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(Contloued from Fage 1)
course be strong and consistent In
the astruggle agalost terrorlsts and
wreckers of publle property. . . .
Firgo: “a Boviet power”"—without
Boviets; a proletarian dictatorship
—sxithout the proletariat, and, in
addition to that, a dictatorship not
aAgainst the bourgeolsle, but againat
« « o terrorists and thieves. At all
events, the party pProEFAm  Dever
forsaw such a type of state.

Molotov's promise to do “not in-
fraguently” whihoit thope extremse
measures which might prove nnnec-
eagary 1s mot worth much, and is
self-evident ; but it loses all its val-
ue alongside of the reference to the
enemies of law and order, whoe are
precisely the ones that make it Dm-
posaible to renounce emergency
megsures. Whenoe, however, arlse
these enemles of law and order,
these terrorists and thieves, and,
moresver In such threatéening num-
berg as wonld justify the preserva-
tlon of n dictatorship In & classless
soclety ! Here we must come to the
aaslstanee of Molotov., At the dawn
of the Soviet power the terrorist
aets were perpretated by the 5. R's
and the Whites in the atmosphere
of the still unfinished civil swar
When the former rullng ¢lasses loat
all thelr hopes, terrorism disap-
peared as well, Kelak terror, trices
of whish are obsetvable even now,
was always local In character, and
supplemented the partlsan  war
against the Soviet regime, This
I8 not what Molotoy has In mind.
The new terror does not lean upon
elther the old rullng classea or the
kunlak, The terrorista of recent
yoard  are  recruited  exclusively
from among the Soviet youth, from
the ranks of the Y.OL. and of the
party. While wutterly lmpotent to
golve those tasks which it sots it-
self, individual terror is, however,
of the greatest symptomatic Impor-

The Whip Against the Bureaucracy!

We shall return Iater to the ques-
tlon s to the extent to which the
unfversal equal and direct aulfrace
corrésponds 40 the alleged aoclal
equality of all eltizens that has been
attained. But if we accept thls pre-
mise on faith, we become all the
more perplezed by the following
guestion ; Why, if that be the case,
must the elections be seeret hence-
forth ? Just whom does the popu-
lace In the soclallst country fear?
Agalnst whose attemptis o partie-
ular Is it neccssary to provide o
defense? The ehild's fear of dark-
ness has o purely bilologieal founds-
tlon; but when  grown uap peopla
dare not express their opinions
openly, thelr fear iz politienl o
eharacter. And for the Marxist,
politics 18 always a functlon of the
¢lase stroggle. In capitalist socl-
ety the secret ballot i Intended to
provide a defense for the exploited
agalnst the terror of the exploiters.
That the boorgeolsie did Anally
agree to such a reform—of course,
under the pressore of the masses—
was only because the bourgeolsle
itself was intorested in protecting
Ita state at least partlally agninst
the demoralizaztion of s own
making. But in the TN.B.8R. thers
abviously cannot be any presgure of
the exploiters upon the tollers.
Agalnst whom, then, 1s It necessary
to protect the Bovlet citizenz by
means of the secret ballot?

Under the old Soviet constitudlon,
the wiva voee vole was Introduced
as a weapon in the hands of the re-
volutionary class againat bourgeols
and petty bourgenls enemies. The
game purposs was served by the
pestrictiona in the franchise itself.
Mow, at the end of the second de-
cade after the Revolotlon. no longer
the closms cnemies but the tollers
themaelves are so frightened that
they cannot vote except ander the
ghield of secrecy. This touches
precisely the masses of the people,
the overwhalming majority, for it ia
impogalble to allow that the secret
ballot 1z belng specialy introduced
for the econvenlencs of the counbers
revolutionary mifority !

But who Is terrorizing the peo-

WORKERS

Pretect Yourselves Against the
Hazards of Lila, Jolo the

WOREMENS BICK & DEATH
BENEFIT FUND OF THE US.
1884-1935

Organlzed, managsd by and for
workers with only one purposs:
te render protection to members
and thelr familles, and to mmp-
port all endeavors and struggles
for the improvement of tollers,

About 60,000 membars orEED-
Ized in 350 branches. HestTves
$3,400,000.

Death beneflt graded gocord
Ing to age at entry. Blek benalik
payments from §226 to §908—is
men abd women, accordlng te
s,

Monthly assessments from 4fc
to $2.10.

For further information apply
ks Miln Offics:

T4 Benoen Ave., Breekim, N. X,

tance becaunse i characterizes the
sharponess of the antagonlsm be-
tween the bureaucracy and the wide
masses of the people, especially, the
younger generation. Terrorlsm s
the teagic supplement of HRona-
partism, Each individual buoreaun-
crat is afrald of the terror; but the
bureaveracy a8 & whole successfally
exploits it for the justification of its
political monopoly. Stalin and Mol-
dtoy did aot discover any goa-
powder in this feld either.

Waorst of all, however, s the fact,
that it Is absoletely impossible to
gather, either from the interviews
or from the commentaries, the soclal
nature of the state for which the
new constitution 1s being prepared.
The Hoviet system uhed 40 be offle-
ially considersd as the expresslion of
the dictatorship of the proletariat.
But If the classes have been de-
gtroyed, then by reason of this very
fnct the social basis of the dictator-
ship has likewise been destroyed.
Who, then, is itz  carrler now?
Obviously the population ans o
whole. But when the entire people,
ecancipated from ¢lass contradle-
tioms, becomes the carrlar of the
dictatorship, this Impller nothing
else than the dissolution of the dle-
tatorahip in the sociallst soclety,
and consequently the Hguldation of
the state. The logle of Marxism is
invulnerable. The llguidation of the
gtate Im fta torn beglns with the
liguidation of the bureaneracy.
Dvoies the new constitutlon, perhaps,
Imply at least the Hquidation of the
GP.U.Y Bhould any one ventube to
express this fdea In the U.8.8R.,
the G.P.U. would Immediately find
cinVinting counter-arguments. The
classes have been destroyed, the
Hoviete are belng abolished, the
clasa theory of soclety Is redoced to
dust, but the burcavcracy remalnos.

Q.E.D

Ple? The ansewer is eclear—the
bureascracy. The latter is pre-
paring to protect the tollers against
itself by means of the secret
bullot. Stalin made thiz admission
openly. To the guestion, Why the
seeret ballot? his reply was ver-
batim s follows: “BeCause we
want to glve the Soviet people conk
plete freedom to vote for those they
want to elect™, Thus we learn foom
Hialin that the “Soviet people” can-
not vobe teday for those they want
te elect, “We" are only getting
ready fo provide them with such an
opportunity. Whoe are these “we®
who ean glve or refuse the freedom
ter vote 7 The strativm in whose namse
Hinlin apeaks and actks: the boe-
eaperaey. Stalln need only have
added that his important admisslon
applles-as much to the party as to
the State, and that, in partlcular,
he himself, oceuples the post of
General Hecretary by means of "o
gyetem which does not permit party
members to elect those they desire,
The phrase “we want to glve the
Bpviet people™ is in itself Infinitely
maré Important dhan all the econ-
etitutions Stalin his yet to write,
for thia brlef phrase 1z a ready
constitutlon, amd, moreover, very
real, and not a myth,

As the European bourgeolsie fn
ita time, so0 the Soviet Bureancracy
iz compelled todny to resort to the
seorel ballot in order at least par-
tially to purge its state apparatus
which it explolts “as the rightfal
owner”, from the corruption of its
own naking Stalin waz compelled
to give an Inkling of thiz motive
for the reform. Sald he to Howarnd,
“There are oot a few Institutions In
our country which work badly . . .
Seeret suffrage In the U.A.8R will
b & whip in the hands of the pop-
ulation against the organs of gov-
ernment which work badly.” A
second noteworthy admission! After
the buresucracy hos created, with
its own hands the seclallst soclety,
it feels the need . . . of & whip—
not only becanse the organs of gov-
cenment “work badly” bat above all
becanse they are corroded through
gnd throngh with the vices of un-
controlled cligues,

As far back as 1928, Rakovsky
wrote the following with regard to
a number of horrible vases of bur-
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nstitution of the U.S.S.R.

wiucratle demoralization that broke
out inte the open, “The most char-
acterlstie and most dangerous feat-
ure in the tidal wave of scandals,
ls  the passivity of the masses,
among the Communlsts even more
than among the non-party men, £o-
ward the manifestations of unheard-
of self-will, of which the workers
themselves were witnesses. Out of
fear of those who wield power, or
simply out of political indiference,
they passed by without a probest, or
confingd themselves merely to
grumbling”. More than elght years
have elapsed sloee that time, and

Turning 4o the people for the
salutary whip, the bureaucracy,
however, lays down one ultimatis-
tie condition: that there be no pol-
ities, "This holy fonctlon must re
maln as hitherto the monopoly of
the “leader.” To the tlcklish gues-
tion of the Americean interlocutor
relative to other parties, Stalin re
plied: “SBlnee there are no classes,
gin¢e the dividing lnes between
classes are belng obliterated [“there
are o classes”—"the divilding
lines between classes (which do not
exiat!) are belng oblitergted ™ —IL.
T.] thers remaing only a slight, but
not & fundamental difference be-
tween varlous strata in  soclallst
soclety, and there can be no fer-
e s=oll for 4he creation ofs con-
tending partlies. Where there aré
not several classes there cannot be
pevern] parties, for a pacty is o part
of o cless” Every word & mis-
take, sometimes even two!

Aceording to Stalin, 1t seems that
the dividing lines between classea
are Flpdly desorlbed, and that in
every given period only one party
corresponds to each clags. The
Marxist doctrine of the class na-
ture of parties is transformed into
& ludicrons buresucratic ecarica
ture: poelitical dynamics s entirely
excluded from the historical pro-
cezs—Iin the_interests of admins.
trative order. In point of fact not
o single instonee can e Tound
throughout the entire extent of
political history of only one party
corresponding to one ¢lass! Classes
are not homogeneons, théy are torn
by internal antagonlsms, and they
arrive even atk the soluotlon of com-
mon fasks only throongh an Inter-
nal struggle of teodencles, group-
ings and partles. Within certain
Hmits it may be allowed that “the
party is a part of & clasa” But
Inasmuch ns a class has many
“parts” —some  faclng * forward,
others backwards—one amd the
same clas can pat forth several
parties. For the self-same reasomn,
# single party oan lean npon the
parts of several classes,

Remarkably enough, this scan-
dalons mistake of Stalln s abso-
lately disinterested in  character,
for. you soe, in relation to the TLE.
8R. he proceeds from the fssertion
that no classes at all exist there
(f what class iz the C.P.EIL a
part—after the abolitlon of all
classes?  Carelessly straying into
the feld of theory, Stalln proves
more than he Intended. From his
reasoning It followa net that there
cannot be diferent parties in the
T.8.8R but that there ecannot be
even a single party. Where there
are no classes there can be no room
for polities In general. Stalln, how-
ever, makes a gracious eExcepion
from this law In the case of the
periy of which he 18 General See-
retary.

The history of the working class
reveals best of all the bankruptcy
aof the Staliniat theory of parties
Deeapite the fact that the working
clags 18 in its social stroctore in-
dubitably the least heterogencons
of all classes In capltalist soclety,
the existence of such a “stratum"”
ag the labor aristoctacy and o
labor bureaucracy bound up wih
it leads to the creation of reformist
partles, which Inevitably torn info
one of the Instrnments of bourgeols
rule. It matters nmothing from the
standpoint of Stalinist sociology
whether the difference beiween the
labor arfstocracy and the proleta-
rlan mass 18 "fundamental” or only
*“alight™: but it was preciscely by
reason of this difference that the
necessity 4o create the Third In-
terpatlonal arese in its time. On
the other hand, 1t Is indubliable
that the atructure of Sovlet society
lg infinltely more heterogencons and
complex than that of the proleta-
iat in capitalist countries. For this
very reasen, it can provide a suffi-
clently fertlle soll for several par-
ities.

Bialin 18 interested, as a matter
of fact, mot In the soeclology of
Marxr but In the monopoly of the
bureaucracy. These are two entire-
Tr different thinge BEvery labor
bureateracy, oveén one that does
not wield state power, inclines to
the view that there 1z mo "flertlle
aodl” in the working class for the
oppoaltion.  The leaderd of the
British Labonr Party dpive the rev-
olotlonists oug of the trade uniona
on the grounds that there iz no
room for the strogele between par-
ties within the framework of a
"yoited"” working class. Messrs
Vandervelde, Leon Blum, Joubaux
ebe., act In a similar manner. Thelr

the situatlon has become infoitely
worse. Stalins awocratie rule has
erected nepotism, self-will, profig-
acy, pillage and bribery Into a sys-
bem of adminlstration, The decay of
the apparatus, cropplog out at ev-
ery step. has began to threaten the
very existence of the state as the
sonree of power, Income and privi-
leges of the ruling stratum, A re-
form became necessary. Taking
fright at thelr own handiwork the
gummits of the Kremlin tern to the
population with a plea to help it
cleanse and stralghten out the ap-

paratus of administration.

Democracy Without Politics

metaphysics of unity but by the
cgoistle Interests of the privileged
cliques, Soviet buresucracy is in-

finitely more powerful, wealthy and
self-rellant than the labor burean-
cracy in bourgeois countries. High-
Iy skilled workers in the Soviet
Union enjoy privileges wnknown to
the highest eategories of labor in
Eurape and America. Thizs two
fold stratum® — the bureaucracy
‘which leans upon the labor aris-
tocracy—Iis the roler of the eoun-
try. The present rullng pacty of
the U.BHR. Is nothing else than
the political machine of a privil-
eged stratum.  The Btalindst ba-
reancracy has something to  losce
and mothing more to comngquer. It
g not Inclined to share what it
holds. Por the future as well, it
intends to reserve the “fertile soil”
for ibself,

To be sore, the Bolshevik party
also occupled & monopoly position
in the state during the frst perled
of the Soviet ern. Hewever, to
Identily these two phenomena is to
miztake appearancea for reality.
During the years of .¢ivil war, un-
der extremely difficult  historieal
conditions, the party of the Bolshe-
viks found itself compelted tempos
rarily to probibit other parties, not
becouse the latter lacked o “fertlle
soll”"—In that case it wounld not
have been necessary even to pro-
hibit them—but on the eostrary,
precisely becaunse fertile soll cxlst-
ed: thiz 8 what made them dan-
gerous.  The party explained open-
Iy to the masses what i wos doing,
for I was clear to everybody
that at stake was the defense of
the isolated revelutlon agalnst
mortal dangers. Today. (the oo
the  buresucracy embellishes the
wecinl reality. the more shamelesly
it exploits it for it own benefil. If
it be true that the kingdom of

Spclalism has already come,  and
the fertile soll for political parties
has disappearsd, thers wonld be no
need to prohiblt them. Tt would
only remain, in accordance with

strictlons whatzeever upon liberty."
Bot the burenneracy will not allow
g much o to peep about such @
consiifution. The internal falseness
of the whole construetion ls all too
apparent !

Beeking to dispel pormal doubts
om the part of his interlocutoer,
Btalin offered a new thought: “Can-
didates will be put forward not
only by the Communist Party buat
by all sorts of public, noo-party or-
ganizations, And we have hundreds
of these,” . . . “Euch of these strata
(of Boviet soclety) may bave jis
gpeccial Intercsts aind express them
through our numerons existing or-
ganizations"” Evidently, it iz for
this reason that the new Soviet
constitution will e the “most dems
ocratle constitution in the world”

This plece of sophistry is no bet-
ter than the rest. The most impor-
tant “strata” in Sovier soclety nre:
the summits of the bureaucracy and
Its middle and nethermost layers,
the labor aristocracy, the kolkhoz
aristeerney, the common ran  of
waorkera, the middle lnyers of the
kolkhozes, the peasant proprietors
the labor strgtn of workers and
peasants, and beyvond themd the
lompenproletarial, the homeless,
the prostitotes and a0 on. As to
the SBoviet public organlzations—
trade union, cooperative, colteral,
gpioft, ete.—they do not at all rep-
resent the interests of different
“streta” bevause they all have one
and the same hisrarchic strocture

Fwven in those cases, when the or-
ganizntions are based apon the priv-
iteged circles, na for Instance the
trade unions and cooperatives, the
actlve role in them is played ex-
clusively by the representatives of
the privileged sumeniftz, whils the
“party.” Le, the politieal organiza-
tion of the ruling stritum, has the
last word, The participation of
nen-political organizationg in  the
eleetoral stroggle will conzequently
[ead to nothing else than the rival-
ry ledween the different cligues of
the burcnucraey within the limits
st by the Kremlie, The roling
summit caleulates to learn in this
manner seme #ecrets hidden fromn it
amd to refurbish it regime, withont
at the spme tiome permitting a po-
lticul strngele fo take place which
must inevitably e directed ogainst

li=elf,

The Historical Meaning of the New
Constitution

In the persan of its mogt authorl-
tative leader, the burcaucrncy again
demonstrates how lttle (6 wnder-

stands those historical tendenclea
which determine its movement.
When Stalin remarks that the dif
ference bBelweon varlous sieata in
Soviet soclety 1a “slight bot not
Tundamental,” he obviously has In
mind the fact that exelusive of the
Individual peasant proprietors, who
are aufficiently numercus even to-
day to populate Czechoslovakia, all
other “strata” depend upon  the
gtatified of collectivized means of
production. This §8 beyomd dis-
pute. Bat a “fondamental™ differ-
ance s5tlll remains betwern the col-
lective, Le. group property in agri-
culture and the natiooallzed proper-
ty In industry: it can still make it-
salf felt im the futore. We shall
not, however, chter Info a diseos-
gion of this important questlon. Of
monsiderably more immediate i{m-
mortance 1g the diference between
the “strata”™ which is determined
by thelr relation not to the means
of proddoction bot to the articles of
consumptlon. The sphere of dis
tribution is, of course, only a “su-
perstrieture” - in relation to the
to the sphere of produoction. How-
ever, it 42 preclsely the sphers of
distribution that s of decialve lm-
portance in the everyday life of the
people. From the standpeint of the
awnéership of the meins of produe-
tion, the diference between a Mar-
ghall and a street clegner, befwean
dhe head of a trost and an unskilled
lanborer, between the son of & peo-
ples’ Commissar and a homeless
walf 8 mnot “fomdamental”. DBuot
20MMEe DCCnRpY Iﬂ-n'llr apartments, ¢n-
joy several dachas (summer homes)
in warlons parta of the country,
have the best automobiles at their
disposal., and have long forgotten
how to shine thelr own boota; whils
othera not infrequently IHve in
woodlen bapracks, withont any par-
titlons for privacy, lead a  half-
starved existence, and doe not clean
thelr own boots only because they
are barefoof. To o high dignitary
this difference sooms to be only
“glight", 1.e., one that does not mer-
it attention. To the unakilied labor-
er it appears, not without reason,
to be “fundamental',

In addiion to the terrorizta, ae-
cording to Molatov, the ohject of
the dictatorship in the TWE.ER. is
the thief. Put the very abundance
af peaple of such a profession Is a
trne algn manual of the want that

relgns in soclety . Where the mater-

condoct iz dictated mnot by the ial level of the overwhelming ma-

Jority Ig 80 low that the ownership
of bregd and boots must be protect-
ed by firing sigunds, there the
apecches abont the alleged achleve-
ment of soclalizm sound like an in-
fomous mockery of human beings!

In a froly homogeneous soclety,
in which the normal wants of the
citizens are satlefed without ran-
cour and brawls, not only Bona-
partist absolntism. but bureaucra-
ey In general would be inconoeive
able, The bureaucracy s not &
technienl but a secial category
Hvery single buresuceracy  orclgin-
ates in and malotaing itself upon
the heterogeneons nature of society,
upon the anfagonlsm of interests
and the internal stroggle. It regu-
lates the soclal antogonisms in the
interests of flw privileged classes or
layers, and exacts an  enormogs
tribute for this from the tollers.
Thiz very same fenction, despite
the grent revolution in the proper-
ty relations, i8 belng folilled, with
e¥nicism and nwot without sinecess,
by the Sovict bureaucracy.

The latter raized itzelf on the
WP, exploiting the antagonism be-
tween the kulak and the MNepmaon,
on the one hand, and the workers
nnd peasants, on the other. When
the kulak, grown strong, raised his
hand against the boreaucracy #H-
‘wielf, the latter, In the Interestz of
splf-defense, was compelled to lean
directly upon the nethermost rank
and file, The bureancracy was
weakest of all doring the years of
the struggle against the hulak
(1920-1822).  Precisely for this
reason, It set with great zeal to the
tormatlon of a labor and kolkhos
aristorracry: instituting s shocking
difference In wage scaless, premi-
ums, badges, and other slmilar meén-
sumes Which are ecalled forth one-
third by econcmic necessity, and
two-thirds by the political interests
of the bureaucracy. Upon this new
and ever deepening sotial antagon-
ism, the rollog caste has exalied 1t-
solf to  Mltr  present Hooapartist
helghts,

In a country in which the lava
of revolutdon has not yet  eooled,
the privileged are often very muoch
afraid of thelr own privileges, es-
peclally apainst the hackgroond of
general want, The topmost Soviet
sirata stand in dread of the masses,
with a fear that is purely bonr-
geols, Htalin suppliea’ the growlng
privileges of the rollng stratom
with a “theoretical” justification by
means of the Comintern, and he de-
fends the Soviet arlstocracy against

dissatisfaction by means of con-

the program, te abolish “any re-

| racy I& to get rid of the Workers'

centration camps, Btallo 15 the in-|
disputable leader of the bureaw-
cracy And of the labor arlstocracy.
He kesps in constant fooch only
with these “strata”. A sincers
“waorship” of the leader emanates
only from these clrcles Bypch is
the eagence of the present political
gyztim of the TSR,

Bot to maintain this mechanism,
stalin i3 compelled from time to
time o side with the “people” aa
agninst the bureancracy, naturally,
with the latter’s silemt consent. He
18 even compelled to seek for a
whip from below agalnst the abuses
from above. Az we have alveady
gnid, thiz s one of the motives for
the constitutionnl reform. There {8
ancther and ne lesa important mo-
tive,

The mnew constltutlon abolishes
the Hovigts, dlszolving the workers
in the general mass of the popula-
tiom, The Boviets, it is true, have
long lost meaning politically. But
they might have revived with the
growth of mew social antagonlsms
amnd with the awakening of the new
generation. Above all, of course,
areé 4o be feated the city Soviets,
with the' growing participation of
green and expcting Y.OLJ ers, In
the cities the eontrast between lux-
ury and dire want 13 all too glaring.
The first care of the Soviet arlstoe-

amd Red Army Soviets,

Thsapite the collectivization, the
material and coltural contradiction
betwern the ety and the village
has hardly been touched. The pea-
santry is still very backward and
atomized. Boclal antagonlsms also
exist within the kolkhoses and e
tween the kolkhozes, The bureaud-
eracy finds it much sasgler to copa
with the dissatlsfactlon in the wil-
lage. It Is able to use the kolkhosz-

cfty workera To smother the pro-
test of the workeras agaiost the
gtowing soclal Inequality by the
welght of the more backward
masses of the village—this i the
chief alm of the new constitution,
about which neither Stalin mor Mol-
dtov naturally heve communicated
anything to the world, Bonapart-
lam, incidentally, always leans gpon
the village aes against the city. In

this, too, Stalin remaing troe to
tradition.
Learned phillstines 1Llke tlm

Webba falled to see any great dif-
fereénce between Bolshevism and
Czarlsm prior to 1923 but, in re-
turn, they have completely recog
nlged the “demoecracy” of Stalin's
reglme. Small wonder: these people
have all thele lives becn the ideo-
loglate of a labor boreaveraey. Ino
point of fact, Hoviet Bonapartism
bears the spme relation to Soviet
democracy that bourgecls Bonapart-
ism or even Fasclam beara to bour-
Eeols democracy, Both arise eguoal-
Iy from the felghtfal defeats of the
world proletariat. Both will crash
with 1ts firat victory.

Bonapartlem as hislory testifics
s able fo ablde very well with oani-
veraal and even secret suffrage, The
democratic ritual of Booapartism is
the pleblscite. From time to time
the gquestion is put to the citizens:
For or agalnst the Leader? The
leader, on hls part, takes precan-
tlons =0 that the voter s able to
feel the barrel of & gun at his tem-
Me. Bince the days of Napoleon
III, who now appears as & provin-
clal dilletante, this technigue has
attalned an unprecedented develop-
ment, a8 witneas, aay, the Iateat
apecticle by Goebbela ‘The neaw
conatitution ia thos ivtended to U-
quidate jurldically the ontworn Sov-
let regime, replacing it by Bona-

niks not withost success agalnst the

partism on the pleblscliary basls.

Tasks of the Vanguard

Drawing profounder concluslons
from Stalin, Molotoy told the editor
of le Temps thaf the question of
parties in the U.5.5.1. i3 “not & vi-
tnl question in the TE.ER., inas-
mch ag we are clogely approach-
ing the complete liguidation of . . .
claxses”. What precislon In jdeas
aml terminology! In the year 1931,
they lignidated the “last capltallat
class, that of the kulaks" and In
the vear 196 they are “closely ap
proaching™ the  lgoidation of
classrs,  For hetter or for worse,
the question of partles ia not a “vi-
tul"ome to Molotov, Entieely Jdiffer-
ont, however, are 4he views held
upon this matter by those workers
who know that the buresucracy
while suppressing the exploiting
clagses with one hand, prepares for
their rebirth with the other. For
these advanced workers the quoes.
tlom of their own party, independ-
ent of the boreaucarey, is the most
vital of all guestions. Staliln and
Molotoy understand this wery well
indesd : not for nothing have they
expelled during the last fow
months  feom  the so-ealled Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Unfon
several tens of thousanda of Bol-
shevlk-Leninlate, Le, in reality, an
entire revolutionary party.

When the editor of lo Temps po-|
litely pist the questlon about fac-
tions and thelr possible transforms-
tion inte Indepsndent parties Mol-
otov replied, with the qolel wit for
which he is a0 noted: “In the party
. - . Otbempls weré made to creabe
specinl factions . . . . . bot 18 mow
severnl yeara since the altoatlon in
this ~ respect has fondamentally
changed and the Communist Party
is truly united” Best of all, he
might have ndded. this s proved
by the Interminable purges and con-
centration camps. However, the il-
legal  existence of  an opposition
Pparty is not non-existence, but only
a . difMealt fornd of existence. Ar-
resta may prove very effective
agninst the parties of a class that
is departing from the historical
stage : the revolutlonary dletator-
ship of the years 101741823 has
proved thiz folly. Hoat the arrests
aimisd agninst  the revolutlonary
vanguard will not save the outlived
buredueracy, which aceording to lta
own admission regualrea a “whip”.

It iz a lie and & triple lie to al-
lege that secialism has been resl-
lzed In the TN.2.5.R. The flowering
of burenucratism is barbaric proof
that s=ociallam 1s still far removed.
Bn long as the productivity of labor
in the .85 R. iz several times be-
low that of the advanced capltallst
coiintries; 8o lobg as the people has
not emerged from want: g0 long a8
a cruel struggle contiones to be
waged for artlicles of consumption ;
gy lomg a8 the individeallstie bor-
eaurracy can thrum with impunity
upon  soclal antagonlsms—juat an
Iong will the danger of bonrgecls
restoration retain its full force At
the present time, with the growth
of inegqoality on the basls of poo-
nomic  successes, the danger has
even been increased. In this and in
thiz alome lles the justification for
the need of astate power. But the
bureiicratleally  degenetated atate
has jtself berome the chief danger
to the scclallst futore. The ineguoal-
ity can be reduced to s ecomom-
fcally Inevitable limits at the glven
gtage, nnd & road can e ent to B0~
clalist equallty only by the active

political contrel of the tollers, be-

glnnlng with thelr vanguard. The
regeneration of the party of the
Bolsheviks in counterpolse to the
party of the Honapartista is the
key to all other difflenities and
tasks.

On the road towards & goal, one
must be able to utilize the real pos-
aibllitics which arise om  every
stage., Any lliuslons abost the Stal-
Intst constitotion would of conrse
be unseasonable. But it {a eqoally
impermissible to wave It aside as
an Inslgnificant trifle. The buoread-
cracy assumes the risk of 8 reform
not at its own whim but oot of ne-
ceanlty: History tells MARF Clsta
of & bureaucratic dictatorship ne-
sorting for ifs salvation to “liber-
al" reforma, and still further weak-
ening Hself, By laying bare Bona-
partlsm, the new consHitoHon ecre-
ates m semi-lagal cover for the
struggle ageinet it The rivaley be-
tween the boreaneratic cliqoes can
hecome the went-hole for & much
wider political struggle. The whip
ngainst the “government instito-
tlons that work badly” can be tam-
ed Into & whip against Booapart-
lsm. Ewvervthing depends npon the
degree of activity of the advanced
elements of the working class,

The EBolshevik-Lenlnlsts muast
henceforth follow attentively all the
twists and windinga of the const-
tetional reform. painstakingly tak-
Ing Into conslderatlon the experi-
encé of the first coming elections.
We muat learn how to utllize the ri-
valry betwesn the varlous “public
organizations” in the Iimterests of
soclalem. We must learn how to
engage in battles oo the soll of the
pleblacites as well The bureaucracy
iz afrald of the workers, we mmnst
unfold our work among them more
apdaclonsly and on A& more exten-
give scale. Bonapartiam is afrald
of thg youth, we must rally it to
the banner of Marx and Lenin.
From the adventurea of individual
terrorlam, the method of those who
are desperate we must JTead the
vanguard of the young peneration
onto the broad road of the world
revolutlon. It is necessary to traln
new Bolshevik cadres which will
come to replace the decaying buo-
reancratic regime
Aprll 1d, 1884,

————— e

LUMEN CLUB
CAMP EX(URSION

Sunday, May 10, 10:15 AM
Startlng out from the Bus
Terminal at 181 St and Amster-
dum Ave. The bos wili taks you
to Riverdale, M, J.

Lunch will be served at the
eAmp.

Price for round trip ticket, The.
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