to develop industry while the
masses of the population, the peasantry, be confined to agrarian
production and kept in a state of backwardness.

The misconception that NEP was basically capitalism was

corrected by Stalin at the 14th Congress of the CPSU(B):
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"The question of NEP., I have in mind Comrade Krupskaya

and the speech she delivered on NEP. She says: 'In essence
NEP is capitalism permitted undexr certain conditions, capi-
talism that the proletarian state keeps on a chain,.."' Is

that true? Yes, and no. That we are keeping capitalism
on a chain, and will keep it so long as it exists, is a fact,
that is true. But to say thet NEP is capitalism--that

is nonsense, utter nonseise. NEP is a special policy of the
proletarian state aimed at permitting capitalism while the
commanding positions are held bv the proietarian state,
aimed at stru gle between the capitalist and socialist

alioap ey le ; SRR e KT g T Yo oY o idw - 088588
elements, aimed at increasing the rcie of the socialist
elements to. the detriment of the capitalist elements, aimed
at the victory of the socialist elements over the capitalist
elements, aimed at the abolit ion of .classes and ‘the building
of the foundations of a socialist economy.’ Whoever fails

to understand this transitional, dual nature of NEP de-
parts from Leninism. If NEP were capitalism, then NEP R
Russia that Lenin spoke about would be capitalist Russia.
But is present-day Russia a capitalist country and not a
country that is in transition from capitalism to socialism ?
Why then, did Lenin not say simply 'Capitalist Ruskia

will be socialist Russia', but preferred a different for-
mula: 'NEP Russia will become socialist Russia'?

Comrade Krupskaya (may she forgive me for.saying so)
talked utter nonsense about NE¥. One cannot come out here
in defence of Lenin against Bukharin with nonsense like

that.™ (Vol. 7, C.W.)

That NEP was not capitalism but a 'policy in which social-
ist and capitalist elecments exist side by side, with the proletarian
state at the helm, was further explained by Lenin:

"We. cannot under any circumstances forget what we very

often observe, namely, the soci-list attitude of the workers
:~in factories belonging to the :tate, where they themselves
i..collect fuel, raw materialils and produce, or when the workers

tr'y properly to distribute the products of industry among the

peasantry and to ddiver them by rmeans of the transport

system. .That is Secialism. But side by side with it

there is small economy, which very often exists indepen-

dently of it. Why can it exist independently of it? Be-

R

cause: large-scale industry has not been restored, P_EE__E‘:“_?_E‘ the
the socialist factories can receive only one-tenth, perhaps,
of what they s»2uld, small econciny remains independent

of the socialist factories. The incredible ruin of the

country, and the shortage of fuel, raw materials and trans-
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port facilities, lead to small production existing separ -
ately from Socialism. And I say: Under these circum-
stances, what is state capitalism? It will mean the amal-
“gamation of small production, Capital amalgamates small
‘production’, capital grows out of small production. It is

no closing our ‘eyés to this fact. Of course, freedom of
"trade means the growth of capitalism; one cannot get away fro
~from 'it." And whoever thinks of getting away from it and
"brushing it aside is only consoling himself with words. If
small economy exists, if there is freedom of exchange, ¢
capitalism will appear. But has this capitalism any terrors
for us if we hold the factories, works, transport, and foreig_:l
trade in our hands? And so I said then, and will say now,

and I think it is incontrovertible, that this capitalism has

no terrors for us. Concessions are capitalism of that

kind. "(quoted by ftalin in 14th Congress of CPSU(B) Vol. 7
C.W.)

We can see that both the "left" and the right attacked NEP
by arguing that the Soviet state was not a socidl, but a capitalist
state and could not develop socialism at the present time. Later
this position was systematized by Trotsky, who put forth the
theory that it was impossible to build socialism in one country
and that socialism had to wait for the world revolution, for a
""permanent revolution”. Basically none of these muddle-
heads understood dialectics or the laws of economic develop-
ment, that the only way to move forward to socialism at the
time when the NEP was introduced was the move "backward"
using the forces of capitalism to develop the material condi-
tions necessary for socialist construction. In order to get
production going again, to get exchange between agriculture and in
industry going, to assure a durable alliance between the pro-
letariat and the peasantry which would be the Backbone for
socialist construction, and most importantly, to defeat the
petty-bourgeois economic relations which were the main
barrier to building socialism, it was absolutely essential that
the Soviet government introduce state capitalism. If one
stopped declaiming and uttering panic-stricken cries, as
Lenin advised, and set to work schexrly calculating the
forces, the proletarian state could begin to lay the ground-
work for building socialism, without waiting for the world revo-
lution. In New Times, Old Mistakes in a New Guise, Lenin wrote:

"We need a bloc, or alliance between the proletarian state

and state capitalism against the petty-bourgeois element.
We must achieve this alliance skillfully, following the



rule; 'measure your cloth seven times before you cot . %"

We shall concentrate the enfeebled forces of the working
class on something less, but we shall dig ourselves in

‘all the more and put ourselves not once oOT twice, but many
times to the test of practical experience. (Insert at top
of page at **..."We shall leave to ourselves a smaller
‘field of work, only what is absolutely necessary.... ED.)
Step by step, inch by inch--for on +he difficult road we
‘have to travel, in the stermn conditions in which we are living
and amidst the dangers we have to face -the "troops” we have at
at our command c_a_i_n__n__o_t_:-.dvanc'e in any other way now.

"Those who find this work dull™. ‘uninteresting' and 'unin-
telligible', those who turn up their noses; or become panic
gtricken, or who intoxicate themselves with declamations
about the absence of the 'previous elation', the 'previous
enthusiasm', etc., had batter be ‘relieved of their work'
and put in the archives, so as Lo prevent them from causing
harm, for they are unwilling to ponder or are incapable
of pondering, OVer the peculiar features of the present

stage of the struggle.”

"in the midst of the tremendous ruin in the country and the
exhaustion of the forces of the proletariat by a series of
almost superhuman efforts, we are setting to work on the
most difficult task of laying the foundation for really
Socialist economy, for proper commodity exchange (or
more correctly, exchange of products) between industry
and agriculture. The enemy is still far stronger than we are;
anarchic, petty-trader,'individual commodity exchange is
undermining our work at every step. We clearly see the
difficulties and will systematically and persistantly over-
come them." (Vol. 33, C.W.) B

CONCLUSION

Finally we must ask, what is the importance of the guestion
of NEP g_g__g_e__n;e_;_g_’l_? Why is it particularly important for us to have
haveé a firm grasp on the meaning of NEP? The principle answer
is that the brilliant Leninist solution to the problems of the post-
Civil War period represents one of the highest uses of dialectical
materialism in the history of the communist covmemnt. It is
because the line of Lenin, Stalin, and the Bolshevik core around
them was so-difficult, s© complex, so successful, that it
was viciously attacked and is still attacked to this day, by the
rats of both the left and right. - -

What is the content of this attack? That NEP represented a

retreat that gave in to the clemental capitalist forces within
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the country, and to the forces of world imperialism. Because
Russia was a back ward nation of small producers, of pea-
sants; because the Bolsheviks were too isolated and lacking
in technique--for these reasons, say the deviators, NEP
simply reflected the imminent defeat of the revolution.
From this thesis they moved on th say that the LENINist
policies of NEP,brilljantly applied and expanded by Stalin
after Lenin's death, were responsible for the eventual deter.--
ioration of the USSR into a revisionist, social-imperialist
state. Thus, if you dig deep enough, you find that the "left",
Trotskyite and right cevisionist "analysis” of the counter-
revolution in the USSR boils down to an attack on Lenin and
NEP. And what do you find at the b asis of this "analysis"?
The same petty-bourgeois fear and panic-mongering that
the Leninist Central Committee termed "a petty-bourgeois
deviation" during the NEP period itself. What does this
analysis have in common with the cptimistic (despite diffi-
culties), forward-looxing (despite appearances of moving
backward) line of Lenin? Nothing. Lenin said specifically
time and time again that the USSR had all the prerequisites for
building a fully socialist society. How to get to it? By com-
promise, by maneuvering. Lenin said, instead of losing 20%
of what is produced by embezzelment, hoarding and waste,
we will give to the capitalists 30%. And then what will we do?
When we get strong enough we'll grab the 30% away and keep
the whole 100% ourselves. How can we do this? Because we,
the proletariat in alliance with the peasants, have state power. '

The deviators, on the other hand, either had no confidence
in the worker-peasant alliance, had no confidence in Marxism,
or else were paid agents of international imperialism. The
right and "left" positions, different in form, devetailed in
defeatism and count:r-revolution. But socialism was built
for thirty years in the USSR on the rock-solid foundation of
NEP. Denying this, the rats of various colors merely look
like the fools and bourgeois agents that they are.

In short, NEP is used by the counter-revolution to discredit
Lenin, Stalin, the dictatorship of the proletariat--in fact, to
discredit Marxism as a whole. We must use our understanding of
NEP to discredit the counter-revolution. Also we must master the
brilliant dialectics of NEP in order to raise our work of
Party building and fightinf for socialism to a higher level.

READING
1. History of the CPSU(B) - Chapters 9 & 10
2. The Tax in Kind (Vol. 32, CW. or’Vol, 'IX S.W. Lenin -

The Food Tax p. 164-202)
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SUGGESTED READING

1. Left Wing Childishness and the Petty Bourgeois Mentality -

C.W. Leunin Vol, 27
2. Fourteenth Congress of the CPSU(B) (Vol, 7 C,W.) Stalin

B
et an

1. Wh}ir could:::t War Communism be continued after the end of the
Civil War? Why was NEP necessary?

2. Why were petty-bourgecis economic conditions the main
barrier te building “ocialism? How would NEP fight them?

3. What is the difference between state capxtahsm ina bourgeois
and in a proleiariat state?

4, What did Lenin moan when pe said that in Germany and in
Russia 1n 1918 there were the two unconnected halves of
Socialism existirg side by side?

5, What waz the "ieft" opposition ¢ NEP? How did the right-
coportunisty atteck it? How do these two positions come

same Lhmg’? What was f1e class basis of the

c,l.osztmu? Dicscuss the theery of permanent revolution.

6. Why is it mot truz that NEP wes “"capitalism permitted under
certain conditions™?

Tu 27543 i LISRCR Of NL, an attempt to undermine the dicta-

vas 1IBED nmot o eompromise on the basic principles of M-L?

LENINISM CLASS TWENTY FIVE - HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B)
Chapter 190

Section 12 ,

1. What &id Socialisc construction entail? What was essential for

~ thé victory of sccialism 111 the countryside?

2. Where dic¢ the copital for socialist onstruction come from?
How did the Trote tey to hold back socialist construction?

3. Discuss the grzin crisis in farming. How did it come ‘about?
How was the proplem solved

4, What wae the cituation in industzy in 1927 in the USSR?
What weas the situation in agriculture? How did the Sov‘iét
Union 2-121 with thais preblem?

5. Describe the strucgie of the Fifteenth Congress of the CPSU(B)
against the Trotskyi:-Zinovievite Bloc?

6. What would have been the results of cohersion instead of
rersuasion in the collectivization of farming?

7. When doec¢ = political trend stop being a political trend and
become outright counter-revoclution?




Section 3

1. Who were the wreckers? What was their aim? How did
Stalin fight them?

2. What forced the Bukharinite-Rykov group to show their
hand as Kulak agents? Discuss the Bolshevik struggle
against the Bukharin-Rykov group.

3. What wasthe First Five-Year Plan? Vhat was its main
purpose? How well did the proletariat and peasantry
respond to it? Vhat was socialist emulation and what was
its importancg?

4, How and what did the imperialists do to thwart the

Socialist construction in the USSR?

What was the mass collective farm movement? How did

Stalin and the Party fight and eliminate the Kulaks as a class?

(9]
*

LENINISM CLLASS TWENTY SIX - HISTORY OF THE CPSU(B)B
Chapter 11

= e e o

Section 1
I. Describe the developing international situation in the early
1930's from the point of view of the politics being a reflec-

tion of the economics,.

Section 2_

1. How and why were the Kulaks eliminated as a class? What
kind of a base was necessary before this could take place?
What was meant by solid collectivization? :

2. Discuss "the profound revolution” that took place in 1929,

3. Discuss the collective farm movement - its posjitive and
negative aspects. ‘What were the distortions or violationa
of policy? How and why were these errors made, and how
were they rectified?

4, Discuss the process of Soviet industrialization and how
it was accomplished.

5. How did the advances in Soviet agriculture and industry

.react upon each other?

Section 3

1. How was the foviet Union trnasformed from an agrarian to an

- industrial country?

2., What were the features of the 5 year plan?

3. Why was it so important for Communists to master tech-
nigue - How have the Chinese done so?

4, Why must a Communist always lead the working class?
Discuss this in relationship to collectivization.

5. Discuss the 17th Party Congress and the new rules adopted.

What led to the adoption of these rules?



6. What were the results of the First Five-Year Plan?
7. What were the orgmizational questions that had to be dealt
with at the 17th Congress?

Section 4

What was revealed by the trials of the "Lenmgrad Center”
and "Moscow Center"?

2. What lessons did the CPSU learn from the exposure
of these counter-revolutionaries within the party? How
were these lessons put into practice?

3. Why is it important - essential, to study the HlStOl‘.’Y of the

e s e i s e i

LENINISM CLASS TWENTY SEVEN - HISTORY OF THE CPSULB)
Chapter 12

Section 1

1. What was the international situation in 1935-37 in the capi-
talist world? What was the comparative situation in the
Soviet Union?

2. What is meant by the one sided character of the war? Why
did the USSR join the League of Nationa - relate this to China
and the United Naions today.

Section 2
changed to "cadres decide, ev:erythmg"? Apply to today.
2. What was the impoxtance of the Stakhanov movement in
all aspects of the economy in the USSR?
3. Why was the stare able to prohibit abortion in a pro-
gressive way?
How were real wages raised in the Soviet Union?
What was the cultural revolution in these years 1936, 19377
What was the weakness of revolutions before the October
revolution? Vhat or wherein lies the strength of the
Soviet Revisionigts?

o

Section 3

1. What is the difference between "From each according to his
ability to each according to his work"” and "From each
according to his abilities to each according to his needs?”
Why are there different guiding principles for Socialism and
Communism?

2. What is meant by "broad inner democracy as the course of
the party". -

3. Why was it necessary to change the Constitution - how was it
revised?

4, What was the political and economic situation when the 1924



Constitution was written? Contrast the U.S. Constitution -
clearly show the class roots of each, and which class each
Constitution benefits.

5. What is the role of the Party in a Socialist state?

Section 4

1. How and why were the Trotskyite Bukharin gang liquidated?

2. Why were there certain restrictions on the voting before 19367
Cive examp’es.

3. Why was it necessary to reorganize the party?

4. What is the importance of the Communist blocing with
non-party people in elections?

Conclusion a

1. Sum up the chief lessons learned in the study of the

History of the CPSU(B) and apply to our immediate tasks today.

LENINISM CLASS TWENTY EIGHT - THEORY OF THE AGRARIAN
QUESTION

1. Lenin - Selected Works Volume XII "New Data on the Laws

of Development o f Capitalism in Agriculture"” Part I Capital-
ism and Agriculture in the United States of America p. 190-
282

Leontiev - Political Economy - Chapter 7

3. Reprint - "Factories and the Fields"

[a)

CUESTIONS

L. What type of farms were found in the South in the year 19107
How and why did they develop:? How is the form of farming in
in the South a part of the oppression of the Negro Nation?

2., Why is the term "toiler" farming scient ifically incorrect?

Explain "Extensive farming has given way to intensive °

farming" (page 214 of New Data) Where does capitalism

develop the most, in extensive farming regions or intemsive
farming regions? Why?

4, In what wa~ are small farms being converted into "big
farms"?

5. How were the bourgeoisie's statistics on the area of farms
misleading? How are these statistics part of the bourgeois
superstructure?

6. Describe the transition from natural agriculture. Explain the
connection between the flight of the population from the
rural districts and the ruin of the small producers. What
is the effect of the ruin of the small producers?

W



7. What is the contradiction b'e:‘-.veen industry and agriculture
under capitalirm?

8. Under capitalism what role does the small farmer play?
Describe the similarities and differences betw®en him and
the proletarian.

9. What is the feudal character of agriculture - be concrete
using historical examples. What is the capitalist character
of agriculture?

10. What are the ways that latitundia and large scale capitalist
fdirming are different ? p. 226

CLASS 2 of THEORY OF THE AGRARIAN QUEST ION

QUESTIONS a

1. What is the sourre of ground rent, differential rent,
absolute rent? What is monopoly of private ownership of
land? How did it come about? How are taxes and mortages a form
a form of ground rent?

- 2, Does land have valur? When does it have value, when doesn't
it have value?

3. How is the price of land arrived at?

4, How is it possible to do away with absolute rent but not
differential rent under Capitalism?

5. Why did the CPSU put forward the demand for mtionali-
zation of the land?

6. Give other ecxamples of nationalization land. Show how it

aids capitalism - show how it aids the fight for Socialism.

How do capitalists make their profit in agriculture production?

Why is the general price of production in agriculture deter-

mined by the conditions of production on the worst soil?

How is this different from industry?

o ~]

LENINISM CLASS TWENTY NINE - THE I.W.A.--THE FIRST
INTERNATIONAL

READING MATERIAL

1. CL Report on the First Ir'ernational

2, Address and ProvisionaT Rules of the Workingmen's Asso-_
ciation cslected Works of Marx and Eangels p.

e e e £ i e

1. What were the concrete conditions of the working class move-
ment around the time of the founding of the I.W.A, and
how did Marx and Engels deal with them?

2. Discuss each of the sects that joined the I.,W.A, from



the point of view of their theory and political programs.
Describe the struggle of the Marxists against these sects.
What were the good and bad effects of having them in the I.W.A.
Point out concrete manifestations of the theory and poli-
tics of these sects in the U.S. today? Try to show how
these tendencies got into the political movement in the
U.S. today.

How did the I.,W, A, and the European working class r
fight against Negro slavery in the U.S?

Why did Marx write Value, Price and Profit, and how

did it serve the dass struggle at that time?

What was the interrelationship between the I.,W,A, and

the Paris Commune? ==

How was the I.W.A,'s position on the Ieish National

Question similar to our position on the Negro Nation,

Puerto Rico?

Can the First International be considered a success?

Why did it come to an end when it did?

What can we learn from Marx's work in the I.W.A.

about workin g in mass organizations?

What was the main contradiction in the I. W, A, ?




	cl-leninism.pdf
	Untitled (157).pdf
	Untitled (158).pdf
	Untitled (159).pdf
	Untitled (160).pdf
	Untitled (161).pdf
	Untitled (162).pdf
	Untitled (163).pdf
	Untitled (164).pdf
	Untitled (165).pdf
	Untitled (166).pdf
	Untitled (167).pdf
	Untitled (168).pdf
	Untitled (169).pdf
	Untitled (170).pdf
	Untitled (171).pdf
	Untitled (172).pdf
	Untitled (173).pdf
	Untitled (175).pdf
	Untitled (176).pdf
	Untitled (179).pdf
	Untitled (180).pdf
	Untitled (181).pdf
	Untitled (182).pdf
	Untitled (183).pdf
	Untitled (184).pdf
	Untitled (185).pdf
	Untitled (186).pdf
	Untitled (187).pdf
	Untitled (188).pdf
	Untitled (189).pdf
	Untitled (190).pdf
	Untitled (191).pdf
	Untitled (192).pdf
	Untitled (193).pdf
	Untitled (194).pdf
	Untitled (195).pdf
	Untitled (196).pdf

	Untitled (158).pdf
	Untitled (159).pdf
	Untitled (160).pdf
	Untitled (161).pdf
	Untitled (162).pdf
	Untitled (163).pdf
	Untitled (164).pdf
	Untitled (165).pdf
	Untitled (166).pdf
	Untitled (167).pdf
	Untitled (168).pdf
	Untitled (169).pdf
	Untitled (170).pdf

