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Introduction

20" Century poliics were effts byBig BusinesgBB) or Big Governmen{BG) to shapehe

entire world in their ownimage BB won but most people sent it They also reseBG. As

a result polticstoday areat a deadendas peopleseeno alternative tahe two systemsof

governance they resentHowever,mobie phonesmagnetic cards, T\and the Internet

presenta new option ofa postparliamentarydirect democracywhereall citizenscandebate
and decidall issues of their society- without anyrepresentatives
* k *

As an activist of the noparliamentary Left since 1952,was inspied by seang a new

generatiorof activists taking over the struggles of my generatidowever, listening to many

young activists revealed to me thrdiferences between thejeneratiorand mine

1) We knewphilosophy and had fam philosophical foundation for our activities.

The new gaeration reads no philosophyl heir politics lack a philosophical foundation.

2) We studied historiesf past revolutionsand saw ourselves as their continuatidhe new
generation of asfists does neitheThey hardly know about thiéronstadt uprising(1921)
or about the legest general strike in histgfrance, 1968)or whythe USSRrose and fell
Theyareunaware that their activity is a new phase in an ongoing revolutionary process

3) We had a political goahamey: to replacean economyun by private owners for private
profitsbyan economynanagedy all employeesnot by the &te- to serve all insociety,

Our goal inspired our initiative and ativated us to act irrespectiad what ourrulers did.

Due t o USSRHR%Y%)ideasoopubic msnership othe economyfell into disrepute.

Left activists today offeno new alternative to privatized or nationalized economy.While

Capitalism (and Communist China) act, Left activists meretaate They protest against

Aout s o uipateimpy,0 i@l o bda |ICapmalsmghaghe initiative not the activists

The reason”T o d a 'y 6 s ofercnb new alterbdases to Capitalism,to Socialismand to

Rule by Representative@RR). They offerno newpolitical system Those who hava political

goal- act, those who lack itprotestWe acted to achieve our goal ir

Thesethreefacts motivated me to write thi®okoffering the new generation ofctivists

1) A philosophtal foundationfor their activity ~ 2) A brief history of 23" centurypolitics.

3) A newpolitical goal to createa systenof political equality, apostparliamentarydirect

democracywhere all citizens can proposgebatevoteon all issues of sociey.

* * *

Some readers may find thm®ok chaotic. They may wonder: I¢his a book about Plhisophy?

or about Historyr aboutPoltics? My answer is: This book ig@olbox of ideador direct

democracy activistslt provides ideological tools useftb those acting to creata post
parliamentary directdemocracy.Pick up any of its ideasuse itand develp it: at home at
work, in school, in poltics, ineverydaylife. As | never have a finalersion on anythinghis
book is nota Bible but a tooto inspire innovative thinking on every issue of society

* * *

Chapters 1 to provide philosophical ideas useful fohangng societies, stateand politics

Chapters 7 to 14 summarize"20entury politics.

Chapters 15 and 16 describe direetndcacy and answer common criticism.

Chaper 17 suggests how to promote direetdoc r acy in todayés societie

* * *

Thanks are due to A. Hdlland Prof. F. Pirani for correcting errorstive text, to Harriet

Ward for her editing, to Ken Weller, Claude athenri Simon, Prof.Y. Nitzan, Dr. S. Bichler,

A. Neuman, H. Zuckedohn WalshSharon Orr and Jon Parish, for commearid criticism

They are not responsible foreth b oo k 6 s i d eamsespanside fe both.or s .

Aki ORR. 2007



1. Truthis not  Reality

Anyone who has seem detective film knows it is easy to decide whether therams
"K is dead" isrue, but ot so easy to decide whethtbe asserin "K was murdered"
is true, andquite dificult to decide whethethe assertion "L murdered"Ks true

The frst assertion can be verified by justkg at K To assert the secondqréres
some detective workThe third is usualy decided in coudfter hearing witnesses,
lawyers and consulting the law. What is easy when dealing with a sagtebecomes

difficult when deaihg with history andoolitics consisting of manyacts.

At the time of writing this book (2006jhe US Army stil occupiesrhg so let us start
by using as an example three TV teams comindrdq to flm documentaes about
the situation there. Supposethey come from three different countries. A CNN team

from the USA, an AtJazeera team from Qatand a team from FrendtateTV.

Let us assumall teamsdo an honest jobwhich means that theylo not stageany
scene anddo not fim urypical scenesEven sothey wil produce threedifferent TV
documentarie of the situation in Irag. CNN wil produce a ptdS fim. Al-Jazees -

apro Iraqgi fim and FrenchTV - a fim critical of both US andhe Iraqgis.

Which fim shows theruth about Iraq, andvhich fims distortit?

As cameras do not lie amib scene wastaged we must conclude that all flms show
true scenes. Dodlsis mean all three flms show theith?

As they are all different we wonder Canthere be three differentruths?

If the answer is nothen which oneis the objective truth - not depenmg on people's
bias - and why so?

If the answer is yeshen which of the threetruths should we prefer?

On receivingthe Nobel Prizefor literature in 2005 British playwrght Harold Pinter,
said "There never is any such thing as one truth to be found in dramatic art.

There are many. These truths challenge each other, recoil from each other,
reflect each other, ignor e each other, tease each other, are blind to each other. "

This isalsothe casan poltics and Istory. But there islogic in this blinchess.

None of the thredims is objectively true yet none idying, as theyare all made by
subjects, by people, andhatever is made by people depends on those who made fi.

Al descriptions ofhistorical or poltical events areubjectve. This does not mean
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they distort realty and depend on one persdnsbias Most peopks belief for
thousands of yearshat the sun moves arounthe earth did not depend on one
per s onéand was icensderetObjective Truth'. Today most people know this
was nevera truth, but not many realize it was never "ObjectMt'was abelief not of

one Asubimanyfi ® ubbjUu@Iljactsed means'not depenthg onsubjecs'.

In courts weswearto tell i t h e thewholethuth, and nothing buthetruth”.

"The whole truth" is a description oftotal reality. Of reality in its entirety. To gve a
complete - unedited - description ofrealty one must document evedetail of t
including every atom andel in every living organism. W/ Becausethey are all
part of realty andany descriptionomitting themis not all the trah. But most atoms
are not relevant tahe particularissue.Yes, but this means thabmeone must decide
what is relevant and hat is irrelevantWhen s omeone e di pass, theut

description dependalsoon the editing- not onfactsalone Who edits?

Describing all details of historical reality is impossible. No one can document
everything. Some dais, lke delberations ofpoltical decisionmakes are usualy
secret Even if one could describe every detail, it Wotake many lifetnes to record
- or view - all details. So every description of Reality is unavoidably- edited by

someone No recordingof reality is"ALL Reality'. It is an edited version oéality.

Every documentary fimDirector decides whatvil be fimed - and how; what wil

not be fimed and what wil be cut in the cuttihg roomNo documentary fim is lying
as it shows actualscenes but eack edited according tthe priorities of its Drector.

Even if all recorded details arttue none isa descriptiorof total reality, asthey are all
edited. They differ in ther ediing.

The documentary' Weapons of masgeception”on the Internetdiscusses this point.

It is impossible to produce @mplete, unedited description of anything

Al documentationis edited and every flramaker must decide which parts of reality
are'relevant” and should be shovamd which are irrevant and can be omited
"Relevance” is determined bgn editor, not by realty Editors decide according to
ther priorities. Deciding what is irrelevant,and how to jointhe relevant pats into a
coherentwhole picturedeterminesthe nature ofthe documentary A TV documentary

may be true, but it is not realityTruth" differs from "Reality” and"Historical Truth"

r

r
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differs from "Historical Reality’. Historical Realty is the totalty of what happened,
not an edited description of this totalifHistorical Truth" is an edited description of
historical realty and depends on itestriber. .

Reality does not depend ais describersor its editors. "Truth” - does.

To reducemisunderstanding let me emphasihat there exists ahistorical reality that
does not dependn its describersand cantheefore be caled "objective"The
Universe is a realty that existed long before Ll alone Consciousness, emerged.
It exists even if @ one describes it'Truth' is not "Reality’ but an editeddescription

of this reality and editing depends oreditas and is therefore "Sufective” We can
describe only what we are awe of, and eachdescription is edited by its describer
Every description is by some "Subject" and is a particular interpretation of realty.
Therefore no descriptions "Objectiveé. There is an"Objective Reality" which does
not depend on people, btltere is no"Objedive Truth" becausdruth depend on its
describes andis always subjective.This doesnot meanit depends on a singjgerson.
The belief that the sun moves around the earth was shared by .milkeg were
sure itis "Objective Truth" but itwas an intepretation of milions of "subjects” The
fact that every "Truth" is subjectivdoes not mean it is unreliable, trat "anything
goes" or that all descriptos are equaly unreliable It only meansthat "Truth" is

never final. Itmust be testedepeately andcan always beisproved andmproved.

There can be differentversions of Subjective Truth" even whetheir creatorshave
the same prioritiesNot all versions have the samevalidity. Some are valid while
othersare not Valid versiors of "Hisbrical Truth" must pasghree tests

1. Integration. Does the version integratel known factsin its domaininto a single

coheret, whole lke a completedjigsaw puzzle, gving a clear picturepr do some
known factsfail to fit into the whole patterrin a coherent we/

The morefacts fit into the coherentpattern the more va the version.

If even a singlesignificant fact fails to fit the coherentpatternthe versionis invalid.

2. Prediction. Reality changes nestop A vald versim of reality enabls us to
predict future everts. A verson whose predictions are confrmeabs more validity

than ore thatfais to predict future evds or whose predictions are wroridowever,
evena versionwhose predictionsra conffrmed mustnever be accepted as finadince
further eventsmay refute some ofts predictions.A versionunableto predict anything

is untrustworthy. This is the case with many "Historical Truthsiat are descriptive
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but not predictive. They face the past, not the futurdhey try to explain what
happenedbut are unable to prediethat will happen.

The two testsaboveare valuefree and apply also to theories of Nature, lke physics,

astronomy, biology, geology. Theories of human historymust pass one motest.

3. Consequences Versions of pashistory shapep e o prespdnse to currentreality
and must be evaluaed by what they motivate theirbelieversto da For example:The
Nazis saw humanhistory as a struggle betweerraces where the superiorrace
dominates allothers This motvated them to tryto eliminate races they e@nsdered
inferior. They built death campsto exterminate 'inferior" races. This waa. direct
consequenceof ther versionof history Co mmuni sts believed they
of Hi Jghisgruysat.i fied their r theé poltickl yureduedacy t or vy
Theoriesof history must be evaluatl by the consequences of tlagts they motivate
their believers to enact Likewise, al theoriesof society and ofconomics musbe

evaluatedby what they motivate their belevert® do and by theutcomeof their acts.

There can beo "Objective truth" as all truth is subjective, but this does not mean all
subjective truths have equedlidity or that all are untrustworthy. Those that pass the
Integration PredictionConsequencdestscan be accepted aarrently valid.

Currentvalidity must berepeatediytestedand canalways bedisprovedor improved.

All said aboveappliesto sequences atlatedfacts, to histdcal and social processes
It applies also to TV documentaries ando all interpretationsof historical reality -
including all social and scientific theorjeand also toour thinking. Our mind (not
our brain) edis the data it receives from our sense organs to preveos from
drowring in an ocearof data A tiny part of sensorydata becomesriformatiori and

is shaped intdconcepts Concepts must be tesl repeatedly, andhproved.

So much fordescriptionsof reality but what about reality itsef€ontrary to uncritial
impressims "Reality” is not asd of wel defined fixed, facts it is more ke an
evolving cumulus cloud with new shapes appearing it. The shaps alow us to
impose various definibns on them but no shape or definion - is final. The

"Reality Cumulus' itself evadedinal definition and constantly evolves two ways:
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1. Our awareness offealty expands Neutrinos and Antarcticavere not shapes in the
"Reality Cumulu§ of the anciett GreeksEgyptiars/ChineséBabylonians who were
uraware of their existene What we arainaware dbwe camot include in"Reality".

2. We create newshaps in fRealty Cumulué - mobie phones,nternet States,
Canals, satelites, birtontrol pills, etc.Eachcreationbecomes part of realty. Before
the Suezand PanamaCanalswere built they were ngpart of reality. Mobie phones
did not exist before 970 sothey did not appeain the 'Reality Cumulus USA did
not exist in 1775, so it wasn't part of tiReality Cumulu$ either Constant growth of
Realty invaldates "Absolute Tuth" about realty Our additions areinnovations, not

repetitions. What keepgrowing in unpredictable ways cannot be "Absolute”

In the 19" Century most people believethbsolute Truth"about Realityexists even
though we can never reach. "Absolute” meanseternal, complete and final. A
complete and final description of reality cannot cjgan However, vihat evolves
cannot be final, complete, or eternal, nor can @escriptim or definition of it be
eternal, completeor final "Absolue Truth" - being eternalandfinal - is aphantasm
Religions - and somescientific theories- claim to be Absolute Truth. @&ievers of all
faiths believe their faiths Absolute Truth, hence their belief in the infallbiity of the
central figure of the faith. They seether "Holy BooK' as Absolute Truth.This belief

is false - and harmfulas thefollowing bit of history illustrates:

On June 22, 1633 the Catholc Church sentenced ther fathmodern science Galieo
Gdiei to imprisonment " For holding as true the false doctrine taught by some that
the Sun is the center of the world and immovable and that the Earth moves, and also
with a diurnal motion; for having disciples to whom you taught the same doctrine; for
holding correspondence with rt@n mathematicians of Germany concerning the
same; for having printed certain letters, entitled "On the Sunspots,” wherein you
developed the same doctrine as true &
are contrary to the true sense and authaftyHoly Scripturé

In 1600, Giordano Bruno was burnt lag tstake for similarcharges.

However on 31/101992, Pope JohrPaul Il published a pseuedsxcuse for the
Church's behaviour admitting indirectly that the Earth was negteionary nor the
cente of the universe Belief in "Absolute Trub" is shared by all religious believers.
Many ahdsts who no longer believe in God Isbielieve in "AbsoluteTruth". In the

19" Century most people, including scientists believed that scientific theories

verfied by expeiments ardiAbsolue Truthd.  This is a residue of religious belief.

f ol



An everevolving reality can neverfit a final and eternablescription

As realty - and ow knowledge of it- evolve nomstop so doour descriptionsof it.
There can neer be a final Absolute- desciption of what evoles by new creations
and destructionsCreaton is not reproductionof what already exists It generats
entiely new entities, qualties,rules andpatterns, different from all existing ones
Evely de<ription of realty must tak@&to accoum constantcreation and destruction.
Doesthis mean that our knowledgef realty is unreliable? Not at all.

It means that our knowledge relaive, not Absolute, and transientnever final.

The validity of our empirical knowledge and our theoriesmug be tested repeatigd

If we use our knowledge to buid a rocket to land peoplkthemoon, andthe people
land onthe moon, we provethe validity of our current knowledge ofthe moon, of
space of rockds, of Phgics and PhysiologyOur Knowledge is valid but never final.

If we predict a storm and it occurs as predictedwe can trusthe knowledge on
which the prediction wa based, even though it is nétal and can always be
disproved by predictiy another sirmearthquaké&varrevolution - that fails to occur
Repeated testing enablas to improve truth.

Many believe that scientific research approaches ever ctmsee "Objective Truth".
By this they meant a descriptioof the "Reality @mulus that does ot depend on
people. Esting a theory by repeatable experiments can produce risdlido not
depend on the experimentdsut the design ofxperimers and th& interpretatbns
always do. Thougtexperiments and their results are repeatid®mes notmeanthey
do not dependon people. Forthousands of years all saw euetay the sun rising in
the east and setting in the west and interpréitedto mean # sun moves around
earth. Netther the facts nor their interpretaton depended on a particulaidumadi

Ther predictions were confirmed Al believed it was@bjective Truthd It wasn't.

Different theoris of rality are notconstantly approaching"Objective Truth. They

orignate from different interpretations ofrealty. When preNazi and arti-Nazi

photographer photographedHitler they produce different portraits. sing different

lighting, angles, andenses, they createdifferent imags. Nore was "a lie" and none
was "closer to reality® They differed ke portrais made by different paiers, not

ke rungs on a ladder  Whie "Absolute Truth" does not exiSAbsolute Lies" do.

They describe occurrencethat did not occur, andre invented by people trying to
gain something by producing false descriptions of realy.

Edited descrifions of realty do not necessarily mislead but false ones always do.
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The critique of "Objective Tuth' and "Absolute Realityabove is an examplef what
is known as "Phiosophy”. In Englishspeaking societies "Pb#ophy” usualy means
"Overall View' This is not what "Pli-Sophia" (Love of Wisdom"in Greel meant
in ancient Greece where it was invented. In Academic cird¢eday "Phiosophy” is
the study of what thinkers like Socrates, Plato, Aristotle, Descartes, H<aw, or
Hegel wrote.l defire phiosophyaéi Thi nk i b @i a bordo A dgeativecritique
of thinking eliminaing misleading assumptionsand inadequaciesand improving
thinking.0. | reject the finality of all interpretatios of reality This does not mean
current interpret&ins are false.lt mears they can always be improvedOrdinary
thinking investigates theworld; phlosophy investigags our thinking about the world
our concepts andreasoning It liberatess us from enslavemento all our menth
creationsreveahg their limitations and creating better meas for thinking.

Examining the differencebetween"Truth" and "Reality’ revealserrors in the conceps
of "Objective Truth" and "Absolute Realitybut it does not invalidatthe conceps of
"Truth® and "Realty”. It repaces "Objective Truth" by "Subjewe Truth" and
"Absolute Reality” by "Transient Realtylt reveals that truth is always subjective,
and reality is everevohing, neverfinal. It reveas '"Truth" & anedited interpretaibn
of realty thatchangeswhen ealty - or the interpreter- changs.

Thinking shapes doingFlawed thinking shegs flawed doing.In Poltics flawed
thinking shages doing that often kils milions. In later chapters we shal se®w
belief in "Objective Truth" cauged tinkers like Hegel and Marx and leaders like
Lenin and Trotskyto méke mistakes that ruinether projects.

The illusion of " Objective Truth™ is the most alluring trap for human thought.

It makes peoplebelieve they discovered- rather thanconstruoed T fATruthd This
convinces them they are infalible and often leasl to more kiling than epidemics
ending in disilusion and cynicistn Realy is far more complex than aninguistic
descriptonbut we try to understand throughwords Words and grammar contain
implicit assumptions about realityThey bias our thinking Language and logic are
fixed yet realty evolves.Languagerepresents- thoughtinvens. Thinking must grope
beyond language Constantcritique of assumptionsembedded in word€an reduce
their grip on thinking but cannotliberae t. I n her fascinating
t r a ns (Saribnero20@) Temple Grandin provides many examples of thinking in
pictures rather than with wds. This reveal many limitatons of verbal thinking.

However, pictorialthinking too has its limitations.

boo
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2. Priorit y Principles

The Nazis began torule Germanyin 1933 and immediatelypased new lawsagairst
Communists andJews. Both were forbidden to teach Germans. Communistsreve
imprisoned andall Jewish teacheran German schools were dismissed Jewish
chidren had to sit on special "Jew benches" inn@er schools. In 1934 the Nazi
Minister of EducationBernhard Rust aske®avid Hibert the Head of the famous
Mathematics dpartment in Goéttingen UniversityHow is mahematics in Gottingen
now that it has been freed the Jewish influence?

Hibert replied: " Mathematics in Gottingen?There is realy nore any more".

But the Nazs also persecutedhomosexualsand the mentaly ill. Communists and
homosexuals wereest to concentration campshél mentally il were kiled. Order
T-4 signed by Hitlerin 1939 causedthe extermination of 100,000 mentpktientsin
Germany. Most d them were GermansThis kiling was described a%uthanasia”
("Mercy kiling"). The Nazisargued that asuch people areincurable; keeping them
alive is a constant burden dhe state and onther famiies. Ther housing, upkeep,
medication, and treatment, cost a lot ye#y contribute nothing towds it. Kiling
them wil relieve ther famiies andthe state of a burden.Most mental patients were

kiled by gas- long before this method was used to kil Jews, Gypsies, and Slavs.

In 1941 the Nazis begarto kil miions of Jews Gypsies, and Slavgy gasin special
camps buit forthis purpose.AuschwitzBirkenau in Poland was the largest.The
Nazis destroyedmost of it before the "Red Army" liberated the inmates. Camp ruins
became a memorial to those Kiledthere. People from all over the world wsit
Auschwitz every yearto honar those kiled there. Thar conclusions differaccording
to their priority principles A priority principle is a conviction that shapes preferences.
People havdour different priority principles

1. Egocentric. 2Ethnocentric.  3Theo-centric 4. Anthropacentric

1) A visitor to Auschwitzwith anegocentric priorityprinciple concludes

My relatives did not puther own interests above all elsd.did. | emigragéd butthey
stayed behind and perih One mustalways give top priority to one's own interests.
2) A visitor to Auschwitzwith an ethnocentric priorityprinciple concludes:

Jews died here becauskey had no State to protectthem. No state accepted

immigration of Jewish refugees frodazi Germany Existence ofa JewishState must
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be top priority for JewsOnly it can savahem from a new HolocausConcern forthe

Jewish State notfor private interests- mustbe top priority for Jews.

3) A visitor to Auschwitzwith aTheocentric parity principle concludes

Everything - including the Holocaust is due to God's wil. God punishatie Jews
becausethey worshippedthe JewishState instead of worshipping HimI'he Holocaust
is God's punisment for the sin of Zionism, the sin of worshiping a State and a
Nation instead of worshippingsod Stateand nationare marmade and must not be
worshipped. Only when all Jews repent, abandon al false gaael worship God
alone, Wil God relent, forgive send His Savior to ingahe all exiled Javs, rebuid
the Temple in Jerusalenand resurrecthe Kingdom of God

Worship of God alone not of Self Nation orState- must be top priority for Jews.

4) A visitor to Auschwitzwith ananthropocentric priorityprinciple concludes

The Nazi kiling of Jews, Gypsies, andlavs was motivated by racisrithe Nazis
believed these groups are inferior races, whilgians are the Superior Race. Racism
motivated the Nazis to enslave, and exterminate, milions of peopl&o prevent
recurrence oflavery andmassmurder one must abolish racis@nly when people's
top priority is the welfare of all human being not of some particulagroup wil

racism disappearOnly concernfor all human being can prevenia new Holocaust.

Although most people are unawaséit, al have a priorityprinciple motivatingthem
This principle enables ugo chase Without it we cannotprefer, choose,or decide
We can change ouypriority principle but at any moment we have ondo the four
priority principles above a new me wasadded in the 1960s Eco-centrism. It puts
the welfare of all life on earth above that of any single species, including Humanity.
Al decisios people make andil lessos they draw are shaped btheir priority
principle Facts do not determine dsions nor do they determine the lessons drawn
from them. The same facts causdffadtent peopleto make different decisiondue to
different priority principles Priority principles are not "Natural' or "Self evident"
They are arbitrary.Without them ve cannot prefer. Different priorites determine
different preferencesTo fprefed 1 s t one aptiomfierm a number of options
Priority determines preferenceWe can only prefer one optionever two

This means thaeachpriority principle rules outall the others.

A chiling example of this fact ishe following true story
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When Nazis began taile Germanyin 1933 they buit the Dachau concentratiocamp

for ther main enemy- the German Communists. Communisaders and many rank
andfle comnunists were imprisad in Dachau. In later yeahers, including Jews,
were sentthere. The US Army lberated Dachaon 29.4.1945.0n the last roltcall

before lberation (28.4.1945the Nazi commander of Dachaacaled forward two

prisoners:ayoung Gernan communistand an old Jewand said tahe communist:

"I| gve you a choice: H this Jew and I'l let you go sotomorrow you'll be free
If you refuse to kill the Jew'l kil you. What do you prefét "

The communist preferred to be &ill rather tharkil the Jew andwas shotin front of

all prisoners.Somereported this lateWWhy did thecommunist refee to kil the Jew?

The communist priority is Anthropocentrism.Genuine Communistsr& committed to
promote the welfare of Humanity,not ther own, or that of ther nation This forbids
kiing an innocent personEgocentic urge to survive required kilinghe Jew.But
Anthropocentrism forbids thisThe communiststuck to anthropocentristknowing he
would pay with his life. He was notdifferent from those who prefer death to
dishonour Survival is not always top priorityEvery suicideproves this. Milions who

volunteered to die fotKing and Country"in WW1 prove this. So did the communist.

Egocentrismis the sourceof capitalism. Ethnocentrismis the sourceof nationalism
As they exclude each ther private nterest contradictsiational mterest Egocentrism
motivates people to pumsuprivate interests even when this hartimar society. It
overules Ethnocentrism (thenierests b one's nation tribe, or class since "My life
matters to me mostnegatesto die for King and Country".

Theocentrismis the sourceof theocracy The suicide bombers who destexy the
World Trade Centran New Yorkin 9/112001were motivatedby Theocentrism

It overuled their Egocentrism

Leaders lke Gandiindia 1948) Sa'ada (Egypt 1981) and Rabin(lsrael 1995) were
assassinated. Tiheassassins wer@ot ordinary criminals seeking personal gaior
revenge,but people whoseriority was Theo-centrism. They believedthey serve God
by kiling sinners even if theiractcausegsher own death.

This demonstrate that Theocentrism overules Ege Anthropo and Ethne centrism.

Eachpriority overules all others. This is the nature andmeaning- o f APriorityo
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The different conclusioa drawn fromthe Holocaust rais¢he following question:

Which priority should one prefer? To answer this question we neéal determie
preference among iprities. This too must be justified bysome priority. So choodng

a priorty depends on a priortySuppose we decide which lesson to prefer by
evaluding its consequences. Evaluation too depends ona priority. Slaughterig
animals for food is a crime for vegetarians but not Mogateaters. Posie or
negative value is Istowed on slaughter bgeoples'priorities. Slaughter itself has no
inherent value. Facts do not contain their owmlue. Value is bestowed on facts by

people according tther priorities

Many beleve that sheer physicalngval has a positve value independent of any
priority. This is false for thregeasons: 1) whossurvival are wetalking about? Ones
own? One's family? One's species? One's nation?unidnitys?  Each choice
implies a different priority2) Al who commit suicide orwho volunteered to di€'For
King and Country; or prefer"Death beforedishonout, subordinatetheir survival to
another priority. Forthem sheer physical survival is not @bjective Priority".

3) Many religious believersare convincd that afterdeath they wil continue to exist
in Heaven much better thahey did on earth. For them death & doorleading to

betterlife in Heaven. Nature does not define "Good" or "BadSociety does

Quest for physical survival motivates mangreatues in nature (though sonsacrifice
themselvesto savether offspring) but animalsin groups often subordinatether own
survivalto a new priority - the survival of thegroup. Rople today no longeact like
animals. Ouranimal dives are restrainetly society.Society was created by primates
who areprodicts of biology, but once emergedits membersbehaviouris no longer
subordinated a biological drives. Pedp today ae biological systemsproduced by

nature but run byprogramsproduced by soety. Software dominates hardware.

A metaphorfrom physics can clarify this point Ice, water, and steam are different
forms of existence of the sammoleculei H2O (consisting of two atoms of hydrogen
combined with one atom of oxygerf we heat icetil it melts it turns into water. fie
molecules ofice and water are the same, butviaterthey do not behavaccording to
the samerules as when they were e. Ice can be cutith an ice pick but not water.
Whirlpools and turbulences can form in eabut not in ice. If we hedhe water til

it becomes steam we meet agtie same change afules. H2O molecules irsteam
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behave differeft from the way they behaved iwater Steam can be easiy
compressed buvater is almost incompressibldn seamthey obeythe rules of gass
but in water they obey the rules of fluids. The fact that ice,waterand steantonsist of
the same molecules doe®t imply thattheir moleculesbehavein the same wayThis
applies also tothe difference betweeranimalsliving in a group and animals living in
isolation Primates in society and in Naturehave the same physiolggyout ther

psychology, behaviar, and responsesre utterly different

Many explain Society as a means designed by naturengaeesurvival of a pecies,
but most species survived without forming any society
Moreover,societies create wars that daxist in nature andare harmful tcsurvival.

This indicates that society is not essential for physical survival and may even harm it.

Society isnot an instrument of biology designed to engisesurvival of a species.
Many ignore this fact and try to explain human behavioy biological drives. Such
drives exist butthey are harnessl by society.Behaviar of people in society is only
partialy motivated by biologial drives. Behaviar of society - and in society- is
determined bypriorities credéed by society, not by nature. Biological explanations of
social behavir assume our priorities are deterednby Nature. This is false and
harmtil. Biology does not determine sociology morality

"Survival ofthe fittest” may bearule in Nature, but it is not eule of society.

If society accepts thisule then woe tothe unft. The Nazis believed history isuled
by "Survival of the superior race". They kiled racesand peoplethey considered
"inferior”. Germany was defeated WW2. Does this mearthe Germans are

“inferior" or'unfit" - as Hitler said before he committed sui€ide

Society hasemerged rbm nature but isiot subordiated to "Laws of Nature”.

Death is a fact of nature but nature doed bestow value oracts There is no
awareness of existence in NatureNature is oblivious of existence and extinctiarf
life and death, of good and eviNature is unaware and arab Society- not Nature-
produces moral choices andpriorities Only socialized hominids create priorities

identities theories histories andawareness dll these and ofexistenceitself
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3. Society creates individuality
Mar gar et Thatcher, Britainds PAiTmer Mi nisst er
no such thing as society, t hShe said thisrtoe onl y i

justify her polcy of privatization, arguing that coal mines, raiways, edgtri
plant s, mu s t be run exclusively for profit
according to her a fiction, not a reality.

At first it seems she is rightWe see no entity called &éSocie
But if she is right, then onean also sayi Ther e i s no such thing a:
are only peopl e Wea&maw thishig nonsense.fAn Armysis ndore

than people wearing uniforms. The difference between an Army and people wearing

miitary uniforms is not in the way theyd& but in the way they behave. People

wearing miitary uniforms as a fashion do not obey orders and do not act together

according to a planThey do notkil others or risk their lives even if ordered to do

so. Only soldiers in an Army do so.

What male s Apeopl eod int o 6@s ioasi nptbryerely pesple be havi o
iving next to each other but people behavingaading torules accepted by mosif

them. Theserules - Kk n o wn  a saredriade wosrésolve conficts between people,

and are accepde by most people in a society. Obed
i nt o a Reepke wduedheylds so much that they attributed their creation to

God. Moses claimed he got the "Ten Commandments” from God on Mount Sinai.

Anyone claimingMuhammad crated the Koran is denounced as a blasphemer by all

Muslims. They insist ALLAH created the Koran and dictated it to Muhammad.

Different societies inventdifferert laws, but only when mospeople in a group

acceptthe samdaws do they become a societi?eople obeyingprivate laws, as in
frontier towns in the OWil thColays aréonotaf t he U
society buta crowd without cohesion.Such crowds Ik stabiity and viabilty.

Their members arén constantmutual strife, they lack communality, and tend téall

apart. American Indians used to s&fhe AWi | d West 0 became OWil c
whites arrived. It became uld because each whitsettler obeyed only his private

laws. When people obey onhprivate laws they constantly ght each other and

O6societyd dhepscomsdsocetx ony twhen aliey the same laws
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Before creating societies, hoimdis were just another species of apes lacking speech
and thought . Life in society proidugé d
primaes. Speech and thought are produdsdSociety not by Nature

If, as Margaret Thatcher said, Society does not exist, then speech,gdangua

thinking, and- individuality, couldnot exist either.

Ernst Hemingway's besteling novel"For whom the bell tolls' (1940) owes its

title to an essay written by John Donne in 1623 where he wrote:

"No man is an island, entire of itself; every man is a piecéh@€ontinent, a part of

the main. If a clod be washed away the sea Europe isthe less, as well as if a
promontory were, as well as if a manor of thy friend's or of thine own were: any
man's death diminishes me, because | am involved in mankindhaatbre never

send to know for whotiebell tolls; it tolls forthee"

Despite reading Hemingway's novehost people in societies witlBig Business
economiesare convincedthat every individual is ansolated island They draw this
conclusionfrom the experience oftompetitive life in a BB economynot realizing that
in different societies with different economiesattitudes to life areery different.

To Donne's assertion that eaintividual is a "piece'df a continentone can addthat
each piece has the shape dfs continent Every individual is uniquébut sharesbasic

features with otheindividuak in the same society.

To clarify this idea let us considethe first English novel- "Robinson Crusog”
written by Daniel Defoe in 1719. It is based orthe real life of Alexander Selkirk
who sailed from England in D4 and Ived five years on an uninhabited, isolated,
island. Defoe describes how Crusoe buit himself "A Castle”, tamed animals, and
grew vegetables. When a savage appearetheoislard Crusoe used hiras"a slavé.

It is a story of survival inthe wid. How did Crusoesurvive on "his’ island ? He had

with him a musket, gunpowder, carpenter's tools, a knife, a Bible, and his clehing.
usedthem and theknowledge heacquired in EnglandThe story is about arindividual

but it imples an entie socieg since Crusoe's tools, thinking, attitudes and responses
are a product of and represent English society. When Crusoearrives onthe island
Endish society arrives witthim programmed into his mindhaping his behaviour.
Suppose a modershipwreck srvivor arrivestoday ona remoteisland with a laptop

computer. A computer'sharddisk contains programs writteby many programmers

s p
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What acomputerdoes, anchow it does i, represents ifrogrammersThe programs
running the computerwere not inventg by its owner yet they shape thecomputer's
behaviour Crusoés mind is ke programsstored on a computer'siard disk He did
not inventthe English language, the muslathis tools His societydid. His society
- not he - programmedhim. His behaviou is shaped by his societyCrusoe is a
miniaturized England, not a new continent.

To ilustrate this idea we can ugke Hologram. This is aphoto on glassmade by
Laser light. It cannot beseen in ordinary light but on iluminatintpe glassby the
sane laser light a 3D image appears;n front of the glass. Every detail of the
photographedobject as sen from every angle, can be seeNlore surprising, ithe
glass breaks, eadplinter reproduces when iluminatedby the samdaser light- the
entire image of theobject. The smaller the splinter the more blurredthe image, but it

is animage ofthe entire object. Eachsplinter contains the whole image

Using this as a metaphor fothe relation betweerndividualty and societymakes
sense. A newbortaby learns by imitating its parent3hey "program” it cosciously

- and unconsciouslylt imitates ther behaviour thus learning to walk, takgeat,
defecate, and behave. Bparents behaviour- and language are invertions of ther
society. Language is the substance ofthinking but no individualinvened it. Our
society over its entire past, didThinking is silent speaking and we learn spealigg
imitating our parents.Parental behaviour (walking on two legs. talking, controled
defecating) arenat "natural’, they are invertd by society Chinese parents do not
behave lke British parents. Eskimo parents do not behave lke Zulu parents. Each
society invent its own language antiehaviour Societies "prograimtheir newborn.
Individuak areminiaturized versioa of the society in whichthey grew up.

Without society there is nndividuality.

A newbornbabyreared in tothisolation- as happened by accident to babies snatched
by anmals and reared biyyem - behaves lkethe animal that rearedt. Two well
documentedcases arehe Bengali sisters Amala and Kamala discovered in 1921 in
Bengal and reported ithe book "Wolf children of Midnapore"(seethe Internet) and

the boy in Morocco reared by gazeles, discoveredh# 1950s and reportech the
Penguin book'Gazelle boy Even without readinghese books it is clear that most

human behaviour including basic functions likevalking and talking, depends dahe
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presence of adults whorie newborn imitates. Buthese adultsthemselves became
individuals only becausehey grew up in a society. Without thinking, there is no

individuality, but hinking depends on languageLanguageis created by society.

Individuality is awareness of @self as uniqudoy comparison to otherdt depends on

the presence of thers, on abiity to compare oneself tahes, andto recognize
oneself as similar- but different. Whoever grows up isolated from al individuals
cannot develop individualty. Individuality depends on society, tbe presence of
othe's who have already acquired it. Individuality not acquired througkthe genetic

code and is not produced by Nature. It is produced by a society and learned anew by

each newborn fronotherindividuals rearing it.lIt is not hardware busocial software.

A baby reared intotal isolation will not become "an individual'This happened to
Kaspar Hauser who was found in 1828 in Germany. (For detaithedeternet).
Such a creature does not know how to use its legs to walk, takk or thinklUntil it
meets the individuals it wil exist without being aware of its own existenc@nly
after meeting ther individuals did Kaspar acquie these abilties  Individualty is
created by societyand includs the rules that created societfeach society creates
individuals in its own imagefil ndi vi d u pdrpetoatione afteuspoiety that
createdthem. Many relate to socigt ke fish relating to water being continuously
immersed in it rom birth to deatlhdy are unaware of its existencéhey believe, lke
Margaret Thatcher, thatTheae is no such thing as sociefjhae are only individuals
and families” But where do individuallc o me from? | s any@ne born
a sinple, repeatable, expeent refutes this. Take any newbornbaby and rear itin
total isolation It will not becomefan individuad It wil not know how to walk tak

or think It wil not even know it &ists. It is immoral to do such an experiment, but
when it happened by acciderthe answer wa clear. anewborn baby reared in total
isolation doesnot become an individualt grows up asary animal becoming a

biological creature, nadt ainndi v.i dual 0

Society creates individuality butthere i s often a conflict bet wee
and those of individuals The probl ematist motdo?d@Wbut i Wh o
wha't t o do ? avelbeiyand that ofiite meynbesare interdependerany

onesided resolution of this confict wilharm both Only participationof all members

of societyin resolving this confict ensures acdapce- and a balancedolution.
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Different individuals wishto shapethar socety in different- even conflicting- ways,

but the task stimulates all This is no wonder aby shapingsociety individualsshape
themselves. Selshaping is mre stimulatingthan any drug. It fuses our awareness
andour selfhood Instead 6being shaped by outsidetke social self shapes itself

Most societies subordinatethe individual © society. This curbscredivity. Confiict
between society and individualiyan beresolvedby enablingal individuals to shape
their society This stimulates creativty and produce new insights, new ideas, new
institutions. In Athens, whenall free men patrticipated in decidingolicy, the confiicts
between them producedovelties ike Theatre, Tragedy, Comedy, Logicalirtking,
Phiosophy, Proof by reasang. all stil useful to us today. Barby Spartawhere two
Kings decidedeverything, lack of inner conflicts proded nothing useful to us today

Most societies excludenost citizens from shapg ther society People prevented
from participating in shapingther society become indifferent tother society.
Indifference breeds boredom. To overcome boredom people des#lactions.
Eventually & distractions become boring. Newdistractions mst constantly be
producel. The media has become the providérdistraction. BB owns itand uses it
to divert attention from its poweA handful ofBB or BG peopledecidewhat citizens
wil see, hear, doMost cttizens are excludedrom shaing the mediaactivity. This
creaes frustrated individuals infected Wyoredom, seekingdistractions exploited by
a media that sensationalizasvialties and trivializes the significantAll societiesare
infected by this malaise todayn all societes most peoplesuffer mentalmisery and
economic anxiety,boredom, indifference, frustration, depiliess and lonness This
is not caused by Naturdgy History, or by Society but byexcludng most citizens
from taking part inshaping their societyMost misery can be avoidedy enablingall
cttizens to participate ni shaping their societiesDifferent views onwhat society
should dowil cause confict, but ttis a creative conflict stimulating creativity and
alleviatng menal misery boredom, frustraton, loneliness and depression.
Partcipation of all citizens in deciding all policiesis possible today by using
electronic communication mobile plones, the Interngtand TV. Participation of all
cttizens in policy-making will inspire and stimulatepeopé, as by shaping their society
they shape themselesShajng social realty rather than watching Realty shows on
TV is the antidote to boredom, mental misery and frustratioib. will greatly reduce

mental and materialmisery - andcosts of governance.
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4, Proces®sproduce events

Most people in the 20Century were utterly surprised by four major political events:
1. The outbreak of WW1 in August 1914.

2. The general Strike in France in May 1968,

3. Khomeini's religius revolution in Iran in 1979.

4. The collapseof the USSR(seep.69) in Decemberl991

These events werndtely unexpected- even by those who patrticipated in them.

WW1 broke out at a timeof unprecedentedcenomic expansionit occurred atthe
height of the industrial revolution. Motor cars and airplanes appear&uiding the
Panama Canal capaat people's imagination. Mamgiseases we eliminated.Sciene
and technologyfiourished. Sandarg of living rose and people expected them to keep
rising forever  Then an accidental occurrence the assassination ofhe Austrian
Crown Prince- plunged Europe intdhe worst war the worldhas ever known

WW1 hit people everywherdke a bolt out of the blueThey expeted continuous
economic expansipmot wa. Many said"Until that war | understoodthe world.

Since thatwar | don't understand the world ar@nnot resurrect my understanding

WhenWW1 broke out in August 1914l expected it to endy Christmas 194.

It lasted til November1918. Eventoday manydo not understand its causes.

As for the general strike iffrance in May 1968. On May™*11968 no oneimagined
that in two weeksFrance wil be paralyzed by General Strike oflO milion workers
striking for 20 days.This was not a failure b predict a date bua faiure to understand
a social process Francewas in a period of economic expansiafter President De
Gaul extricated itfrom its last colonial war in Algerig19541962. No Strike was
expected duringan ecanomic boom However, after WW2 poltical frustrations of
people in mdustrial societiediffered from what they were before WW2 Before
WW?2 peoples' poltics were motivated by material misery After WW?2 political
frustration began to rival economidrustration People no logeraccept ed fiHistor
c i r ¢ umsas aomething they @uld rot clange. Te spectacular explosions of
Atom bombsover Hiroshima and Nagasakconvinced many that what wascepted
in the past as cairaints imposed by nature or by history - can be banged

Frustration caugd by policies people oppose batk means to changbecame a
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powerful poltical motivation The fall of the Iranian monarchy iMl979 demonstrated
this. Frustrationin Iran was mainly cultural. It was caused lhe forcible repession
of traditional Islamc culture by the Iranian Shah, andby flooding Iran with modern
Western culture.Many Iranians felt ther cultural identity eroding Many turned to
religon to defend theirtraditional values Poltical experts and analystsignored
cultural frustration. No expert on Iran imagingtht an 86year old obscure religious
leader wil overthrowthe Shals regime and create a religiotatein Iranin 1979

As in France, so in Irarhe slow pocess ohccumulation ofrustrationin peoplewas

not driven by material misery. It wasa process drivetby poltical andcultural misery.

A process isa sequence of tiny linked - changes. Often the changes are so small that
most people fail to notice themlin France and in Irathe processof accumuléng

frustration wenton for a long time but apolitical experts ignored it.

This repeated itself ithe 1991 collapseof BG in the USSR (see p.68 The USSR
was asuperpower. Its military might was second only tihne USA. It had the world's

largest land army. In 1957 it sentthe frst spacesatelite - "Sputnk" - into orbit

around earthyearsbefore the USA could do so. In 1961 it senthe first astronaut

Yuri Gagarin - into space long beforeghe USA. Yet to everybodis surprisethis

Superpower collapsed lke aagk of cards- without civil war - in Decemberl991,

gving rise to a newStatethat replaced it§4 year oldstateowned planned,economy
by a Big Businesseconomy Citizens of Leningrad the second largest city ithe

USSR voted to restorether city's pre-revolutionary name: SaintPetersburg. This

expressedhear rejection of Lenin and hisBG regime - in which they were born and
educated for 74 yearsUUS experts and letligence officersstudiedevery detail otthe

USSR for years but not onef them predicted its collapseAll experts, journalists,
Marxists, and Communists everywhere weutterly surpised by it. Only one Russian
dissident - Andrei Amalrk - predicted &, (in his booklet:Will the Soviet Union

survive il 1984?" published in 1969)but no oe paidhim any attention.

The fact that four major pitical eventssurprisel all (including all expertsyeveals a
basic faw in people's understandingof poltics. As this flaw blinded all experts
everywhee it camnot be attributedto personal- or local - causs, to individual
psychology, orto lack of knowledge Sud factors cannot affectall experts

everywhere.Such misunderstandingsicausednot by lack of information but by faulty
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evaluationof information The facts were known buther interpretation was wrong
Only material misery was seen ashe main motivation in politics. Q@itural and
poltical miseries weremarginalizd. According to tradtionalthinking if the economy
prospersno upheavalsra expectedMost people ignorethe process oficcumulation
of frustration They stil do. They notice events but nothe processes causirthem.

Current education at all levels - focuseson eventsiot onprocesses

Poltical misery- produced by policiepeopge oppose whie lackingheans tochange
them - breeds poltical frustration in many individuals. In all societies today
accumulation of poltical frustration is widespredtl.is driven by disgust inspgd by
all politicians and all poltical parties. Occaionally it erupts in spectacular events
unexpected by thosewvho ignore the accumulation ofpoltical frustration. Peoplesee
eventsbut not the processeghat build themup. No wonderthey are surprised when

the accumulated frustratiosuddenly erupts inan upheavathey failed toforesee.

The first thinker to focus attentbn onprocesses wathe Greek phiosopher Heraclites
who lived some 2500 year ago. Caledheé Riddler" or The Obscure" (because
many considered his ideas "Obscure”) he the first thinker emphasizingthe
importance of underlying processes. His most famoymgsavas "Panta Rey" ("All
flows' in GreeR. This may seemodd as mosbf our surroundings seeffixed. Our
house does not flow, nor dodke book we hold. However, if we use sme to
analyze appearances we come up wite folowing observations Our house,
togaher with the entire earth, circleshe sun atthe speed of 3kiometresper second.
So bythe time you read this sentence your house moved more thddo&tetresin
space. The sun itself circlesround the centre of our galaxy at a speed of 217 km per
second. So we certainly flow through space. This hardly affects us a# oveearth
ke passengerin a plane. When all our surroundings moveth& same speed we
notice no movement.Yet we move. But there is more to Heraclites' idea.

Matter consists of atoms. In each atom electrons race atbanducleus at high
speed. The nucleus itself rotates. Athe atamic level all is in frantic, permanent,
motion. Neutrons @&integrate; atomsre bombardednonstop by milions of particks
racing from outer space. Onoliding with stable atomsthey caug their
disintegration. Molecules mugatby disintegratingThis change may be doslow - or
too fast- for our senses to tioe, but it happens athe time. In every leaf of a plant a

process occurs every second a phoon of sunight hits a water molecule and
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absorbing a carbon dioxide molecule converts timonsugar and oxygen. These two
enableplants- and us - to live. This flow is invisible but it occursionstop Heraclites
may be obscure but he did not talirsense. Though he was unawardheffacts just
mentioned, his point is vald. He saitne cannot dip twice ithe same river! Why
not? Because betweetwo dps we - and the river - change. We lostold cells and
grew new ones.The water in the river changed its banks eroded slightly, et@he
changes may be smal but they exisand accumulateWhen we dipin the riverthe
second time we are alreadiightly different and so is the river. All we see as fixed

is in a state of change.

The emphasis orprocess(i.e. a sequence of smalhangedinked to each othg¢rather
than oneventswas iqored for some 2300 years It was revived inthe early 19"
centuy by the German phiosopher Hegel (171®831) He was a Professor of
Phiosophy and vate many books but what conceros here are his views orthe
process of evolution afleas He sawthe evolutionof ideas as a permangmtocess
of conficts between oposing ideas. It is a process driven from within, not from
outside. It starts with amlea that dominatesour thinking aswe accept it uncritically.
Gradualy drawbacks of dominantdess emerge and criticism starts Criticism
confronts the dominant idea. nfrontation with criticism modifies i.

It is either rephaced by a new idear modified by its criticism Later the new idea
itself is confronted by new criticisrand the process repeats itselfThis conflict never

endsand formsthe process of evolutio of ideas- the history of ideas

Hegel called this type of processDialectics’; and its stages: 1)hesis’. 2)"Anti-
thesis' 3) "Synthesis’. The original Thesis is cononted by an anfThesis andthe
confrontationproduces aSynthesis. Hegel was convinced this e Objective Truth
aboutthe way ideasdevelop He sawthe history of ideas as germanenproces of
dialectical change, ofonstant inner conflict It is a creative processlt creates new
ideas that are an improvement tbeold ones Conflict of ideascreate innovation
Today we know that change can occur alsotiero- non dialectical- processes, but
Hegel's enphasis on creativity of inner conficis still very useful. Karl Marx (see
next chapter) admired and criticized - Hegel Marx appled Hegelk idea of
dialectical change(i.e. changeby inner confict) to society He argued thathe history
of society isthe history of conflicts betweenclasseswithin each societyThe classes

themselves originate fronthe technology the scciety uses. @chnologyin antiquity
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was basedon muscle powetence the confrontatonwas beween slaves and slave
owners. In the feudal era- when shipping and trade developdde confrontation was
between land-owning nobilty and ity merchants In the industrial era - between
owners and employees In public-ownership- between managers and managédese
conficts create revolutions that replacethe currentsystem of running society by a
new systembetter adaptedo the new techology. Revolution upgradegvoluion. It
increasesfreedomand affluenceof most peoje in society Revolution- like birth -
may cause bloodshed and pain kgies birth to a new, improved, society.Birth,
despte all blood and painjs a creative, nota destuctive, process Obviously, rulers
depogd by revoluton see it a®m colapseof law and order as a conspiracyby

criminals steeped inawlessnessandviolence. No wonder all rulers despised Marx.

Rulers reject the ideaof a permanentprocess ofpoliical evolution They see their
own rule as fina] and believe poltics cannot evolve furthdihey see revolutions as
criminal conspiracies causing chaoAll Kings were convincedRepublis are "Rule
of the mbble! Actualy a republic § not a dis-order but a new order where
representative®lected by citizens decide policieShis replacedan antiquatedorder
where hereditary Monarchand Nobiity decidel policy. Throughout history, those
who beneft from a particular pimal systemrefuse to see it asm phase n a
permanentprocess of evolution gboltics. They believe thar systemis the final- and
best - of all possible systems. They belewtempts to replaceheir system are
conspiraciesto destroyall "Law and Order".Rulers cannot see that whthey defend
is a particular "Law and Ordefavouring them. Every ruling class believes its demise
wil plunge society into chaosThis wasthe case with Roman Emperor&uropean
Kings, and Communist General SecretariBsllers cannb accept that societgan
function without them. They cannot accepthe idea of a new poltical orderrun
without them, where mok citizens have more freedonin Europe the Church
legitimized Monarchy Every coronatn ceremony highlight was the momentthe
Head of theChurchplaced acrown on the head of the Monarceymbolizing that God
chosethis personto decide policy for the entire societyThe coranation ceremony
signalled that whoever opposes the Monarosppogs God. In industrial societieghe
educational system perfos the same task- it justfies the currentsystemof ruling
and legtimies it historically and ratiorkgl It creates thebelief that whoever
chalenges the setupthere a handful ofrepresentativeslecide policies for milions of

cttizens is behaving lbgically, irrationally, ande-historically.
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Educational systems legitimizexisting political system since they depend on them
Educationis an essentiatompaent in everypoltical system It presentsthe current
poltical system as an inevitable nesis justifies it, and teachesskils requied for

its maintenance andontinuation. It presents a particular expediency as a necessity.

Realty is more lke a videdhan lke a sequence of stilsExperiencingreality as a
process focuses oremergene - not on existence.Nothing is final. But rulers want to
remain rulers. Theywant their rule to be the final system Seeingreality - including
States - as stags in an ongdng process chalengesthe finalty of everything,
including every system ofrule. No wonderrulers - and educators- do not focus on
processes They adorewhat exists not what emergeBlence the thking of those

educated by aystemfocussed omxisence marginalizesthe primacy oprocesses.

The psychoanalystVictor Frankl, imprisoned during WW2 in Nazi concentration
camps noticed thatcamp inmatesvho viewedWW?2 as a process, retained hope of a
Nazi defeat. This kepthem optimistic and helpedthem survive. Otherspverwhelmed
by ther situation were unable to see beyond isaw no process, despaireaind
perisked. Hope gies strength to survive. Hope depends being able to see behind
current situatiors the processesthat createthem Reality is an ongoing process, not
isolated eventsSome events terminate a process, oocur by accident, bumost
events are phases in an ongoing proagsshange Those who do not see process
cannot foreseethe eventsit may cause Therefore thg believe current situatios

cannot be changedEmerging &ents surprise them.

Processes hava qualty that baffes many peopleamely, they may give rise to new
domairs with new constraintsutterly different fromthosethat producedhem.

For example, processes imolecules and atom$which obeyrules of physics and
chemistry create lving cells which have a goaseeking behaviour that cannot be
explained by physics or chemistryCell behaviouraims to achieve a goal, nameljo
perpetuatethe ¢ e |ekisteace, to surviveNo molecule or atomdoes this Living cells
originate from atoms andmolecules, and consistof atoms and moleculedyut ther
behaviour cannot bdully explained bythe rules governingatoms and molecules.
Many find this odd, though no one expects a buiding to behave like its bricks.
Likewise, processes itels produe organisms, whosebehaviour cannot be fuly

explained by rules governing cell behaviour Organisms folow newrules of



27

behaviour This appliesto human soety - and to consciousnesshdugh processes in
nerve cells produce consciousnessno knowledge of nerve ced can explain

consciousness. Consciogness differs qualitatively from nereell activity.

Observingthe Grand Evolutionary Process- from Big Bang to Consciousnessfrom
diffused energy to elementary particlegpms, moleculesfrom moleculs to living
cels, from cells to organisms,from organismsto society, rom societyto language,
from languageto consciousness we notice howtiny changes at onivel caug - at
certain points- leaps into new leved governed bynew rules that cannot beexplained
by the rules of the previous level. Small changs can produce deg into a new
gualty. Realty is divided into separatelayers each obeying different rules. A
monistic view of Realityassume all reality obeys the sameules. This vew has los
validity. Entities belonging to a particuldayer obey therules of thatlayer, but not

the rules of other layersReality is divided into separate layers obeying separigs.

Poltics and Geology have something in common both consist ofslow, invisible,
processes producing spectacular events. Geology prodactsjuakesand volcanic
eruptions, poltics producevars and revolutions.People notice earthquakes and
volcanic eruptions but nothe slow, invisible, processesproduang them Wars and
revolutions draw attention, but not the slow, invisible, processes that produdbem.

Those vino cannot sethe underlyingprocessscannot forese¢he eventsthey cause

Predicing an earthquakerequires anunderstandg of the process that produset.
A variety of theories may explainthis process The theory predictg events that occur
in reaity becomes credible ub it may fai to predict future earthquake So a new
theory is required This applies to Poltics tooMost people see and respond te
poltical events, not to poltical processe3hey see warsand revolutionsbut notthe
processes that cause thelinis not easy to sean underlying process in polticin
August 1914 most people wersurprisel when WW1 broke out. They were surpdse
again when the Russian Revolution broke out 1917 Very few sawthe processes
buiding up these evert. Lenin and Trotskywere amongthe few who saw the
processpredictedthe events prepared for themand used them

In 1905 a revolutionin Russa wasput downby the Tsar Those who focusn events
believed this terminatesall revolutiors in Russia.Lenin and Trotskydisagreed.They

learnt from Marx the process whereby BB industrial economiesproduce economic
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crises leading towars and revolutiors. Obsening this process gee them an advantage
over those observingvents.Like experienced surfers whknow - by observing sea
swell - that big waves are comingthey expected theBB industrial economies of
Britain and Germanyto clash andproduce war- and revoluton The war beganin
1914. Russia joed Britain In 1914 miliors volunteered to fight butni 1916 most
soldiers were fedip with war. Thousand®f Russiansoldiers began to desert. This
caued the Tsa® abdcation. The desertios - not Lenin - started theevolution.
Political revolutiors have two phased) Collapse of the old ordeR) Setting up a
new order The first is caused by rulersh@ second by revolutionaries. Lenin and
Trotsky expectedthe collapseof Tsaristregime but most peoplewere surprised by.it
When Tsarist Russia collapsdcenin and Trotskysured the revaltionary wave to
create the postrevolutiorary regime they wanted They did not cause the colapse.
They were readyfor it - and surfed itto setup theirr akernative regime Russi® s
revolutions- in 1905, in February 1914nd October 1917 were like three eruptions
of a volcano whose lava accumulatbelow the surfacefor years.Human intervention
in processexan shapehe events they producelenin did this in 1917 and shaped
BG in Russia. Mny supporters of socialzed econonarguel that a staterun
economy in agricuttad Russia with miions of iliterate peasants wil produce
deformedregime giving socialized economg badname Were they wrong
Revolutions are eruptiors of accumulated frustratoncause by rulers, not by
revolutionaries. Accumulation of frustration is an invisible processFew notice fit.
When frustrationreachessaturationit can beignited by ary accident- and erupt. This
baffes those who think the accident caused the eruptiomhey fall to notice the
underlying process Understanmg the proceses producingevens, not the accidental
triggers seting themoff, is crucial Triggels are acciderdl, processs are essential
To anticipate events one musisee the processes that produce theRocussing
attentionon the conduct ofvars diverts attention fromthe processethat causedhem
Books, fims, and TVdc ussi ng e xc | usadanduetih wars @rnonvsaorl G er s 0
accidenth triggers concealthe procesghat caused them Presentinghe assassination
of the AustrianCrown Prince as the cause WW1 concealsthe process ofivalry
between British an@Germanbig business that prodad WW1.

War - lke disease- can bepreveited only byeliminating the processthat produes it
All other responses trealymptomsbut not causs, and wil not stopthe recurrence of
war or disease To understand a@hanticipate events one must stutlg processeshat

produce them To shape ewents- one must intervene ithese processs



29

5. Means and Ends

The Clché "The end justifies the means$ often invokedto justify the use of
negative meanto achievea positive end It turns out that even wén use of negative
means achievesits shortterm end it ruins its longterm end The wolapse of the
socialized economy in Russi@as caused bylong use ofnegativemeans.Some were
considered negativeven by their usergp.75). Their use was justified by the cliché
mentioned aboveBut ends and means are linkellleans influencesnds. If the nature

of the means contradicts the natufegheir end they wil, eventualy, ruin their enck.

No postive end was ever served bge of negative means. édatie means ruin
positive encs. They modify their ends- and their usersWhen supporérs ofa positive
end $se negative meartheir integrity cracks.This crack is irreparahleThe frst use
of negative meangransformstheir user for good Once their integrityis cracked they
bemme cynical, depresseitdifferent, and remairso to the end of their life.

Many became disillusioned ydited to see their grand aicrack and crumble.

Another trap awaiting all users ofmeansis the turnng of means into ends.

The classic examples imoney. Qiginally inventedas a means toeplace barter trade
and facilitate economic exchange it became the aim of all economic activity

The Catholic Churchis another exampleCreatedas a means tepreadthe messge of
Jesusthat religion must serve Humanitynot God, it became more important than
Jesus'message. Loyalty to the hGrch replacedoyalty to Humanity Loyalty to the
Pope replaced loyalty tbesus' message

Meanstend to becme ends and thus subverther original am.

Al Communist Parties fell into this trap Originally created as means tobuild a
society of economic equalityand social justicethey soon putloyalty to the Party
aboveloyalty toa just society

Later, loyalty to theleaderof the Partyreplaed loyalty to theParty

For most politi@ns poltical power - the role of decidingor others what society will
do- changedfrom a means to improve socieityto an independent personal end
This is a permanenipersistet) pitfall for anyone who ecidesfor others

Means must nevdre allowed to become endsNhenthey dothey subvertthar encs.
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6. Marx - right and wrong

About 12,000 yeas ago some primates began to bseeds inthe ground to grow

plants they liked to eat. Notber animal ever did this before or after.

It was- unknowingly - a revolutionary act.

"Revolution™ - in any domain- is a change of the foundations of that domain.

Originaly hominids were nomadic huntegatherers searciy food. Crop growing
changed the foundations ohomadic life. Wandering to findfood became
unnecessary. Liing permanently near the fields to cultivate and guard them became
necessary. This terminated nomadic life. Crop growers began to domesticatts, anim
so they no longer had to hunt for meat. They began to buid houses. Groups of
houses became Vvilage8ig vilages became towns. Towns on rivers or crossroads

became trade centres, and grew into cities. Thus began citificatiod civilization.

For thousands of years most peopkemwhere spenimost of ther lives cultivaing
plants andanimals. A mere 200 years ago a new technology revolution .begjaam
driven machines were invented to perfotasks hitheto done by muscles wind, or
water This became known abe "Industrial Revolutioh. Britain led this revolution
Although the Scotsman James Wathad alreadypatented an improved version thke
steam engine in 176Qse of steam powedcceleratecafter 1830 withthe invention of
raiways in Britain. Before the raiwaymost peoplespenttheir entire lives near where
they were bornHorsedrawn cartscarried few people and goodsaiRays carried a
lot of people- and goods- over large distances in a shaime. Thisboostedtrade,
travel, and poduction. It created a greademand for al kinds of steadriven
machines. Factories were buit to constructiebsy steam engines, stealriven
looms, locomotives, rails, pumps, iron ships, iron bridges) tunnels, steam cranes
and lits, andmachines to build athese.

Peopleleft work in fields and cameto work in factories.This changedher mentality,
their atttudes and expectations) the field before machines, one worked alohet
in a factory with machines many work togethaNork with machines requires
coordination andcooperation ofmany workersin the work processPeasants wor&d
alone. They depenéd on nature.Machines manipulate natur&Vork with machines
depends onpeople - not on nature. In agricultural societiesvork (and life) was
determined by NatureThe annualcycle of agriculturalwork repeatedtself year after

year for thousands of years, hardghanging This induced a submissivenentality
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accepting- and expecting a fixed lfe. Industral socetiesinvent new machinesand
products constantly changing life. Innovation replaced repetitan This induced a

assertive attitude touman life, accepting- and expecting- fundamental changes.

The industrial revolutionreduced p e o p depahdence orNature. Fom now on
economicsdependedmore on people, leson Nature. Coping with surpluses replaced
coping with shortage<Crises of abundance replaced crises of scarclyew problems
creatednew responsibities. Blution is just one othem. Accunulated experts and
knowledge - hitherto revered- lost its value. Newmachines create newrafts and
skills, making old ones obsolete Young people adapt fastera new technologieso
older generationdoecome redundarih production. Technological chang@roduceda
new domain of study- Sociology, the study a$ocieties,ther structure, theifeatures,

their changestheir dynamics andther specific problems.

The most influential thinkeron the effects of €chnologyon society was Karl Marx.

Born in Germany in 181&e moved to Londonn 1848 living there til his death in

1883. He studied Phiosophy in Germany and wrotehistory, society and poltics in

Germany, France, and Belgium. His closest friend was Fredrick Engels, who owned a

textie factory in ManchesterAt Marx's graveside Engels eulogized hsaying " Just

as Darwin discovered the law e evoluton of organic nature, so Marx discovered

the lav of the evolution of humarhistory. He meantMarx's view of hominids as

"toolmaking anima' - the onlyanimal inverting new tools - causing the creation of

new mentalties, newsocial groups, new social confrontatioamd new societies.

Marx's major book is caled "Captal’ It analyzethe BB economy He invented

idess lke "Surplus value" and "rate of eploitation”. In 1848 he wrote"The

Communist Manifesto” of which American economisGalbraith (19082006) said i | t

IS, incomparably, the most s uhatcbefwres Hadl | prop
been wordy and laboured was now succinct and arresting series of hammer

bl owsidThe essenti al Gal braitho Mariner Book
The "Manifesto” starts with the declaration

AThe hi st or yexistng soaetyis thehhistoryr ef rclase struggles. Freeman

and slave, patrician and pledoe lord and serf, guildnaster and journeyman,

oppressor and oppressed, stood in constant oppostion to one ,acattied on an

uninterrupted, now hiddenpow open, fight that each time ended in either a

revolutionary constitutionof society at large,or in common ruin of the contending
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classes. € . The governmenbf the moderrstateis merelya commitee for managing

the common affairs ©®f the whole Dbourgeoisie

"é .The Bourgeoisie, by rapid improvement of all instruments of production, by the
immensely faciitated means of communications, draws al, even the most barbarian

nations, into ciiizaton. The cheap prices of its commodites are the heavy artilery

with which it battes d o wn al | Chinese Wallseé It has c
gredly increased the urban populaton as compared with the rural, and has thus
rescued a considerable part of the popul at
rule of scarce one hundred years, it has created more massive, and more colossal

productive 6rces than have all preceding generations togettr.

The manifesto ends with the words:

feé The Communists disdain to conceal their views and ams. They openly declare
that their ends can be attained only by the forcible overthrow of all existing social
conditions. Let the ruling classes tremble at a communist revolution.

The workes have nothing to lose but their chains. They have a world to win.

Workersof all countries, unite! "

In 1864 Marx founded the first international organization of wmsk Addressing the
2000 workers, tradenionists, andintellectuals, from all over Europe, he said:

i No improvement of machinery, no applicaton of science to production, no
contrivance of communication, no new colonies, no emigration, no openingwof ne
markets, no free trade, nor all these things put together, wil do away with the miseries
of the industrial massesThereforeto conque poltical power hasbecome the gat

duty of the working classes A statenent valid today at was U3years go

Marx ent i tl ed his book A wKieal @ Ab nho nay 0 c rbietciaquuse
industrializationturned the economy from regional to natior@nd gbba) but private

owners seeking short term profits ignored its longterm effects Massproduction

without social plaming and control ofthe entire economycausesunemployment and

war. Ma r xdéasinspired manyto introduce stateun economies He proposed to

run the economyby the principle- iFr om each according to hi
according to his nek s. 0 As mass proddion in one country affected mampuntries

this was a glohl project not a local one.
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Staterun economies were aled "Socialsm" because they aimed to care for al in
society not just for a minority of private owners of lands, factories, finance and
commerce Socialismused the profts of the economy farovide all citizens with
guaranteed employment, statpaid housinghealthcareeducation, and decent
pensions Marx predicted thafprivate owers striving to maximize their profits wil
create A b u b bof ermchecked growthin the economyt h at wi lcdusingnbur st o
economic crise. Private ownes crave profits and ignore the effects of their activity
on socigy, on its health ad future and on the environment T hd® yadylhihg @
maximize profts Burst i b u b rddece demandnd cause unemployment Reduced
demandcauses reduceproductionand unemployment whickpiral out of contral
BBfisolvesd such cams and wars b yisingphe argmpioyed @s
soldiers Wa r s olvedi £conomic crises by destroying goods - and lves
BB regimes kiled 100 Milion people in WW1 and WW2 Hobson's book

“Imperialism" (1902,see e Internet) recordm Book 1, Chapter 5, appendix:

UK National Expenditure and Armaments.

\F(Z;rthe BExpenditure on Armament Total
ending Bclusive of War Charges. Extra: BExpenditure Total
31st ordinary Waton War ancNational
March. Bpenditure Armaments. BExpenditure.
Army. Navy. Total.
£ £ £ £ £ £

1900 20,600,000 26,000,000 46,600,000 23,000,000 69,600,000 133,722,407
1901 24,473,000 29,520,000 53,993,000 67,237,000 121,230,000 183,592,264
19@ 29,312,000 31,255,000 60,920,000 59,050,000 119,970,000 188,469,000

So deady in 19001/2/ the very first BB industrial regime in historallocatedtwo
thirds of its budget to produce arm3he result of this budget was the &owar"
(1899-1902) and WW1(19141918). Atfter its wars BB economy tiwes by repairing
the damagesaused by war.BB economies of US, UK, Fnae, Germany, and Japan
before- during- and after- WW1 andWW?2 followed the cycle of. 1) economic crisis
2) reearmament 3) war 4) reconstruction BB stil stumblesfrom ore economic
crisis to the nextlt breedseconomic crisis, unemploymenind often- war.

To oveacome this absurd waste of lfend resources Marproposed thafactories,
lands, and Bds should berun by societyin a planned way. This idea was accepted
by many, but the powerfuhninority of BB supporters opposéd
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Up to WW2 Marx's analysis ofBB economieswas confirmed repeatedly Al BB
economiesproducedwealth for a tinyminority and constant crises ainemployment
"solved' by wars - for the majority One such crisis wasoled by WWL1. The worst
crisis beganwith the collapse ofthe USA's sharesmarketii b u b ib 198DIt wasthe
worst world-wide economiccrisis of BB economie. In 1933 - the low point of this
crisis - 25% of Americans seekingvork could nat find a joh In Germany33% of the
workforce could not find work ettherMany firms went bankrupt US President
Roosevebh §iNew De al 0 ecpnonicipmjgctsgaid byl his government This
revived hope but not the econom@nly productionof arns for WW2 redu@d USA's

- and Germayils - unemployment below (%6, and revived their economies

Rivalry betweenBritish and the GermarBBs was the main cause dVW1. In 1900
Gemany the world's second industrial powehegan tobuild a war navyto acquire
colonies overseaas asource forcheapraw materials and as a protected market for its
industrial goods. British BB - world's leading industrial andolonial power - opposed
this. Rivalry between BritishBB and German BB- not assassination of an Austrian
Prince - caused WW1 Germay was defeaéd butBritain was weakened andst its
leadership of worldBB economyto the USA which becamethe world's richest BB
regime by selihg goodsto Europe duringVW1, (joining it 32 months after it began
and 18monthsbefore s end. After WW1 the US Dolar replackthe British Pound

ascurrency of international tradend US BB became leader BB in the world

Another outcome ofWW1 was Lenin's revolution in RussiéOctober 1917). This war
and revolution confrmedMarx's prediction thatBB econones must lead tccrises
wars and revolutions This convinced many that only a Stateowned planned,

economycanfree humanity from economic chas, and wars.

Marx s a w s oawneeshipyad the econongs an inevitable phase inthe evolution
of humanity Socialized economies wouldreplece BB economiesjust as the city
merchats economyreplacedthe feudal landlordsecanomy 300 yearsearlier Marx
did not think that the BB State could control the chaoscausedby BB. The first to
proposethis was British economistJM. Keynes. In 1936 he suggested to start state
paid economic projects, and stateegulated Bank interest to soften crises cause by
BB greed Statecreatel jobs and incomeboostdemand, salejusinessand saveBB
economies fromexcessiveunemploymentand from Socialist revolutionsDuring the

worst crisis ofthe US economy (1929942) US President Raevelt introduced his
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ANew Dpeliey | (D933 1937) by statepad projects providingwork for the
unemployed.The writer HG. Wels sail: ithe dNew Deab is plainly an attempt to

achieve a working socialism and avert a social colapse in Ameticais
extraordinarily paralel tothe suaessive ‘policies’ and 'Plans’ dhe Russian
experiment. Americans shirkthe wo r d "socialism', but wha't
Wells exaggeratedThe "New Deal" did notaim to turn the US BB economyinto a
stateowned planned,economy let alone one &sed on economic equalty.

It createl governmenipaid jobs, and incomes, to help BB economyto recover

The "New Deal' did not endthe 1930s "depression” butredued misery of some
unemployed by creating jobs in governmernpad projects This rewed not the
economy butthe hope that the economy wil recoverPaying unemployment benefits
kept many unemployed from stanmeat - and revolution. After WW2 rany BB
economies accepted Keynes's ideas and introducsstialsecurity schemes and
control of competiion and interest ates After rebuiding Europe fromdestruction
caused by WW2, BB economies invented consumerismconsumgion to satisfy
invented needs rather than natural neédisw, artificial, needs are constantly credt
by a vastadvertisingindustry to keepthe economy going. In 1940 fewknew about
TV but by the 1970s B/W TV sets could be picked up in garbage suag people
craved Colour TV. This now happendo clothing, cars, computers, entertainment,
food, medicines and telephonesBB emnomy nowadays constantly inverst new
neals and its advertisers sedute public to by more and moreWe Ive in the era
of Invented NeedsWe sudeénly "need"things we never knew aboat decade ago.
Invented needs are satisfied by usiggods with buitin obsolescenceThis wasteful
practice prolongs life of a chaotic economy creatdry BB to maximize private profits
and power even if this damagemost peoplés health future generationshealth and
polutes the planet.Fighting wars to sell opiunfsee p. 153)and opposing the electric
car (EV1) produced by GM in 1996 and scrapped in 2005 are typical examples.
Marx's prediction that aBB economy must cause economic chaos and dssis
confrmed daily but his belef that thiewstlead to acolapse ofBB economy and
hence to war and revolutions dated This scenariois possible but not inevitable.
Stateinterventionin the economycan preventcoliapseof BB economiesIt can create
employmeh by statepaid projects.It can control finance.

Marx recommendedsocialized and planned economies creatng economic equality,

benefing all in societyaccording to the principldsrom each according to his ability,
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to each according to his needMlarxists set up stateswith Staterun economies
providing guaranteed employment, statepaid housing healthcare education, and
decentpensionsto all. But they had flaws. It was dficult to foresee thm but the
Russian Anardst Bakunin had alreadywarnedin 1872 " In the People'sState of

Marx there wil be, we are told, no privieged class at al. vl be equal, not only
from the judicial and poltical point of view but fronthe economic point of view. At
least, that is what is promised. .There wil therefore be no longer any privieged
class, bt thee wil be a government and, note this wel, an extremely complex
government, which wil not content itseff with governing and administetimg
masses poltically, as all governments do today, but which wil also admifistar
economically, concerdting in its own handghe production andthe just diision of
wealth, the cultivation of land, the establishment and development of factoridse
organizaton and direction of commerce, finalhe applicaton of capital to
production by the only banker the State Al this wil demand an immense
knowledge and many "heads overflowing with brains" in this government. It wil be
the reign of the scientific experts,the most aristocratic, desfic, arrogant and
contemptuousof all regimes. There will be anew class, a new hierarchy of real and
pretended scientists and scholars, and society wil be divided into a miudniy i

the name of knowledgeand a immense, ignorant, majority.,And then, woe betide

the mass ofthe ignorant ones.Such a regime Wnot fail to arouse very considerable
discontent in this mass and in order to keep it in ctibelenlightened and liberating
government of Marx wil have need of a not less considerable armed forcehe~or
government must be strong says Engels, tontami order amonghese milions of
literates whose brutal uprising would be capable of destroying and overthrowing
everything, even a government edited byheads overflowing with braidgssb e hi nd al |
the democratic and socialistic phrases and promisddaof's programme, there is to

be found in his State all that constitutes the true despotic and brutal nature of all
States, whatever may be the form of their governmient (See the Anarchist
Archive on the Internet) Bakunin's predictiorwas confimed in all BG states
created byMarxists in different place and cicumstancesAl BG economieswere

run by Partyappointed officials Most citizens couldnot participate in shaping BG
societies. Policiexould not be criticizedCritics were seen aslassenemies Rule by
officials and oppression by BGstate was not a dationf r om Mar x6sa progr an
structural feature Al BG stateswere run by Party appointed officials, al banned

criticism. and all werdacked by a secret jgd thd was above théaw.
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Marx's view that the economyust berun by society to benefit all remainglid, but
how should thisbe don@ His vald diagnosisprescribel a cure with sideeffects
worse than the diseas@l societies created by Marxists weredivided into three
layers 1) A handful of Party leaders who decidal policies. 2) Party-appointed
officials ruming the State, the economy, and societ§) 99.9% of all citizens with

no right to decide- or criticize - any policy y& forced b obey all Al officials were
appointed by the PartyMost BG societies dissolved themselves betwe&891 and
1991. In all of themonly one party ruled. Its leaders ran the statide economy, and
society. All criticism- evenwithin the ruling party- was banned. In Chinthe Paty
splt into two groups fighting ach other (1968976. Caled "Cultural revolution™” it
was a campaign of dogmatic ideologists against pragmatiet BG - Politics
dominate economicsIn BB - economics dominate politicsBoth BB and BG
dominate societyln BG leadersalso decidewhat books, plays, flms, paintings, and
music citizens are allowed tsee or hear. Al BG leaders and officials are state
employees.They do not owra factory, land, houses, shopgbaresor a bank account
They can- and dten are- dismissed. Theyra employeesppoined by the PartyBG
society was an ownerless societyith conflicts aboutroles This blinded Marxists
since Marx defnedfic | as s 0 b yowm Hiaview thatipofiticseare struggles
bet we e n wasbasedesn@wnershipnot on roles. It gave no hint how to resolve
conficts about rolesin T in the family or in the statelnstead of helpinghe masses
oppressed by BGo fight oppressionMarxists justified BG oppressiona s class
struggle against class n e miThisswas validbefore victory in civili war (1921) but
notateriLenin, Trotsky a hief thiBkerk dof the regmevhénh e t hr e
it was still allowed ¢ think - could not agree as to its definition. Lenin preferred:
ASt at e Cahp dtheesdiiS$ mad e  S(BoemMarel, i siinBot al i no N. Y. 1¢
673). Most Marxists defined BGasii So c i al i s asdDegemeratéde\Workers'
State" or "Bureaucratic Collectivism" This reveds t h e M a inakiltystb s 6
understandthe natureof BG socetes BG economywas run bya state plan andot
by a market so it was not CapitalismBG conficts were about power, nabout
profits, Caling BG a "Degenerated worker's Statéjnoresthe fact thait neverhada
pre-degeneratephase It was createdii B g e n eby leehinevbo wrestedpower from
the Workers a&ad Soldiers Councilsn October 1917(see p. 5657) and banned all
other revolutionaryparties and factions. Hkiled the Kronstadt sailer who objected
to this and banred the "Workers opposition'(1921) (see p. 6365). Trotskyitesadoed

Lenin and blamedonly Stalin for the "degeneration” They too insisted orrule by
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Party appointees, not by employ@esouncis They proposd to overcome
ADegener at i o Btalrstdegders gy prioskyite delgs. They rejectedrule
by employesd councis, free unions and employse managemenbf industry Lenin
forbade criticism of his partyd golicies and polticians He insisted all managerbe
appointedby his Party This causedw o r k &patlsy-6and coecion. After 1990. wen
BG statesbecameBB statesworkers rejoiced BG states ke China, Cuba, Vietnam,
and NorthhrKorea, facea simiar fate Most former citizensof BG statesrefuse to
resurrectthem despite all economic benefits conferred on themMarxists seepolitics
as motivated by economic€ultural sexwal and poltical oppressiothey seeas by-
products ofeconomics They were sirprised by theGeneralstrike in France(1968),
by "Women's Liberation" in the 1970by | r andés | sl ami)and byg¢hg ol ut i on
collapse of the USSR (1991) whistere notprecee@d by econont crises. Marx's
view that tecnology revolutions produce political revolutiors is vald but Marxists do
not see how this applies t alectronico domnpudicatied revolution
Industrialisation revolutionized manualork. It made publc control othe economy
plausible and economic equalitypossible Lenin tried to implement it In BG states all
were state employees Marxists thoughtthis will abolish exploitation and oppressi
|t d B@ ledilérs oppressedcritics by labeling them#f ¢ |-ears es milre $989,
Trotsky wrote "If the worldproletariatshould actually prove incapable of fulfilling the

mission placed upon it by tlteurse of history, nothing elseould remain excepipenly to
recognize that the socialist program based on the internal contradictions of capitalist society,

endedasaUtopid t i s self evident that a new Amini mu
defending the interests of the slaves of thelitarian bureaucraticsociety . [see Trotsky

Archive on the Internet]BG bred oppressin andcorruption.In Europe itcollapsd in

1991 causing many to beleve there is afternative to BB states. AtdBG6 s f ai |l ur e
as an alterriaze to BB most peoplesee noalternative. Yetp e o p desiréfer a

society free fom economic and poltical inequalitys today strongerthan ever

Electronic comunications make rule by all citizenspossible Mobie phones and the

Internet simplify administration challenge secrecy of public information, unmask the

mystique of management anddelegitimize division of society into managers and
managed.They renderrule by representative®bsoleteand provid mears to set upa
postpariamentarydirectkdemocracy T o dreew dnsmimumprogram” is a post
parliamentarydirect democracy wherall citizers can propose,debate- and vote- on

every issueof society Only political equality can provide economic securifyreduce

social strie and introduce more freedom than did any other regime in history.
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7. WW1 and Lenin's revolution

Anyone traveling through Britain or France wil notice ithe central square of every
small town a monument commenmtg the sons of this communitykiled in WW1
and WW2.Ther namesare listed.The list of WW1 is much longer than thatf WW2.
Some 20 milion soldierslied in WW1, this makes an average of 1B)Odead during
every day of thatvar (from August 1914 ttNovember1918)

Britain and France lost many more soldiers in Wihén in WW2

In the battle ofthe Somme July 1916 the British alone had 57,470 casualtis the
frst day, of which 19,240 diedThe battle laged 5Smonths and ended in a draw

No side won. The final count of Britsh casualties this battleamouned to 400,000.

This exceedgshe total number of British casualtes in WW?2.

In the battle of ChemkDesDammes in Apri 1917 despite Briish and French
artilery sheling German trenchesonstop a whole weekbefore the attackBritish
casualties irthe first day were50,000. One third died. The battle ended in a draw.

In the batte of Verdun 1916 half a milion French soldiers and half a milion
Germas - died. Al battlks ended in a draw. The machine gun confounded all
conservative generals and tactics.Geneals orderedthousands of soldiers to adean
in open fields towardsenemy machinegurs. Most soldiers were kiledbefore they

reachedthe enemy The cavalry was annihilatedlhe war became staticin trenches.

Most historybooksdescribeWW?1, the worst war in history til 1914as caused byhe
assassination dhe Austrian Crown Prince in Sarajevdhis triggered offthe war, but
it was not what cause it. War is lke a volcanic eruption. Any accidental factam
intiate it but without the accumulation of lava naccident wil cause amruption
The lava' that causedWW1 was the rivalry beween British and German BBsver
war navies Britain, the world's first industrial poweyr built the world's largest Navy
with stearrdriven steelbody, i Dr @ @ di gbattleShips. This enabled itto "Rule

the waves', dominate world trade and colonize aquarterof the planet Germanythe

1]

secondlargestindustrial power,had no colonies so ibegan to buid t s o whn
nougthtkaieoWi | hel m || declared in 1892

3t

trident mu s t Whes chalenged Britain's s@prerdasy®ismarck the
Chancellor who urétd Germany feareavar with Britain and desistedrom building a

modernNavy but n 1890 Kaiser Wihelmsacked himin 1898 Bismarck vistedhe

Dr ead

Our

f
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new German battleshipd the port of Kel and said:"This will cause a war with

Britain. In 20 years time all | built will lie in ruins™. In 1918 he was proved right.

In the 19" century Britain wa the world's first - and leading- industrial Power. At

that time - before airplanes were invedte battleshipsruled the oceans- and world
trade. Britain hadthe only steam driven, steel bodiedmodern, navy, anduled the
seas and coloniesonsising of one quarteof the globe but "Germany was a rapidly
growing industrial nation and her polticians began to thdksame way. If prosperity
came from colonies and a Navy why shouldn't Germany tiee too? What about
Germany's place ithe sun? The Kaiser had grandiose ideas of his own importance
in the world as the head of a Great PoweGermany had defeated Francehe 1870

war and the German miitary caste had immense power and prestige. In Germany
there hal been a good deal of sympathy witie Boers[defeated ¥ the British in the
18991902 Boerwar in South Africa.A.O.] The Kaiser was proud of his navy. A
bigger navy wa popular withshipbuiders and arms manufacturers and more ships for
the German navy meant more profts for Krupps atiée arms manufacturers.
("Winston Churchil in War and Peace" by Emrys Hughes, Unity publishing, Glasgow
1950. p. 5y

The man who pushed Germany's naval arms race was Admiral Alfred votz. Tirpi

". . . Tirpitz was bent on creating a Dreadnought battle fied¢te shortest time. With
three battleships and one battle cruiser to be laid down each year from 1908 to 1911,
and four Dreadnought battleships already startevo in July, two in August, that
year [1907A.0.] he would have thirteen Dreadnougtattieships by 1913 or earlier

if constructbon was pushed through fagis British prograns provided for only twelve
Dreadnoughts by late 191%he threat was clear. What also became clear was that
whereas Tirge's 1900 Navy Law had provided for a total thity-eight battleships

and twenty large armoured cruisers, the Novelle translated this into fiftgight
Dreadnought, forthe new battle cruiserswere regarded as capital ships. . The'
dominant ideathe "Daily Mail* wrote (in 25.11.1907 'is to buid a fieet which shall

fulil the hopes and desires tfie PanGermans and be mightier thahe mightiest

Navy in the world'. The Paris paper Aurore' commented: The announcement ahe
formidable increase othe fieet undertaken bythe German Bundesrat is curious
commentary orthe visit just paid bythe Kaiser to his uncle King Edward VII . . the
expose ofthe new naval programme dhe Empire shows thathe strength ofthe
German Navy wil be doubled between 1907 and 19T#ee can be no doubt that
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this formidable fieet,the construction of which is being pursued with a tenactty that

one cannot help admiing, is directed mainly against Englafdhe Times'

22.11.1907) (quoted in "The Great Naval race" [Angléserman Naval Rivalry
between19001914 by Peter Radfield, Birinn, Edinburgh 2005 p. 17ABhat was

Britain's response?Admiral Sir John Fisher, who modernized the British Navy,

declaredin 19076The only thingintheworlBr i t ai n has to fear is C
" With Germany increasing her navshipbuilding the (Britsh) Admiralty was able

to point out to this as justification for motgig ships. The Admirals wanted more
Dreadnoughts so didhe naval vested interestgshe naval shipbuiders andhe big
armament firms. The tension betweerhe two countries was reflected ime DAILY

MAIL campaign on The German Menace". Itthe cabinet McKenna pleaded forkdg

naval building campaign and more Dreadnoughts. Supporting him theasiberal
imperialist group. Atthe Foreign Office Sir Edward Grey wagegotiating treaties and
understandings with France and Tsarist Russia. Europe was being divided into two
armed camps." (‘Winston Churchil in War and Peace" by Emrys Hughes, Unity
publishing, Glasgow 1950. p. 57)

Grey signed military treaties with Russand France in 1907.Ther purpose was to
threaten Germanyith war on TWO fronts- against Russian the east, and against
France in the west if she waged war aganst Britain. This did not deter Germany

from building a huge navy.It acceleratedhe proces leading to war.

In his biography of Winston Churchithe historian Rene Kraus wrote

"late in OctoberX911) the Prime Ministerinvited his Home Secretaryp a secret
rendezvous'somewherein Scotland. Asquith disclosedthat war withGermany vas
inevitable It was probablghat the Kaiser would strike at England first, since the
island had no strong army. "We have only the Navy" the Prime Minister concluded.
"It is our only hope". "Then, after a short pause, he askeldeleman in his cabinet
"Would you ke to go to the Admiralty?"Irideed | waid” Churchill replied quietly”
("Winston Churchill in the mirrdr by René KrausDutton NY. 1944 p.72

After 1911 Asquith's Liberal government embarkegubn a process of meaing the
Royal Navy, a task necessitated by Gerrsaiyg investment in its naval forces.
In order to finance this rearmament, Asquitnd his Chancellor, David Lloyd

George- enacted a radical Budget that increased land taxes.
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In August B, 1911 Churchill sentthe Cabineta memorandunoutlining his ideas on
British strategy in a European warts bpening sentence said’hé following notes

have been written on the asgption € hat a decision has been arrivatito employ

a British military for@ on the continent of Europt.does not prejudge that decision

in any way. It is assumed that an aliance exists between Great Britain, France, and
Russia, and that these powers are attacked by Germany and Austria.” ("Winston

Churchill in war and Peacddy Emrys HughesUnity Press, Glasgow 1950. p.64)

The milestones of the process generatMg/V1 are:

1911 9 FebruaryChurchill:"British fleet a necessity but German fleet a luxury"

1911 21 JulyLloyd George warns Germany in his "Mansion Heymsech'
supporing Franceduring the "Agadir crisis." Britainstartspreparations for war
against Germany German public opinion becomes airitish.

1913 23August.Churchill plango sendtroops to France in war against Germany

1913 30 AugustChuchill writes Grey that Britain should aid Russia and France in a
war with Germany

1913 1 October Greatest German Army increase since 1871; ptaweestrength
increased by 136,000 to 760,908 NCOs and men.

1914 Spring; AnglBrench military arrangenmds are completed even to point of
details on billeting arrangements for British troops

1914 May AngleRussian naval talks determine-operation between fleets

Colonel E.M. House, chief advisor to USA's President Woodrow Wilson, was sent by
the Preslent in the Spring of 19! to evaluate thdcuropean situation. Parbf his

report says:'The situation is extraordinary. It is miltarism run stark mad. Unless
someone acting for you can bring about a different understanding, there is some day
to be an awd cataclysm. No one in Europe can do it. There is too much hatred, too
many jealousies. Whenever England consents, France and Russia wil close in on
Germany and AustrisEngland does not want Germany wholly crushed, for she would
then have to reckon ale with her ancient enemy, Russia; but if Germany insists
upon an ever increasing navy, then England wil have no choice. The best chance for
peace is an understanding between England and Germany in regard to naval
armaments and yet there is some disadgantto us by these two getting too

close(seeBrigham Young University Archive of documents on W\ the Interngt
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The European Socialist partiggolicy ona possible European whad beerstated

already in 1912 In ther InternationalCongressin Bade, Switzerlandthey stated

"é The most important task within the action of the International devolves upon the
working class of Germany, France, and England It is.the task of the workers of
these countries to demand of their governments that thasereiny support either to
AustrizHungary or Russia, that they abstain from any intervention in the Balkan
troubles andmaintain absolute neutraltyA war between the three great leading
civized peoples on account of the Sethostrian dispute over gort would be
criminal insanityé The Congress views as the greatest danger to the peace of Europe
the artificially cultivated hostiity between Great Britain and the German Empire. The
Congress therefore greets the efforts of the working class of bothiesunt bridge

this hostility. It considers the best means for this purpose to be the conclusion of an
accord between Germany and England concerning the limitaton of naval armaments
and the aboltion of the right of naval booty. The Congress cals ugo8dbialists of
England and Germany to continue their agiation for such an accordlhe
overcoming of the antagonism between Germany on the one hand, and France and
England on the other, would eliminate the greatest danger to the petiee vadrid,

shale the power of Tarism which exploits this antagonism, render an attack of
AustrizzHungary upon Serbia impossible, and secure peace to the world. Al the
efforts of the International, therefore, are to be directed toward this goakée :

www.marxists.org/history/international/socidé mocracy/1912/basehanife sto. htm

Yet instead of votingagainst war budget in their Parliamentsall Socialist Parties
voted for them This was "The betrayal of the ™ Socialist International’
WW1 began in August 1914All believed it wil end by Christmad914 but t lasted
to November 19181In 1916 the biggestbattle in naval history took placeoff Jutland
(wege Denmark) 151 Britain's biggest warships blockd 99 Germayls biggest
warships trying to enter the Atlantic from the North Se§ome 8000 men diem 2
hours The battle - ke most WWL1 battles ended in a dravbut the German navy
never entered the AtABn Germay was not defeated miltarilyn WW1. It
surrendered atJSA joined WW1 in 1917and Germanresources could nevenatch
USAG.sThis created themy t h  t hpd | iiTlckda ans stabbed the
German seamenrebelled. The Kaiser fed. Geram SocialDemocrats won power.
After surrenderall 74 Germanwarshipswere takento Scapa Flownorth of Scotland
their capture- or sinking-wa s B r WWlaaimnbat $eir crews sank therthere


http://www.marxists.org/history/international/social-democracy/1912/basel-manifesto.htm
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Thesefacts refute alhistory versons of WW1claiming WW1 had no specific cause,

or had many causes, or was caused by the assassination of the Austrian Crown Prince.
WW1was a pwer struggle of BritishBB againstGermanBB caused by GermaBB

efforts to become a naval power aBdtain's BB opposition to tfs.

The Versailes PeaceTreaty then limted the number ofwarships Germanyis alowed
to buid. This eneéd German BBhope to acquirecolonies overseas and motivated
Hitler to colonize RussiaBritain lost its role of world BB leader to USA which
becane the world's richest economyby seling arns and foodto Europe in the war

WW1 was caused bBritish and GermarBB competing for power and profts.

An unexpected outcome of WW1 was Lenin's revolution in Russia (October.1917)
Marx's theoriesbecame ppular after WW1as this war and revolution confirmed his
prediction thatBB economies mustreateeconomiccrises, wars, revolutions

When WW1 began in August 1914 everyone exgect to end by Christmas 1914.
Most people- on all sides- supported it In 1914 all British soldierswere volunteers.
Conscription in Britainbegan onlywhen volunteering stoppeid 1916 In 1914 very
few people, amonghem Lenin, Rosa Luxemburgthe phiosopher Bertrand Russell,
and Albert Einste, opposedthe war fromthe start. Most people denouncéwm as
traitors. People reasoned that those who dosuopportther own nationsupport the
enemy This was notthe case. Einstein and Russell wereagifists andopposed all
wars. Lenin aml Rosa Luxemburg arguethe war was between ruling classes not
between Nations.They dechred that workers of all countries wil only lose by
supportingther rulers. This was considered treason by all rulingseds and leaders,
and at first- also by ordinarypeople. However, by1916, after milions died without
victory in sight, most pople (especially soldiers) gofed up with the war.
Volunteering tothe army stoppedConscription had to be introduced.

Most people everywherbegan to crave Peace, louers everywherecraved victoy.

In 1916 Russian soldier began to desert. Thousang# the trenches and walte

home - on foot. Lenin said "The soldiers have votddgainst the wanyith their feet"

Most soldiers wereformer peasantsOn joining the army work onther farms droppd
sharply. After two years of wardod shortages starteahd people in citiedegan to
suffer hunger. Al knew the food shortagevas caused byhe war. On February 2%,
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1917, 90,000 women textile workers demonstratedSt. Petersburg, the captal of
Russia,carrying banners sayiigVe want bread, "End the war". The police fired on

the demonstratorand kiled some.Next day 180,000 demonstrators carried the same
banners addinjDown with Autocracy",'Stop police brutality” The police shot more
demostrators but being outhumberedlied the army for helpThe soldies came but
refused to shootdemonstrators.Next day the number of demonstrators grew to
240,000 The soldiers sympathized with the demonstrateisd joined them On
February 26,Michael Ralzianko, Chairman of the Duma (Russian parlament) sent a
telegram to Tsar Nicolai Il, saying:

"The situation is serious. The capital is in a state of anarchy. The government is paralyzed;
transprt service has broken dowmpod and fuel supplies areompletely disorganized.
Discontent is general and on the increase. There is wild shooting in the streets; troops are
firing at each other. It is urgent that someone enjoying the confidendee ofountry be
entrusted withformation of a new governmeniihere must be no delayHesitation is fatal.

Next day Rodzianksent another telegram to the Tsaying: "The situation is growing
worse. Measures should be taken immediately as tomorrow will be too late. The last hour has
struck, when the fate of theountry and dynasty is being decided. @ The government is
powerless to stop the disorders. The troops of the garrison cannot be relied upon. The reserve
battalions of the Guard regiments are in the grips of rebelion, their officers are being killed.
Having joined the mobs and the revolt of the people, they are marching on the offices of the
Ministry of the Interior and the Imperial Duma. Your Majesty, do not delay. Should the
agitation reach the Army, Germany wil triumph and the destruction of Russi alth the
dynasty is inevitable."

On February 27 soldiers took over the city's arsenal, liberated poltical prisoners, and
shot policemen They set up dSoldiers and Workers Committée

On March # this committee published its "Order Number 1declaring:

" To the ganson of the Petrograd DistrictTo all the soldiers of the Guard, Infantry,
Artilery and Navyfor immediate and precise executioand to the workers of
Petrograd for information. The Committeeof Workers' and Soldiers' Deputidss
decided:

1. Al platoors, battalions, regiments, depagsn batteries,naval squadrons andll
various branches of military service of every kind and on warshipst immediately
set up councilsof electedrepresentativef all soldiers and sailoré the above
mentioned military units.

2. Al military units which have stil not elected thaepresentativesn the Councilof
Workers' Deputiesnust elect one representative pempany, who should appear
with written credentials in the buidingf the State Duma at 10 a.m dfarch 2.
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3. Inall political demonstrations llamiitary unt are subordinated to the Counailf
Workers' and Soldiers' Deputies andstgy committees.

4. Orders of the military commissionf the State Duma are to be obeyed dinthey
do not contradictorders and decisions of the Counaf Workers' and Soldiers'
Deputies.

5. Arms of all kinds, as riflesmachineguns, armored carand others must be at the
disposition and under thewtrol of platoonand battalion counsiand are not in any
case to be given out to officers, even upon their command.

6. In the ranks and in fulfilling servicduties soldiers must obserstrictest military
discipline; but outside of service, in their poltical, civil and private life sadier
cannot be discriminated against as regards those rights which all citizens enjoy.

Standing taattention and compulsory salutingiteide of service arabolished.

7. Addressingofficers with the titles: Your Excelency, Your Honor, etc., is abolshed
and is replaced by the forms of address: Mr. General, Mr. Colonel, etc.

Rude treatment of soldiers of all ranks, and espedadgiressing them as 'you there"

is forbidden; ®ldiers are bound to bring to thetemtion of the company courkilany
violation of this rule and any misunderstandings between officers and soldiers.  This
order is to be readutin all platoors, battalions, regiments, navatits, gun batteries

and other frontine and homemilitary units. "

This order endedblind obedience of sdiers to officers in the Tsar'drmy. Only
orders authorgd bysoldier$ councis were obeyedThe Tsr's authority vanisd

On March 1 the Tsar Nikolaill replied to Rodzianko: 'There is nosacrifice that |
would not be wiling to make for the welfare and salvation of Mother Russia.
Therefore | am ready to abdicate favour of my son, under the regency of my
brother Mikhail Alexandrovich, with the understanding that my son is to remain with

me untl he becomes of age.The Tsar's brother Michael took over on Maréf 2

As the demonstrationsagainst te war continuedunabatedTsar Michael abdicated on
March 3. Next day the employers signed an agreement withiSbéliers and workers
Councl' reducing the working dayo 8 hours. Prince Lvov replaced the Tsar and set
up a temporary government withe SociaRevolutionary Kerensky at its headOn
March 20 it abolised all legal restrictions based orhrat or religious grounds But

it comnited itseff to continue the war.

States depend orobedience of most citzento the law, and of soldiers taher

officers. When many soldiers disobey ther officers the State colapses Withou
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reliable soldiersrulers camot enforce their decisions. dds disobedienchad started
in the Russim Army in 1916 Many soldiersdeserted and walked home. Othetayed
in their trenches butlisobeyed orders to attackThey d craved peace.

Lenin, the leader of a smhlrevolutionary m@rty known as "Bolshaks”, later as
"Communist Party had caled for many years to create a stateowned planned,
economybased on economic equalitidie oppsed WW1 from thestar{ caling on
solders to turn their rifies againshdir rulers, not againstvorkers of other nains. He
was in exie in Switzerland during WW1n January 1917 he spoke young Swiss

socialists about the 1905 revolution in Russikle endedy saying

"We must not be deceived by the present glieestiliness in Europe. Europe is
pregnant with reolution. The monstrous horrors of the imperialist war, the suffering
caused by the high cost of living everywhere engender a revolutionary mood; and the
ruing classes,he bourgeoisie, and its sen@nthe governments, are more and more
moving into a bhd aley from which they can never extricate themselves without

tremendous upheavals.

Just as in Russia in 190& popular uprising against the tsarist government began
under he leadership of the industrial workensth the aim of achieving a democratic
republic, so, in Europe, the coming years, precisely because of this predatory war, wil
lead to popular uprisings undehe leadership of the industrial workesagainst the
power of finance capital, against thHeig banks, against the capitalists; and ¢hes
upheavals cannot end otherwise than with the expropriation of the bourgeoisie, with

the victory of socialism.

We of the older generation may not live to see the decisive battles of this coming
revolution. But | can, | beleve, express the confident htyze¢ the youth which is
working so splendidly in the socialist movement of Switzerland, and of the whole
world, wil be fortunate enough not only to fight, but also to win, in the coming

proletarian revolution." (see theLenin Archive on the Internet)

Lenin bdieved that in industrial sdaties like Germanyand Britainthere vould be a
revolution transferring ownership of the economy to socialist governmentsin but
Russia the revolution would transfer power from the autocratic Tsar ta @lected

Parliament. After the Tsar's abdicatidrenin returned to RussianoApril 3™ and saw
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that the new government insistd on continung the war whie most soldiers and

ciilians craved PeaceHe declared that hi®artywould make peace immediately

During Febrary 1917 many workers went into the streets to demonstrate
demanding 1) Peace,and 2) An 8 hour working dayWhen theydemonstrate the
factories were paralyzed Massive desertions of soldierdfom the front meant that
people no longer fead the law @ the polce. Many drectors of factories, of
municipalties enginees, foremen, and policemen, feared reprisals by former
subordinatesso theyfled. Workersin many factorieshad to act asnanagerso keep
the fadory going. They set ugouncis to do soWorkers, peasasi citizens, soldiers,
had to work without adminstrative staff to guide them sdety dected cound and
established newauthority relations The councd had to findraw materials,organize
work, and performadministrative duties. Empb y e e 6 s s emergedirc facltories,
neighbourhoodsarmy campsand municipalties all over the country They were not

formed by Lenin's Party but by workers, peasants, soldiers, and citizens.

The network of councis ("Sovies") carried out all administative tasks. They did not

decide Foreign policy but they decided the opeamatiof daiy life in townsfactories,

and in the army. They ran the transport and communication systems, and controlled
commerce and supplThis created a "Dual Power" situationFoleign policy was

decided by the ayernment, but daly lifewa s decided bys. wor ker s
Government pdalies contradicted the courgilpolicies on every issue. It was clear

that this situation cannot go on for lorgither the coundl take overthe role of the

government or the government takever the role of the courkilEvery political

party had to decide wth of the two it prefers asiler of the country.

Lenin declared "All Power to the soldiers and workergouncis’, proposing a new
type of a date run by councis elected by sdiers, workersand peasantsMany liked
this idea sothey supported Leni Russia's population was arouddbO nilion, of
which 140 nfion were iliterate peasants.About 8 milion were industrial workers
and the army numbered 2 milion soldierddost of the land was owned byhe
Nobiity. The peasansoldiers desertinghe army returned home and expropriated the
lands from the nobilty They asked Lenin what he intended do with the land.

He expressed $iviews in a leaflet a few days before the October revolusaging
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".. Comrades! Look around you, see what is happening in the countryside, see what
is happening in the army, and you wil realze that the peasants and the s@idisys
tolerate itany longer. An uprising of the peasants from whom the land has hitherto
been withheld by fraud #looding like a broad rivethe whole of Russia.

The peasants cannot tolerate their situatimy longer. Kerensky sends troops to
suppress the peasants anddefend the landowners. Kerensky has again come to an
agreement with Korniov's generals and officers who stand for the landowners.
Neither the workers in the cites nor the soldiers at the front can tolerate this miitary

suppression of the just struggbf the peasants for the land.

And what is going on in the army at the ®@n Dubasov, a noarty officer, has
declared before all of Russia: "'The soldiers wil not fight any longerThe soldiers
are exhausted, they are barefooted and starviey, db not want to fight for the
interests of the capitalists, they do not want to "be patient” when they are treated only
to beautiful words about peace, whie for months there has been a delay (as Kerensky
is delaying it) in the peace proposal, thegosl for a just peace withoatnnexations,

to be offerd to all the nations

Comrades! Know that Kerensky is again negotiating with the Korniov's generals and

officers to lead troops against the Coupad f Workersd and Soldier:
prevent theCouncis from obtaining power! Kerensky 'wil under no circumstances

submit" to the Counci, the paperDyelo Naroda openly admits.Go, then, to the

barracks, go to the Cossack units, go to the working people and explain the truth to

them.

If power is inthe hands of theCouncis, then not later than October 25 (if the

Congress ofCouncis opens on October 20) a just peace wil be affete all the

fighting natons Ther e wi | | be a workersd and peas:
immediately, withoutlosing a single day, offer a just peace to all figbting nations

Then the people wikarn who wants the unjust wdn the Constituent Assembly the

people wil decide. If power is in the hands of @®unck, the landowners'estates

wil immediately be declared the inalenable property of the whole people.

This is what Kerensky and higgovernment fightsagainst relying on the vilage
exploiters, capitalists and landowners'This is for whom and for whose interests you

are asked to 'be patient’Are you wiling to "be patient” in order that Kerensky may
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use armed force to suppress the peasants who have risen for laAd® you wiling
to "be patient” in order that the war may be dragged out longer, in order that the offer
of peace and the anmilly o f the for mer t sar 6s secret

Anglo-French capitalists may be postponed?

Comrades, remember that Kerensky deceived the people once when he promised to
convene the Constituent Assembly! On July 8 he solemnly promised toneoihveot

later than September 17, and he has deceived the people. Comrades! Whoever
believes in the Kerensky government is a traitor to his brothers, the peasants and
soldiers!  No, not for one more day are the people wiling to suffer postponement.
Not for a single day longer can we suffer the peasants to be suppressed by armed
force, thousands upon thousands to perish in the war, when a just peacel caust

be offered at once. Down with the government of Kerensky, wi® donniving with

the Kornibv's landowning generals to suppress treagants, to shoot therto drag

out the war! Al power to the coundl o f Wor kerso6 and Sol die
(October 12, 1917. See the Lenin archive on the Internet)

Leafles like this wonLenin the support of mospeasants, soldiers, and workershe
soldiers wanted Peacthe peasants wanted lanthe city dwellers wanted bread, and
workers wanted an-Bour working day Leniis Party supported althese demands
long befae the war. Therefore when Lenin orderedhis men to arrest Kerensky's
Cabinetin the Tsar's Winter Palacthey met hardly anyesistance.

Ten Years later, when film Director Sergei Eisenstein filmed his version othe
revolutionaries attacking h e T s a rPalace hWaskd tiee Palace caretaker the
film version resembledhe realevent. The Caretaker replied"Last time fewer things
were broken" Kerenskys refusalto end the war alenated most soldiers. Theyere

unwilling to defendKerensky's Cabinet dbere was noight and ittle was broken.

Lenin kept his promiséo end the war Immediately after setting up hgovernment
he declared that Russiands itswar, and sent Trotsky (who joined LenifPairty to
negotiate Peace with Germanfgven within his Party many @posed Peace with
Germany. Trotsky usedthe negotiations (broadcast byradio to Germanyjto incite
German soldiers to stather revolution. Leningave Germanya quarter of Russia's
teritory for Peace Lenin's Peacemade an enormous impression all oves tvorld
WW1 continued but most British, French, and Germasoldiers hated it.

They envied Russia. Mutinies startedin the French and British armies.
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When the USA joined the war against Germany in April 1917 Germamédeatwas
inevitable In 1918 Trotskys predictonwas confirmed- German ailors disobeyed
orders to sal into battleThis forced the German Kaiser to abdicate.The German
Army surrendered andhe war ended.People everywhere yearnddr peace. Lenin
was the first to achieve it.Moreover, hedeclared hewil abolish €onomic inequalty,
create a stateowned economy a dstate run by citizens' counck, not by Kings,
Presidents, or Polticians. Thismade a tremendous impression everywhere.

Autocratic rule in Russiawas over It seemed that themeek shall inherithe Earth".

Lenin's government took oveownership ofall lands and factories and promised
guaranteedemployment, statepaid housing, education ard healthservice to all This
was without precedent and impresspeloge all over the world.Rules everywhere
began to worry.So did BB. They hopedLenin's regime wuld collapse soon faiing

to ovecome theimmensedificulties facing it When this did not happethe British,
French, and US governmentent troops to topplLenin's regime(1918). US troops
invaded Murmansk, Britsh and French troops invattedCaucasus, anthe Jgpanese
invaded the East. Al faled to defeat Lenin's regime.In many cantries people

created Lenitype parties to promote a Lenfgpe revaltion in their own country.

The most vehement enemyf Lenin's revoluton was Waton Churchil who lost his

job as Lord ofthe Admiralty due to his disagius invasion of Galipoli in Turkey in

1916. At a luncheon ithe Aldwych Club in London on Januaryl, 1919 he said

"Of all tyrannies in historythe Bolshevist tyranny ighe worst. The most destructive,

the most degrading. It is sheer humbug to pretend that it is not far worse than German
miitarism. The miseries of the Russian people undethe Bolshevists far surpass
anything they suffered even undethe Tsar. The atrocities of Lenin and Trotsky are
incomparably more hideous, on a larger scale and more numerous, than any for which
the Kaiser is responsible.The Germans at any rate have stuckther alies. They

misled them, they exploited them, but they did not desert or betrathem. It may be
honouramong thieves, but that is better tldishonour among murderers."”

("Winston Churchill in war and peace" Emrys Hughes, Unity, London 1950. p. 88)

The last accusation refers to Lenin's peace with Germemgh Churchil saw asa
betrayal of Russia pactwith Britain signed bythe Tsar. Was Lenin supposed to

honar the Tsar's agreementsThurchill predicted Lenin's regime wil collapse soon.
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A few years later Churchil supported Mussolini's dictatorship in,ltalgich reveals
his denunciation of Lenin's dictatorships hypocrisy. Coming from a landowner's
family Churchil was outragedby Lenin's nationalisationof all lands not by his
dictatorship After the failure of the foreignnvasiors, Britain and Francesent
mong/ and weapons to formeGeneralsof the Tsarto organize a Russian counter
revolutionary "White" army. A British GovernmentWhite Paper estnated the total
financial supportgiven by Britain to the Russian counterevolutionary forces at 100
Milion Britsh Pounds. According to Churchill this could arm 250,00@mn

Sir Bruce Lockharta special agensent bythe British government to Russia to study

the situation, wrote” The revolution took place because the patience of the Russian
people broke down under a system of unparaleled inefficiency and corruption. No
other nation would have stood the privations which Russia stood for anything like the
same length of tme. As i@nces of the ineficiency, | give the disgraceful
mishandling of fooesupplies, the complete brealown of transport, and the senseless
mobilisation of milions of unwanted and unemployable troops. As an example of the
corruption, |1 quote the shamelessofieering of nearly every one engaged in the
gving and taking of war contracts. Obviously, the Emperor himself, as a supreme
autocrat, must bear the responsibiity for a system which faled mainly because of the
men (Stirmer, Protopopofind Rasputhwhom he appointed to control itif he had

acted differently, if he had been a different man. Whati is important to realize is

that from the first the revolution was a revolution of the people. From the first
moment neither the Duma nor the inteligsia had any control of the situation.
Secondly, the revolution was a revoln for land, bread and peaee-but, above all,

for peace. There was only one way to save Russia from going Bolshevik. That was to
alow her to make peace. It was because heldwaot make peace that Kerensky went
under. It was solely because he promised to stop the war that Lenin came to the top. It
wil be objected that Kerensky ought to have shot both LeninTaoisky .. . evenif
Kerensky had shot Lenin and Trotsky, sonibep antiwar leader would have taken
their place and would have won through on his-wati programme.”

("Memoirs of a British agentby Sir Bruce Lockhart Book 3 Ch..4, seghe Internet)

Supporters of the Tgsacaled "Whites", started aivl war against the "RédArmy
led by Totsky. It lasted fom 1919 to 1921 ending idefeat ofthe "Whites". Next

Britain France andthe US tried to destroy Lenin's BGby imposing an economic
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boycott on it They refused to recognize, tand forbade all tradevith it. This created

great difficulties anda great challenge to buid a new economy without outside help.

Lenin's frst aim was to industrialize Russia, to build electricity generating plants and
heavy industry (to provide tools for light industry) this vast agricultural country.
This required money which foreign Bankers refused to lend. Where tmildew
regime raise money to industrialize an agricuttural economy rumedhree years of

WW1 and fouryears of revolution and civil war?

During the civl war Lenin introduced laws forcing peasants to #ek produce to
the State at fixed prices.The State then sold it inthe cties for fixed prices. This
provided all with basic food for reasonable priceshe peasants supported Lenin
fearing that if the "Whites" win the civili war the nobility would repossess their farms
In 1921, vhenthe civil war ended, Lenin introduced "New Economic Policy(NEP)
proposed by his disciple Bukharin. dillowed peasants to sel part thér produce in
the cities at thar own prices, and to employ hirddbour Bukharin toldthe peasants
"Get rich". The idea was to raise money for industrialization by taximgenriched
peasantsNEP worked. Basants began to prosper, industrialization progressedina

1924 most people in the USS#kerevery enthusiastic abouhe new regime.

Lenin's revolution made greaimpressioneverywhere. It achievedPeace, andcreated
a State using the economy to provide guaranteedemployment, statepaid housing,
healthcare, education and pensions,to all citizens This impresed people

everywhere Why should the economy beft a few and not &l Lenin's success
inspired people everywhere tset up local Communist Partiego emulate Russia's
example. This was notlLenin's inifative; he was toobusy rebuiding RussiaHe

rejected any idea of exporting rdwon. He firmly believedevery sociey must make
its own revolution. He saw the Rusdan revolution as the first step a process
replacing BB economiesall over the worldby Stateowned economies He had no
intention - or means- to conquer countries by miigarforce. He was sure everiB

economywas heading for an econamcrisis predicted by Marx andending in war
and revoluton. He believedpeople everywhere, eszialy those suffering

unemployment and povertywould see the advantage of a Stateowned planned
ecaiomy and strive to replacetheir BB economyby a stateowned economy caring

for all. This changecould not be introduced bglections asBB would resistby force,
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hence revolution was unavoidable Lenin hoped that after WW1 there wil be
revolutions also in Germany, Britain, and France. Helsantenevto check this out.
Kamenevreturned early in 1918 and told Lenin "We are alone".

After Lenin's revolutionpe@le createdrevolutionary rtes in many countries To
coordinate their activitiesLenin founded in 1919 an organizationcaled "The
Commuist International” ("Comintern”). He wrote 21 conditondor membership
and invited those whoqualfied to meet reglarly for coordinating policies. The
Comintern was the most powerful revolutionary organization in history. It aimed

openly toset upsocialized economies everywherby local revolutios.

For states with BB economies Lenin's state, and the Cominterrmev@emajor threat
They knew Russia would not attack thembut its stateowned economy, using the
economyto provide guarantee@mployment andstatepaid housing, healthcare,and
educationto all citizens attracted people everywhereMany decided to creata
socialized economyin ther own country The idea thathe economyshould beused

to benefit all citizensrather than enrich few was attractive to manyeople.

BB opposesa socialized economy caring for all citizensbecause its viabilityshows
that sharing thebenefis of the economy equaly amoadj citizens is possibleSo BB

of Germany, Italy, Britain, France, and the USvas determinedto destroylLenin's
state BB presented this as atruggle against [Xtatorslip, but BB toleraed - and
supported- dictators likeHitler and Mussolini untl 1939and Salazarin Portugal and
Franco in Spain untl 1976 In 1961 CIA agents, on orders of US President
Eisenhower, assassinated Congo's elected PM Lumumba replacing him by the corrupt
dictator Joseph Mobutuvho ruled Congo for 32 yeardn 1973 the ClAoverthrew
elected President Allende in Chieeplacing him the dictatorPinochet. CIA did the
same to Mossadeq in Iran (1953), and to Arbenz in Guatgii@®4). This reveal
the claim that the US anttUSSR campaign wa a struggle of Democracy against
Dictatorshig' as hypocrisy US rulers prefer dictatorsprotecing BB to democratic
governments nationalizingpart of the economy.BB matters toUS rulers far more
than democracy Intemational politics ofthe 20" Centry were mostly efforts of states
with Big Businesseconomiesto destroystates withnationalized economies

The latter did not try to destrothe former. Being Marxistshey believedevery BB
economy must produce economic crises that wil céssewn downfall

When Lenin died in January 1924 milions in Russia and abroad mourned his death.

His BG regime was athe peak of its popularitybut crackshad alreadyappeared in it
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in 1921. Actualy it was flawed fromthe start. Its flaws grew overthe years

eventually causinghe regime's collapse in 1991. What werethese flaws?

The first - and most serious flaw was Lenin's insistence that Harty alone should
arrest Kerensky's cabinet and take owpewer. Before the revolution Leninsuppoted
the policy of: "All power to the Councik' (of delegates elected by soldiers, workers,
and peasant He proposed that the country alid be run by local and general
councis rather than byPalament and Poltical PartiesThe most importantcouncil
was the one in St. Petersburg. Its members wdeeted bythe soldiers inthe city, by
its workers and citizens. Al revolutionary parties, Bolshevikdlensheviks, Social
Revolutionaries, andhe Anarchists, were mesented in thicounci which had more
authority than Kerensky's government as most soldiers dbiey@rders On October
24 (by new Calendar November 6, by the oldlenin exhorted the leaders of his
Party to arrestKerensky'sgovernmentmmediately, before October 25 He wroteto

the leadership of his party

"Comrades, | am writing these lines on the evening of the 24th. The situation is
critical in the extreme. In fact it is now absolutely cldbhat to delay the uprising
would be fatal. With all my might | urge comrades to realze that everything now
hangs by a threadthat we are confronted by problems which are not to be solved by
conferences or congressg®s/en congresses aouncik), but exclusively by peoples,

by the masses, by the struggle of the armed people.

éWe must not wait. We must at all cost s,
government, having first disarmed the officer cadets (defeating them, if they resist),
andso on. We must not wait! We may lose everything!

The value of the immediate seizure of power wil be Gledenceof the people (not of

the Qongress, but of the people, the army and the peasants in the first place) from the
Korniovite government, whit has driven out Verkhovsky and has hatched a second
Korniov plot.

Who must take power? That is not important at prest let the Revolutionary
Military Committee (of the Bolsheviks. A.O.) do it, or "some other institution(of

the Bolsheviks. A.O.) which wil declare that it wil relinquish power only to the true
representative®f the interests of the peoplee. Lenin'sparty A.O.) the interests of

the army (the immediate proposal of peace), the interests of the peasants (the land to
be taken immdiately and private property abolished), the interests of the starving.

All districts, all regiments, all forces must be mobiized at once and must immediately
send their delegations to the Revokdiry Miitary Commitee and tdhe Central
Commitee of the Bolsheviks withinsistent demand that under no circumstances
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should power be left in the hands of Kerensky and Co. unti the 25th; not under any
circumstances; the ntat must be decidethis very evening, or this very night.

History wil not forgive revolutionaries for procrastinating when they could be
victorious today (and they certainly wil be victorious today), whie they risk losing
much tomorrow, in fact, they risk losing everything. If we seize power today, we
seize it not in opposttion tthe Councik but on their behalf.

The seizure of power is the business of the uprising; its poltical purpose wil become
clear after the seizure.

It would be a disaster, or a sheer formality, to await the wavering vote of October 25.
The people have ¢hright and are in duty bound to decide such questions not by a
vote, but by force; in critical moments of revolution, the people have the right and are
in duty bound to gwve directons to theirepresentatives even their best
representativesand not towvait for them.

This is proved by the history of all revolutions; and it would be an infinite crime on
the part of the revolutionaries were they to let the chance slp, knowing that the
salvation of the revolution, the offer of peace, the salvation ofodtatt, salvation
from famine, the transfer of the land to the peasants depend upon thiden.
government is tottering.lt must be given the death blow at all cosi® delay action

is fatal. (see the Lenin Archive on the Internet)

Why did Lenin insistonarresing Kerensky's governmeneforeOctober 252

He knew that theCongress ofCouncik from all Russiawas meeing on October 25.
This Congress washé supremepolitical authority inthe country It numbered670

delegates,of which 390 (amajority) were Bolsaviks and 179 were Left Social
Revolutionaries who in thenain supported the Bolsheviks.

Lenin knew this Congress woulédpprove a Bolshevik proposal torest Kerensky's
government;he dso knew thatan arrestmade by order of the Comggss wold mean

that his Congress not Lenin's Party - is the supreme poltical authority in Russia.

He wanted toavoid this by arresting Kerensky's government beftite Congresslid

it. By presenting the Congress with the accomplished fact of Kefenakest he
reduced the Congresgatus from a desionrmaker to that of a decisieapprover.The
status of a decisieapproveris inferior to that of adecisioamaker What motivatd
Lenin was theprime issue of politics WHO DECIDES? Not the contentof the poltical
decision but the authority to make iHe knewthis Congress would order Kerensky's
arrest But this would establish the Congress the supreme poltical authority in the
country. He was determined to prevent this. M&as not motivatedby a quest for

personal power. For Lenipower was a meango carry out the Marxist revolution.
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His goal was the revolution, not powelAs long asthe Bolsheviks had majority in

the Councs the revolution was safdutwhat if they lose their majoy®

Lenin's 1917 coupl'éat was against the authority ahe workers and soldiers
Councis, not against Kerenskwho was a dead duck anywdyenin set apattern for
future relabns between &iparty and the Councis, ramely the Party- not the

counck - decides policy thecouncils then approve. it

Lenin's insurrection was lanned byTrotsky to precedethe opening of the secomll-
RussiaCongress ofCouncis. It was carried out during the night of Octol#¥ to 25
by the Bolshevik Miitary Revolutonay Committee under the direction of Trotsky.
Armed workers, soldiers, and sailors entered the Winter Radmatof Kerensky's
Cabinet Although sazure of power oftercosts many ives this one wadbloodlessas
most people supported the arrest of tgevenment that refused to end the war
Ironically in 1991 most citizens supported the demise of Lenin's-manty state and it

was carried out with less casualties than his revolution in October 1917.

On the afternoon of October 28917, Trotsky annonced the arrest of Kerensky's
Cabing to the AlFRussia Congress of workers and soldiers caurSibme ministe's

were arrested later that ddout Kerenskymanaged to escape exie.

On October 25the 2nd Congess ofCounck converd The openingsession, &
speeches punctuated by rifie fire the streets, waa stormy @ébate orthe legality of
Lenin's insurrectionwhich challengedthe authority of theCongress.Many Menshevik
and SociaRevolutionay delegatesaccusedLenin of presenting themwi t h a of ait
acco,mnd i d Lenin's relief- waked out ofthe Congress Left Social

Revolutonaries staye@nd formed a sheolived coaltion government with_enin

On October 26 Lenin addressdide Congress, declaringiWe shall nev proceed to
constructthe sodlist order'. The (Gongress then voted dhree resolutions proposed
by Lenin: 1) on peace,2) on land, and3) on setting up a new governmerihe
Congressunanimously approved Lenin'sesolution calingfor an end to WW1 by
caling on "all warring nationsand their governments to open immediate negotiations

for a just, democratic peacahdproposingan immeliate ceasefre fathree months.

Decisions on the land question were made in the form of a decree: "The right to

private property in the land is arinkd d f or ever €The Il andlord's
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is annulled immediately and without any indemnity whateder "All landed estates

and the holdings of monasteries and churches were made national property and were
placed under the protection obchl land ouncik and counck of peasants. The
holdings of poor peasants and of the rank #ledof the Cossackswere exempted

from confiscation. Hiredlabour on the land was prohibited, and the right of all
cttizens to cultivate land ybtheir ownlabour was affimed.

The Congressset upa governmental structure in which supee authority was vested
in the Gngress itself. Implementing thedecisions of the Congress was entrusted to a
Committee of People'siiCommissara Lenin was elected head of this commitee
Other Bolsheviks elected to this committeaere Trotsky and Stalin. With the

establishment of the new government, the Congres§soahcit adjourned.

The decisions of theAl-Russia Congress ofCounct on peace and land evoked
widespread supporof the nev government, andvere decisive in assuring victory to
the Bolsheviks in other cites and in the provinces. lovéinberthe Committeeof
People's Commissars also proclaimed the right of-dsédfrmination, including
voluntary separation from Russia of tmationalies forcibly included in the TEsist
empire, but made it clear that it hoped that the 'toiling masses" of the various
nationalties would decide to remain with Russia. It also nationalized all banks and

proclaimed the workers' control of prodacti Industry was nationalized gradually.

Thesepolicies weresupported by mogteople in Russjaand by milions everywhere.
What they did not know and would not support if theéy cknown - was that Lenin
changed his former policgf "All Power to the Councis’ to a new policyof "All
Power to myParty' without admitting itopenly. This was a fatefuchangewhich
eventuayy caused the downfall of Lenin's statdd a hugesetback to the idea of the
stateowned planned,economy Why did Lenin change i policy? He was not
motivated bylust for power but by mistrust ofngone who disagreed with him. He
was a Marxist intelectual, and ke all Marxisits the 19" Century he beieved that
Marx's "Laws of History"were the "Objective Truth" about stoly and society and
he possessed tt. Leniwas surethat those who disagreed with him weverong and
therefore a threat tothe revolution even if they did not intendo harm it Marxists
everywhereshared thisbelief. They were not exceptiondlost 19" Century scientists
thought that scientific theories a r e A Ob | e. Catholies haverthet damde

conviction and therefore accephe infalibiity of the Pope.Marx's "Laws of History"
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became a new, secular, Gothe CommunistParty was a secular Churchis leader
was the secular Pop®larxism was the secular religiofMost secular thinkers in the
19" century inherited from religion the belief inObjective Truth They rejecteda God
whose existence ol not be tesld by experimestor predictiors, but bdeved that a
theory like Marxism,whose predictions of economic crisis, of war and of revolution,
were confrmed,i sObjéctive Truth”. This caused more deaths than belief in God did.

An early Itallan Communist Ignazio Silone (190A.978),met Leninand wrote
"Between 1921 and 1927, | had repeatedasion to go to Moscqvand tke part, as
member of ltalian Communist delegations, in a number of Congresses and meetings
of the Executive The leadership ofthe ConinternA.O.) What struck me most about
the Russian Communists, even in such exceptional personalities as Lenin and Trotsky,
was ther utter incapacity to be farr in discussing opinions that conficted ki
own. Ther adversary, simply for daring to contradict, at once became a traitor, an
opportunist, a hireling. An adversary in good faith is inconceivablehéoRussian
Communists. . . Just as | was leaving Moscow in 1922 Alexandrallontai (a
veteran member of LeninBarty A.O.) said to me:"If you read inthe papers that
Lenin hatiad me arrested for stealimgsilver spoons itihe Kremlin this simply means
that I'm not entirely in agreement with him about some minor problem of agricultural or
industrial policy." Kollontai had acquired her sense of humim the West and so only
used it with people fronthe West. But everthen, in those feverish years of building
the new regime, whernhe new orthodoxy had not yet taken complete possession of
cultural life, how difficult it was to reach an understanding with a Russian Communist
on the simplest, and for us most obvious, questions. How difficult, 1 don't say to
agree, but at least to understand eattierowhen taking what liberty means to a man
of the West, even for a worker."

("The God that failed" Cloimbia University Press, 2001, p. 101)
The reason for this attitude was not Lenin's psychology but his phiosophy.
He believed inObjective Truth and was sure he possesses it sovi@llis different
from his ae wrong He believed thathbse who hold tha harm - objectively - the
revolution even if subjectively they believe they are revolutionaridarxists and
Catholicsshared thebelief in Objective Truth It is for this reason that Lenin changed
his policy from "Power to the Counck' to "Power to ny Party even when the
Bolsheviks had a majority in the councis. The Councis included members of ther

revolutionary parties. Lenibelieved all other parties held wrong viewsthat harmthe
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revolution, ® they had to be excluded. Actualy, ¢iein't trus even his owrParty but

only its leaders, and nadll of them, as Kollontai's joke clarifies

Lenin's mistrustd not onlyother rewlutionaries but alsdhe revolutionary class the
factory workers. Marxsaw that work in factories- unlike manualwork on land -
depends oncooperation of workers and crestattiudes of soldarityrather than
selfishness Such new attitudes mak factory workersinto a classcapable of chamgg
the social mentalityfrom Egacentrismand Ethnocentrismto Anthropacentrism. Marx
advocated "Proletarian Revolution" not dzause factory workers (“the Industrial
Proletariat) were exploited (the Peasants were more exploited but Marx never
considered them a revolutionary clags)t becausdactory workers could create a
society motivated by human solidarityrather than by private or ethnic selfishness.
This coudchangep e o p| e s 0 s erdated kythe raet ofcity tmerahasts No
peasant uprising could do thisBut Lenin saw that mostvorkers carel more about
their daily need (wagesand working onditions) than abouttheir historical role - to
changesocietiescreated bycity merchantsand motivated by selfishnessinto societies

motivated by human solidarity.

Every wing class shapeits society in itsown image. Feudal landlord shapd a
society (and mentality)motivated by obediencewhere "everybody knavs his place"-
and acceptsit - believing it 8 imposedby God City merchantshapged a societyand
a mentalty) motivated byselfishness and rivalrgf the "sdfi-made man'who outwits
others for proftand power They beleved it wa imposed by Nature. Industial
workers could shap@ society motivated byuman solidarity and cooperatiorcaring

for humanity Marx believed this was bourtd happen, due td.aws of History.

Lenin's mistrust ofthe industrial working class shaped his polcy on Tradigons.
It was a sensitivassie. In BB economiesworkers ned Unions to defendher daiy
interess against privateemployers. But do thepeed Uniongto defend themwhen the
employer is @Workers' Staté promoting ther historical interests?

Are workers' Unions needed in Workers'Staté? if so, what is their rol@

In 1920 Alexandra Kollontai and Alexander Shiiaprkov formed a factionin Lenids
Party caling it "The workers opposition"lt was oppostion to Lenin. Seven milion

workers(!) supportedthe "Workers Opposition”.
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The Workers Opposition began to form in 1919, as a result of the policiEvihf
War Communism which creagéd domination of theCentral Committee(CC) of the
Communist Party over localparty brancles and trade unionsAt the end of the Ciil
War the Workers Opposition began agitating againstGtxcontrol ofthe workers

seeking to restore more power to lopakty brancles and trade unions

A sharp conbversy over this issueébeganin the Ninth AlFRussia Conference of the
Communist Partyin September, 1920.lIAsides recognized thdanger of thegrowing

bureaucracy andffered ways tadefeat this bureaucracy.

Trotsky and Bukharin, suggested transfang trade unions into governmemrgans,
in this way gnng unions some controover industrial managementenin and the
right wing of the party including Zinoviev, Kameney Rykov, and Stalin,opposed
this, arguingthat unions should not be a part ofusttial management, biitwas the
role of the party to teach umnized workers how to managhe whole national
economy. They explained that with work@isontrd, the needsof the entiresociety
would be ignored,tha factories were the property of tlamtire society and not only
of thosewho worked in them. Lenin explainetl: What is the point of having Party

if industrial management is to be apped by the trade unions, 90%f whose
members are ngiarty memiers?” (Lenin, Collected WorksV. 32, Page 50)

Lenin's slip about 90% of the workers nditeing members of hiparty reveals a lot

about the naturef his party, its membership, and itst&e

The Workers' Oppositionrepresented the left wing of thearty composed almost
exclsively of unionized workersand veteran revolutionariedt was led by A.G.
Shliapnkoy S.P. Medvedev, andilexandra Kollontai. The group demande that
industrial managemenbe made the responsibiity of unions, which wouldt amly
mean that workers of a particular factory would have control over that factory, but
also that unions would control the national economy as a whole. Kollontai explained
that onlyworkers could decide what was best farorkers - that it was not fopaty
officials to decide what was needed for the whole society, but it was for workers
themselves, the producers of the wealth of society. The Workers Oppositbn h
substantial support amonGommunist Party rank and file but Lenin opposed its
views Kolontai saidThe bais of the controversy is this:hal we implement

communism through workersr over their heads by the ordew$ Soviet officials....
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The solution of this problem as it is proposed by the industrial unions, consists in
gving complete fredom to the workers as regards experimenting, class training,
adjusting and feeling out the new forms of production, as wel as expression and
development otheir creative abilties, byhat class which alone can be the creator of
communism. There can beno selfactivity without freedom of thought and opinion,

for selfactivity manifests itseff not only in initiative, action, and work, but in
independent thoughas wel. We are afraid of masstivity. We ae afraid to give
freedom toclass activity, we @ afraid of criticism, we have ceased to rely on the
masses,and hence we have bureaucracy with wusThat is why the Workers'
Opposttion considers that bureaucracy is our enemy, our scourge, and the greatest
danger for the future existence of the ComniuBRiarty itself. In order to do away

with the bureaucracy that is finding its shelter in $eviet institutions, we must first

of all get rid of all bureaucracy in th@arty itself.... Wide publicity, freedom of
opinion and discussion, right to criteizwithin the party and amonghe members of

the trade unions- such is the decisive step that can put an end to the prevailng
system of bureaucracy. Freedom of criticism, right of different factions to freely
present their views aparty meetings, freedm of discussion- are no longer the
demands of the Workers' Oppositomlone”. (‘The Workers Oppostion"
Shliapnikov", and "Kollontai"on the Internet)

Kollontai wrote: "We believe that the question of reconstruction and development of
the productive fores of our country can be solved only if the entire system of control
over the people's economy is changésEe Shliapnikov report, December 30). Take

notice comrades: ' only if the entire system of contrathfinged.” What does this
mean? The basis of # controversy lpetween the "Workers Oppositioand Lenin.

A.O.] revolves around the question: by what means during this period of
transformation can our CommunBarty carry out its economic policy shall it be by
means of the workers organised inteirtltlass union, or over tle workers' heads-

by bureaucratic meangshrough appointed officil of the State." The basis of the
controversy is, therefore, this: shall we achieve Communism through the workers or
over their heads, by the hands $bviet officials? And let us, comrades, ponder
whether it is possible to attain and build a Communist economy by the hands and
creative abilties of the scions of the other class, who are imimiedheir routine of

the past. If we begin to think as Marxists,samen of science, we shall answer

categorically and explicitly: 'No !
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The root of the controversy and the cause of the crisis lies in the supposition that
'‘practical men’, technicians, specialists, and managers of capmadiduction can
suddenly freethemselves from the bonds of their traditional conceptions of ways and
means of handlng labour (which have been deeply ingrained into their very flesh
through the years of their service to Capital) and acquire the abilty to create new
forms of production of labour organization, and of incentives to work. To suppose
that this is possible is to forget the incontestable truth that a system of production
cannot be changed by a few wdiial geniuses, but througlequirements of a class.
(see"Kollontai Archive" on the Internetarticle written in 1921

In her speech at the f0Congress Kolontaivarned theparty "When you go to a
factory of 900 workers, and during a meeting opaaty resolution 22workersvote, 4
abstain, and the rest simply dhothing it shows inertia, a splt, the dark side pdrty
life we do not fight against”. To awaken workefssupportfor the party the "Workers
Opposttion" proposed thatUnions participate in managinghe factories but Lenin's
BG was running the econony by dictate andexcludel Unions from all decision
making. The "Workers' Oppostichpropogd that unionizedvorkers (blue and white
collar) should electcouncis that would managethe economy at all levels. Delegates
elected by workers, responsible only hmde who had electatdem - not to the Party
or to management should participate in deciding industrial policyhe "Workers'
Opposttiori propogd that Lenin's BGnanages at all levels cease to interferetine
activities of trade unionslt was not oppsed to Lenin's employment of "Bourgeois
specialists” in the economy, but it opposed givinghen administrative powers,

unchecked from below.

Lenin opposed thisand the 10th Party Corgressin 1921 rejeted all these proposals
and banad the "Workers' (pposttiori. He then introduced newparty rules banning
all factions in the party His party rules hold to thisday (2007) in every communist
party In the 11thParty Congress Lenin spoke against ldotai for 45 minutes, and
asked the Congreds expel he from the Party but he lost the vote. It was one of the
rare occasions where the majority oé tdelegates opposed himBut they accepted
his policy on TradeJnions. Theyrejeced the ideahat workers in a"Workers Staté
need Unions to defendther daly interests againsBG officials managingindustry
They also forbade al strikeghis greatly contibuted to the downfall of Lenin'8G

state Al BG economies banned free Workers' Unions theefore many wrkers
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became indifferent or hostile - to BG States. Unions aresafety valves for State#.

a State bans them employéeanger is directed against the State, not against
management For a good desiption of worker® life in a BG state (Hungary) in the
1950s seéWorker in a WorkersStaté Miklos Haraszti, PelicanLondon1977)

In 1953 workers in East Germ@ngBG economy demonstrated againgter
government and in 1956Hungary's workers rose againsther Partyappointed
managers andes up worker® counck to manage industry. USSR tanksinvaded
Hungary and put dowthe workers. The rulers of the USSRfearedthat successf the
Hungarian workersvould inspire workers in alBG economies to ddhe same. Polish
workers demonstrated on this issue in 1970 and in #88§0formedthe Polish Trade
Union Federation inhe Gdanskshipyards. Workers revolting againsenin's type of
"Workers State” damaged theocialist image of Lenin'sstate The invasion of
Hungary and use of tanks against w&ers there, and again, in 1968 in

Czechoslovakiashockedmany communistsand turnedmany against the BG state

Lenin's changeof policy from " All Power tothe councik' to " All Power to myParty"

did not pass without resistancelhe most famouswas the uprising in March 1921 of
the sailors inthe naval brtress of Kronstadt (sethe Internet), outsideSt. Petersburg
harbour It is described in many books and pamphi€@se goodaccount is bythe
socialistanarchist Emma Goldman in her autobiography "Lving my Lie". ~ She
emigrated from Russia tthe USA in 1886 but was deported back to Russia in 1919
for opposing US's participation MWW1. She supportethe Russian revolution and
was in St. Petersburg duringhe Kronstadt uprising. She tried to mediate between

Lenin's government arithe sailors but failed. Another good account is by Ida Mett.

The uprising was started by a strikd St. Petersburg workers complaining about low
food rations. Lemnis State saw itself as guardiaof the historical interests othe
working class and prohibitedtrikes by woikers. Srikes did not edanger Lenin's
sate They endangered t s i ma goekers&6s a tnehd WESR alstrikes were
forbidden. Strike wereput down immeétely by the army if need be by force.

Lenin's Party chiefin St. PetersburgZinoviev, sent troopsagainstthe strikers. The
accumulated frustration ahe strikers was caused by Lenin's guarty rule denying
democratic rightsto all other revolutionary parties. The event that triggereaff the

strike was a dispute over food rationsThe sending of troops againstriking workers
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shocked many including the troops themselves who desisted from shooting strikers.
Leniris loyalists running St.Petersburdeclared martial & in the city

The sailors n Kronstadt fort who fought for the revdution in 1917 Kenin and
Trotsky called them "The flower of the Revolution) sent a delegation to St.
Petersburga investigate eventthere. The delegatiots reportconvincedthe sailors to
support the strikers. They publshed a declaration supportiige revoluton and
caling for return tothe policy of "Al Power to the workers and soldiersocncis’.
Lenin rejected this demand. He rejected mediation attempts by Goldmamda
others. Lenin, Trotsky, andupporters othe one Party Staterejectedany compromise
with those demandingAl Power to the workers and soldiersocincis’. They wanted
a toal victory overthem. Victor Serge, ayporter of Lenin and Trotskyvrote in his
autobiography: "An utimatum was publshed signed by Lenin and Trotskyd
worded in disgusting terms: 'Surrender, or you wil be shot down lke rébbits'
(‘Memoirs of a Revolutionary" by Victor Serge, p 12%Bjotsky ordeed a miitary
attack on Kronstadt. It was led by Tukhachevsky. The attackers Ki@dsailors and
those inprisoned were later shot lest they tell others what happenedMany sailors
were shotwhie shouting”Long Ive the world revolutioh In a speechhtee days
later Lenin admitted: "The Kronstadt men did not realy wanthe counter
revolutionists. Butnether did they want us.” Actualy, they wereagainst OndParty
rue. They wanted rue by wor k er s $ in whichu allcrevbltionary Parties
participate Later Trotsky and Tukhachevskjoowerekiled by the OneParty rule.

Until the 10" Party Congess- which took place duringhe Kronstadt uprisingi in
1921 - members ofLenin's Party could form groups to promote a particular palicy
Such groupswvere known as 'factions”. In 1921 Lenin decided to stop this tradition.
He proposed tthe 10" Congresf his Partythe following resolutions

"6. The Congress,therefore, hereby declares dissoived and ordées immediate
dissolution of all groupswithout exception formed othe basis of one platform or
andher (such asthe Wor ker s 6 O p pthesDernocratioc Cegtralienu grqup,
etc.). Nonobservance of this decision tfie Congress shall entail unconditonal and

instant expulsion fronthe Party

7. In order to ensure strict discipline withihe Party and in all Soviet work and to

secure the maximum unanimityin eliminating all factionalism, the Congress
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authorizesthe Central Committee in cases of breach of discipline or of a revival or
toleration of factionalism, to apply alParty penalties, including expulsionand in
regard to members ahe Central Committee demotingto the status ofcandidate
members and, as an extreme measure, expulsion fibw Party A necessary
conditon for the application of such an extreme measure to membetheoCentral
Committee, candicate members othe Central Committeeand members athe Control
Committee is the convocation ofa full Meeting ofthe Central Committee to which
all candidate members ofthe Central Committeeand al members othe Control
Committee shall be invitel. If such a general assembly thé most responsible leaders
of the Party deems it necessary by a ttlirds majority to reduce a member tbe
CentralCommittee tothe status of candidatenember, or to expel him frorthe Party

this measure shall be poto effect immediately."("Lenin Archive” on the Internet)

The 10" Party Congresg1921) approvedLenin's proposalsas standargbracticein the
Party Approval of the principle of "maximum unanimity in the Party abolished all
opposition to everylocd leadership throughout the country During the civil war
(19191921) Party memberswere stil allowed to criticize théartys policy before it
was approved by the majority, but once it was approved no criticism loagd
After the civil war even thisvas forbidden. @tics of Party policy were labelled as
"misguided” and although they were not punished they wergiedeinfuential jobs.
Later they becamdabelled as "damaigg the revolution" andwere sent into exie.
After Kirov's assassination in 193l criticism was forbidden and those who voiced
it were labeled "enemies of revolutiofor "enemies of the peoplegnd sentenck to
death This happeed to leaders lke Trotsky, Biharin, Zinoviev,Kameney etc. This
polcy spread fromthe Party to al government departmentsnunicipalties, Unions,
and the Army Acceptanceof the principle of thaximum unanimityabolished all
opposition to every leadership throughout the coumifysence of opposition enabled
harmful policiesto persistlong after ther harm was recognized. It left no way to
changeleaders and policke other than by conspiracilo opposition coulcexpress its
views openly before it became a majorit pponentsof a policy had to meet secretly
to collect adherents untthey had a majoty, and then stage a coupAfter Lenin's
death every changef leadership inhis party was done by conspiracy This became

standard practicalsoin the Cabinet, in management idustry, andn the Army.
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Everyonein the Party State Army, or Industy, had to petendthat heagres with his
superiorswhile secretlyconsyring to deposethem.  Conspiracy andeceitbecame a

way of life throughout society

Rosa Luxemburg, founder dhe Polish aad German Communist Partielielong aly

of Lenin, criticized him in 1918 for abolisting the Russian Brliament. Shortly before

she wasmurdeed in Berlin (1919) by nationalistArmy officers she evaluatedLenin's
revolution, in an article entited "The Russian Re v o | u where rshe , warned:
"...Without general elections, without unrestricttéedom of press and assembly,
Without free struggle of opinion, life dies out in every public institution and becomes
a mere semblance of life, in which orllge officials remain asthe active element.
Public ife gradually falls asleep. A few dozeRarty leaders of inexhaustible energy,
and boundless experience, direct amde. Among them, in realty, only a dozen
outstanding heads dtie leading and elte ofhe working class is invited from time to
time to meetings wherethey are to applaudthe speeches othe leaders. And to
approve proposed resolutions unanimoushAt bottom then - a clique affair- a
dictatorship to be sure, ndhe dictatorship ofthe proletariat however, but onlhe
dictatorship of ahandful of polticians, that is a dictatorship time bourgeois sense. In
the sense ofthe rule of the Jacobins, the postponement ofthe C 0 u n €ongresé
from 3-months periods to émonths period3! Yes, we can go evefurther; such
conditons must inaably cause shooting of hostages, etc. a brutalzation of public

life, attempted assassinations, etdsee Rosa Luxemburg on the Inteynet

In 1950 Hanna Arendt- who admired Luxemburg - wrote A Or i gfi ns
Totalitariamiss nfOT odreaghe & ials i @gni < r e a tbandn b y
opposition factions, and criticismThe ban forced critics to conspire In return leaders
sacled - regulaly - quotes of potential critis (many were imprisoned or sht This
creaed mutual mistrust, fear, and dede Open mltical cooperation became
impossible. Poltical and Social cohesion evaporadl This wa no ordinary
dictatorship but a new poltit system- ATot al i tla puivaized soced .
cohesion. People were pressured indefinitdy - lke dust - offering no resisance
This confrmedEngel® § Ma r x 6 s) obseavatibnh & sHistoryiis the domain of
intentiona action and uni nt ent i o.nLarn intended to ocneat®a society
based on economic equalty but by using poltical inequaty he creaed -
unintentionally - Totaltarianism. In 1925, Mussolini emulaed Lenind santt

opposition rule andin 1933 Hitler emulad Mussolinb .s

Len
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Lenin held General Eectiors in Russiaon November 12, 1917. The results were

Party Ideology Votes
Russian SocialRevolutionaries Socialist 16,500,00!
Bolsheviks Communist 9,023,963
lél;(laglrﬂag,nal\r/lig:lem, and otheonRussian Social Socialist 4.400.00C
Constitutional Democrats Liberal 1,856,63€
Mensheviks Social Democratic 668,064
Moslems Religious 576,000
Jewish Bund Socialist 550,000
Ukrainian socialists Social Democratic 507,000
Popular Socialists Social Democratic 312,000
Other Rightist groups Rightist 292,000
Association of Rural Proprietors and Landowners Rightist 215,000
Bashlrs Ethnic 195,000
Poles Ethnic 155,000
Germans Ethnic 130,000
Ukrainian Social Democrats Social Democratic 95,000
Cossacks Ethnic 79,000
Old Believers Religious 73,000
Letts Ethnic 67,000
Co-operators Socid Democratic 51,000
German socialists Sccial Democratic 44,000
Yedinstvo Social Democratic 25,000
Finnish socialists Social Democratic 14,000
Belarusian Ethnic 12,000
Total: 35,333,66!

The low Total is probably due to the fact that the elections took place in cites and the

peasants in theountryside had néaciities enabling them to vote.

On January 5, 1918. this -&8ussian Parliament with all parties present met. In
this Parliament unike in the Workers and SoldieSouncis - Lenin's Party had only
25%. Most other Parties opped Lenin's Peacewith Germany So Lenin dissolved
this Paliament. He insisted on Peace at any cOBte leaders of apartiesprotesed
but the electorateraved Peace and did not oppose thissolutionof a Parlament that
opposed it After this briefinterlude with poltichfreedom Lenin introduced hisne
party State Very soon Luxemburg'grediction became realty with a vengeance. On
August 30, 1918 Fanya Kaplan, member ofthe "Social Revolutionary Party who

spent1l yearsin exie in Siberiafor revolutionary activitiesagainst the Tsarwas so
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outraged by Len's dissolution of the Parllametibat she shot Lenin. He survived
and responded by outlawingl other poltical Parties Later he also banned all
oppostitionwithin his own Party He lived till 1924 and after the assassination attempt
strengthenedthe secret police which eventually léd milions of innocents induding
many of Lenin's comrades Lenin knew that hisattempt to set up a statevned
economyin Russia with its40 milion iliterate peasantsvas a gamble. El pinned his
hopes onrevolutiors in Germany France, and Britain, with theibig industrial
working clases. A combined stat®wned economyf Russiaand Germany could set
a modelfor the rest of tb world. Germany had aevolution in 1918 but - unlke
Russiaits SociatDemocratswanted to reform Capitalism, not to replace German
workers unlke Russian,had freeTradeUnions. They voted forthe SaialDemocrats

who becamea majority in Parlamentandrefused to natinalize the economy.

The German CommunisParty delayed publicion of Luxemburg'sarticle til 1922.
Most communists never heard of this was a grave errpsince wide publicity of her

article could have saveadilions of ives If heeded it would hae saved Socialism.

In Decembed922, 2,215 delegatdeym Communist Parties oRussia Ukraine,
Byelorussia, Azerbajan, Georgia and Armenaet in Moscowand declared the
creation ofthe "Union of SovietSocialist Republics” (USSRt was aStatestretching
from Finland to Alaskaruled by Lenin's CommunisParty A leading Party organizer
namedJosepltalin declaredhe creation otthe new State announcing:

" Let us hope, comrades, that by forming our Union Republc we shal create a
reliable bulwark against international capitalism, and ttie new UnionStatewil be
andhe decisive step toward#he union of the working people ofthe whole world

into a World Soviet Socialist Republic”. (see "The USSR" on the Internet)

The anthem of thenternational revolutionary Left "The International* caling for
worldwide workers' revolution, was declaredtlasanthem of the USSR.

The delegates agreedand the flUnion of Soviet Socialist, Republics ( U Sv&8sR)
establshed. Three @ the four words describing the USSkere Ies:

1) It was not a UNIONout astrictly hierarchical Dictatorship

2) It was notruled by "Sovies" ("Councis”) but byonepoltical Party

3) Its "REPUBLICS' were mere departmentdn the One Party State The publc had

no say in any"re-public” and no "republic” everheld electiors.

Nonetheless the USSR abolished private ownership lands, factories, banks. The

State owned and planned,the entire economy providing al with guaranteed
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employment, statpaid housinghealthcareeducatiorpensionsThis was the core of
Socialism; hence most Marxists everywhere supported the USSR despite all their
criticism of it. The USSR lasted til991. Then it dismantled itself without violence
or civil war. Nothing similarever happened in historyWhy did a world Superpower

disappear without vlence? Only because most of its citizens refused to defend fit.

What flaw in Marx's theory caused its inability to prediobr explain- such a major
historical eventas te USSR collapse? Hitheory of history seestruggles between
social classess the main drive in poltics In a Stateowned econmy no one owns
machines/land/houses/shares.l &conomic decisioimakers are paidemployees.
They can be dismissetNo one hasa Bank account. They cannot pass tigewileges
to their chidren.So theyare not a classNo classes- no class struggleHence
Marxists were unable to understasdcal and poltical struggles insocieties with
stateowned economiesMarx's theory could neither predict, norexplain, social
struggles in BG stateswhy did a 70year old Stateowned, planned, economy,
without a properyowning class, providing all citizens with ful employment, state
paid housing, healthcare, education, and pensidissolve itself without even a
minority of its citizens trying to defend t? The history of the US$Bws that when
people suffer acute material misery they wil tolerate a tyranny that alleviates this
misey. But when peoples' basic needs are satisfieg Wadue their freedom more
than economic benefits grantethem by an oppressoin a society where al are
employes the conficts are about powept about profitsin such a society polidd
equality matters moraghan economic equality.If run directly by all citizens it can
provide both freedom andffluerce, but if run by Partappointed officials it is
oppressive.Lenin's state collapsewas not caused bgconomic crisis, warpr foreign
intervention but by frustraticn accumulating for decadesin its citizens lacking
poltical reedom. The BG Statefailed, not the socialzed economy.In 1919 many
in Russia foughta 2-year civil wartrying to resurrect the Tsarist stabe 1991 no one
in the USSR fought civil war to resurrect Lenin's BG state Even today (2007),
sxteen years after dissoivinthe USSR, with all the wisdom of hindsight, most
former citizens ofLenin's statedo not wish to resurrect. iThey miss the benefits of a
socialized economy but refuse to resurrect & party Statefearing it wil abolish

their poltical freedom.They want a socialized economywithout Bg Government
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8. Stalin = industrialisation + terror

In 1922 Lenin created the post ofséneral Secretary” to handle hBartys
administrative issus: to prepareinner party elections, to nominde people to party
posts to arrangecongressesto pay party officials. He proposed Stalin fothe job.
Stalin was elected Shortly before his death 1924 Leninregrettedhis choice and
sent brief note to the small group leading hig?arty The notesbecame known as
"Lenin's Poltical Testament". See the Internet). Lenin feared that a splt irthe
leadership between Stalin and Trotsky could ditiske Party - and country - into two

hostle campsard dart a new civil war.

Shortly before his death Lenimvrote tothe leadership of hidParty

"é Stalin is too rude and this defect, although quite tolerable in our midst and in
dealing among us Communists, becomes intolerable in a SedBsaeyal. Thatsi

why | suggest thathe comrades think about a way of removing Stalin from that post
and appointing arber man in his stead who in altrer respects differs from
Comrade Staln in having only one advantage, namely, that of being more tolerant,
more loyd more polite and more considerate tte@ comrades, less capricious, etc.
This circumstance may appear to be a neglgble detal. But | think that them
standpoint of safeguards against a split and fiegrstandpoint of what | wrote above
about the relationship between Stalin and Trotsky it is not a [minor] detal, but it is a

detail which can assume decisive importante(see the Internet).

After Lenin's death the leaders his Party met to discusshis note and voted on
Lenin's proposal to rema Stalin from thepost of "General Secretary'But the
outcome ofther vote - rejectedLenin's advicei and entrenchedbtalin in his post.
Why did membersof the leadershiggnore Lenin's advice (a mistake for whittey
paid with ther lives)? They were divided onthe "New Economic Policy". Bukharin
wanted to continudt, Trotsky opposed #  Both were crétive thinkers inventing
new ideas Stalin was atraditional thinker who u®d other people's ideaBukharin
feared Trotskys briliance would win a majority for his policy so he preferred Stalin
Trotsky preferrel Stalin to Bukarn so he did not vote against hirdinoviev,
Kamenevand Rykovfeared Trotsky.They valuedStalin's intellectual inferisity more
than his rudeess This cost them theifives. Stalin was aplotter, not a theoristin

innerparty strugglesthe best plotter- not the bestpoltical thinker - wins. In ALL
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poltical Partiesthe best plotteroutplots rivals to win the leadeship. Mutual mistrust
among the leaders madstaln Head of the CP- and of te world Communist
movement. Zinoviev and Kamenegupporéd himagainst TrotskyA few years later

he executed themand assassinated Trotskin 1937 C.L.R James wroteii Wh a t
Zinoviev and Kamenev did not seé 1924 A.O.] was tlat behind them in this
quarrel the partybureaucracy would inevitable range itself, behind the Party
bureaucracy was the State bureaucracyl behind these were the Capitalist elements
in the Soviet Uniono

( fisR and fall of the Communist InternatiogalSecker &Warburg, 1937p. 149)

In 1991 the officials of BGParty and &teturned mosBG states into BB states.

In 1924 Stalin became Heauf the Party but manyn the Partystil oppogd him He
used his role to gaiotal control He exglled Trotsky and his supporterfsom the
Party replacing them by his own loyalists. Then he used his men tel @mwviev's
and Bukharin's supportersom the Party, replacing them with more of his own
loyalists. By 1929 he was the undisputed leader of they,Reith no open opposttion.
Most biographers demonize him as a cold, ¢rudler. Demonization prevents
understanding. Stalin was pragmatist, not a theorisHe concluded that in the near
future there would be no more revolutions outsidsd&. He &d no doubt BB states
woul d strive t o stateeandt its stafeowhed reconodng st dBe@r
existencethreatened theirs. Defend BG concernedStalin far more than promoting
new revolutions. His supportergere the officials who ranthe Party ath State. He
appoited them. Their rolesnade thenman elte. They aced to defendtheir roles - and
the regime So did he They fearedrevdutionaries like Trotsky andBukharin, who
‘rocked the boat'advocating reolutions in alldomairs and countries. Odfals crave
stabilty, detestrevolutionaries,and mistrust the population. Theiroles - and lives -
depended on StalinHis role - and life - depended on them.Together theykiled
revolutionaries, imprisored opposttionistsand terrorized the population Stalin - and
the officials of BG State and Partile appointed eliminated theRevolutioraries.

Stalin used his skil as a plotteo install his loyalistsas leaderof the Comintern and
most foreign Communist Rrties. In the 1930s people loyal to his polcy of
"Defending the USSR'teplaced mostounders of Communist Parties dedicated
revolution Staliniss replaced revolutonst The world Communist movement
became a churclvith Stalin its Pope Doubting he infalibiity meant that theCP -

and Sodlsm - could be wrong This was unacceptabll Stalin's policies were
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acceptedwithout hesitation or criticisnby all CPs Not out of fear but due tdblind
trust in the only Party that had carried out a successfurevolution andset up astate
owned ecoromy. This Partys leader - whoever he was - represented thdirst
revolution that succeeded teet up &tateowned economy.

For most communistsdoubing Stalin's policy meant doulitg the Revolution and the
Stateowned economy How could one fight dr what one doubts?

Ignazio Silone, leader of the clandestine Italian Communist Party in Mussolini's
Fascist Italy, attended meetings ofhe Comintern leadershipand described this
attitude - andStalin's plotting tactics - as he withessedhem:

“In May 1927, as a representative tbe Itaian CommunistParty | took part with
Togliatti (leader ofltalian Communist Party (ICP) A.O.) in an extraordinary session
of the enlarged Executive athe Comintern Togliatti had come from Paris where he
was runningthe political secretariat othe Party and | from ltaly, where | was in
charge ofthe underground organization (in 1925 Mussolini established his Fascist
dictatorship in Italy and declarethe Communist Party ilegal. Many Communists
were kiled and arsted andthe ICP became a clandestine organization. A.O.) . We
met in Berlin and went to Moscow tdber. The meeting- ostensibly summoned for
an urgent discussion of what direction should be givertheoCommunist Parties in
the struggle "againstthe imminent imperialist war", was actualy designed to begin
the "liquidation" of Trotsky and Zinoviev, who were still members tbé Comintern's
Executive. As usual, to avoid surprisdise full session had been precedednd every
detail prepared by the so-called Senioiconvener consisting ofthe heads othe most
important delegations. Toafti on that occasion insisted, that | should accompany
him to these restricted sittings. According tbe rules, only he had a right to attend on
behalf of the Italian delegation; but rightly foreseeing what complications were about
to arise, he preferred to hawbe support ofthe representative othe clandestine
organization. Atthe first sitting which we attended | hatthe impression that we had
arrived too late. Wewere in a small office inthe Comintern Headquarters.The
German Thalerman was presiding andbegan reading out a proposed resolution
against Trotsky, to be presentedtia full session. This resolution condemned the
most violent terms, a document wtni Trotsky had addressed toe Poltburo ofthe
Russian CommunisParty The Russian delegation at that dapession othe Senior
convener wasin exceptional one Stalin, Rkov, Bukharin, and Manuilsky.

At the end ofthe reading Thalemann asked if weerg in agreement wittihe proposed

resolution. The Finn Ottomar Kuusinen found that it was not strong enough. it



74

should be said openly" he suggested 'ti@ document sent by Trotsky tthe
Politburo of the Russian CommunistParty is of an entirely coust-revolutionary
character and constitutes clear proof it man who wrote it no longer has anything

in common withthe working class.” As no one else asked to speak, after consulting
Togliatt, 1 made my apologies for having arrived late and so aahdn been able to
seethe document which was to be condemned. 'To theltruth” Thalemann declared
candidly 'we haven't sedghe document d¢he".

Preferring not to beleve my ears | repeated my objectiorthir @ords: "It may very

well be true" | sal, "that Trotsky's document should be condemned, but obviously |
cannot condemn it before I've read it". 'tMei have we" repeated Thalemann,
fnether have the majority of the delegations present here except the Russians,
read the document”. Thalemanspoke in German and his words were translated into
Russian for Stalin and into French for two or three ofTie reply given to me was

so incredible that | rounded dhe translator. "It's impossible” | said "that Thalemann
should have said that. | mussk you to repeat his answer word for word". At this
point Stalin intervened. He was standing over at one sidleedbom, and seemette

only person present who was calm and unrufled’he'Poltical Office ofthe Party

said Staln "has considerethat it would not be expedient to translate and distribute
Trotsky's document tahe delegates othe International Executive, becauslesre are
various allusions in it tahe policy of the Soviet Staté. (The mysterious document
was later published abroday Trotsky himself in a booklet entited’toblems of the
Chinese revolutiohand as anyone can today see for himself it contains no mention of
the policy of the Soviet Statebut a closely reasoned attack te policy practiced in
China by Stalin andhe Comintern In a speech of April 15 1927, the presence of

the Moscow Committees Stalin had sungthe praises of Chiang K&hek and
confrmed his personal confidence tihe Kuomintang (Chiang Kaishek's Nationalist
Party A.O.) . This was barely a weelefore the famous antiCommunist volteface of

the Chinese Nationalist leader and of Reurty The Communists were expeled from
the Kuomintang overnight; tens of thousands of workers were massacred in Shanghai
and, a month later, in Wuhan. It was natuteefore that Stalin should have been
anxious to avoid a debate dmese matters seeking to protect himself behind a screen
of 'raisond'Etat’).

Ernst Thalemann asked me if | was satisfied with Stalin's explanation. "I do not
contest the right of the Politburo of the Russian CommunisParty to keep any

documents secret" | said "But | do not understand hdle& can be asked to
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condemn an unknown document”. At this indignation against myself and Togliatti,
who appeared to agree with what | had saidkewkmo bounds. It was especially
violent on the part of the Finn, whom | have already mentioned, a Bulgarian and one
or two Hungarians. "lis unheard of' cried Kuusinen, very red tine face, "that we

stil have such pettpourgeois inthe fortress of Wod Revolution. He pronounced
the words "pettybourgeois” with an extremely comical expression of contempt and
disgust. The only person who remained calm and imperturbable was Staln. He said:
"If a single delegation is againgfte proposed resolution, should not be presented.”
Then he added "Perhaps our Italian comrades are not fuly awarbeaohternal
situation. | propose thahe sitting be suspended until tomorrow and that one of those
present should be assignde: task of spendinghe evening wih our Itallan comrades

and explain our internal situation tteem"

The Bulgarian Vasil Kolarov was given this ungrateful task. He carried it out with tact
and goodhumour He invited us to have a glass of tea that evening in his rodne at
Hotel Lux. He faced up tehe thorny subject without much preamble.

"Let's be frank" he said to us with a smie "Do you think I've reclocument? No

| haven't. To tell youhe whole truth | can add that that document doesn't even interest
me. Shall | go fuhe? If Trotsky had sent me a copy here secrdtl refuse to read

it. My dear Italan friends this isn't a question of documents. | know that Italy is a
classic country of academies, but we arent in an academy here. Here wethare in
thick of a strugglefor power between two rival groups dfe Russian Politburo.
Which of the two groups do we want to line up with? That® point. Documents
dont come into it. It's not a question of findirthe historic truth about an
unsuccessful C Is iangaestien ofr ae sirugdleufor ipower. betweendtwo
hostile - irreconcilable - groups. One's got to choose. I'm fine majority group.
Whatever the minority says or does, whatever document it draws up agtiest
majority, | repeat to you that I'm fahe mgority. Documents don't interest me. We
aren't in an academy here." He refilled our glasses with tea and scrutinized us with
the air of a schoolmaster oblged to deal with two unruly youngsters. "Do | make
myself clear?" he asked addressing me spegficalCertainly” | replied. "Very clear
indeed”. "Have | persuaded you?" he asked again. "No" | s&dd why not?" he
wanted to know. "l should have to explain to you" | said "why | am against Fascism".
Kolarov pretended to be indignant, whie Todlia¢ixpressed his opinion in more

moderate, but no less succinct, terms. "One can't just declare onesledf foajority
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or for the minority in advance" he said, "One can't igndhe poltical base ofthe
question".  Kolarov listened to us with a benevblemie of pity "You're stil too
young" he explained as he accompanied ushéodoor. "You haven't yet understood
what politics are all about".

Next morning inthe Seniorconvent, the scene ofthe day before was repeated. An
unusual atmosphere of nervoess pervadedhe littte room into which a dozen of us
were packed. "Have you explain¢itk situation to our Italan comrades?" Stalin asked
Kolarov. "Fuly" the Bulgarian assured him. 'If a single delegate” Stalin repeated 'is
againstthe proposed resoloin it cannot be presented the full session. A resolution
against Trotsky can only be taken unanimously. Are our Italian comrades” he added
turning to us favourable tothe proposed resolution?"

After consulting Togliatti | declared: "Before takirbe resolution into consideration
we must seethe document concernedThe Frenchman Albert Treint anthe Swiss
Jules HumberDroz made identical declarations (bothtldém, a few years later, also
ended outsidethe Comintern). The proposed resolution is \Wwilrawn" said Stalin.
After which we hadthe same hysterical scene #w% day before, withthe indignant,
angry, protests, of Kuusinen, Rakosi, Pepper, @edothers. Thalemann argued from
our "scandalous" attitude th#te whole trend of our anfrascistactivity in Italy was
most probably wrong and that if fascism was stil so firmly entrenched in ltaly it must
be our fault. He asked because of this thatpolicy of the Italian CommunistParty
should be subjected to a thorough sitting.

This was done an@s a reprisal for our "impertinent” conduct those fanatical censors
discovered thathe fundamental guiding lines of our actvity, tracedtlie course of

the previous years by Antonio Gramsci, were seriously contaminated by a petty
bourgeois spirit. Togltti decided that it would be prudent for us to address a letter to
the Poltburo of the Russian CommunisParty explaining the reasons for our attitude

at that meeting ofthe Executive. No communistihe letter said in effect would
presume to questionhe historical preeminence of our Russian comrades the
leadership ofthe Comintern. But this preminence imposed special duties on our
Russian comradeslhey could not applythe rights it gavethem in a mechanical and
authoritarian way. This letter wasceived by Bukharin whaent for us at once and
advisedus to withdraw it so as not to worsen our already appaling poltical situation."
("The God that failed"Columbia University Press. 2001 p 106)

But this wasn'tthe end of the affair "In Berlin, on my way back, | read ithe paper

that the Executive ofthe Cominternhad severely rebuked Trotsky for a document he
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had prepared about recent events in China. | wenheooffices of the German
Communist Party and asked Thalemann for an explanatiorhis' is untrue” | said to
him sharply. But he explained thdhe statutes ofthe Comintern authorized the
Presidium, in case of urgency, to adopt any resolutiotherame ofthe Executive.
During the few days | had to stay in Berlin, whie waiting for rfalse documents to
be put in order, | read ithe papers thathe American, Hungarian and Czechoslovak
Communist Parties had energetically deplored Trotsky's letter. thtasnysterious
document finally been producethen?" "No" he answered me "But | hopthe
example set bythe American, Hungarian, and Czechoslovak Communists has shown
you what Communist discipline meanshese things were said with no hint of irony
but indeed with dismal seriousness that befitieel nightmare realty to whictthey
refered.”  (The God that failed" p. 111)

Why did German American, Hungarianand Czechoslovak communists behdie
this? In 1927 communisteutside theUSSRdid not fear reprisals by Stalin. Togliatti
remained leader othe Itallan CommunistParty til his death in 1964. Support for
Stalin at that time as not due tdear. Ferventsupport for USSRwas typical of most
communists everywherelher sense of criticism sharp and alt when dealing with
BB economies- becameparalyzed when dealing withenn 6BG state Even leaders
ke Bil Haywood, founderof the American IWW (Industi Workers of the Wdadf)
suffered from this symptofn.s ee fALiving my Lifed by Emma
Later, n the 1930s Stalin's response to dissidenthanged and mg feared to
criticize him lestthey - or ther famiies - lose ther jobs, freedom, pblves. But inthe
1920's Communists did not fear Staliryet they adamantlyrefused to criticize him.
For two reasons:

1. Fearof disillusionment.

Many feaed that if the leader of the USSRwvas wrong then somethingcould be
wrong with a stateowned economy. Maybe even with Marx theoryThis would
shatter thie hope that astateowned planned,economywould solve all social ils. If

it doesrt, thenwhy make a revolutioR They feared to lose hope. For many people
hopeis more important thanlife, andloss of hopes worsethan loss of life.

2. Respectfor the only party that succeedetb carry out a socialist revolution.

Any leader ofthat party (if Trotsky, Bukharinor Kirov, were leadershe attitude
would have been the samelvas not s person but a symbol, symbolizingp most
communistseverywhere- the Party and theParty symbolzed theRevolution. They

believed - wrongly - that byalty to theleaderwasloyalty to the revolution.

G
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Ignazio Silonerecountsanincident which illustrates thadoration ofLenin

" One of my best frierg] the Head of the Russian Communist Youth, Lazar Schatzky,
one evening confided to me how sad he was to have bee too late, and not to
have taken part either in the 1905 or 1917 revolutions. "But there'l stil be
revolutions”, |1 said to console him, '"There'l aways be need of revolutions, even in
Russia”. We were in the Red Square, not far from the torherai. "What kind?"

he wanted to know, "And how long have we got to wait?" Then | pointed to the tomb,
which was stil made of wood at that time, and before which we used to see everyday
an interminable procession of poor ragged peasant slowly fithgoresume you love
Lenin", 1 said to him'l knew him too and have a very vivid recollection of him. You
must admit with me that this superstitious cult of hemmy is an insult to his
memory and a disgrace to a revolutionary city lke Moscow'suggestd to him, in
short, that we should géold of a tin or two of petrol, and make "a liitle revolution"
on our own by burning the totem hut. To be frank, | did not expect him to accept my
proposal there and then, but at least | thought he would laugh hbtngteadof

which my poor friend went very pale and began to tremble violently. Then he begged
me not to say dreadful things of that kind, either to him or stil less to others. (Ten
years later, when he was being searched for as an accomplce ofeZinbei
committed suicide by throwing himself from the fith floor of the house he lived in).

| have been present at the marchjpgst of immense paradesf people and armies at

the RedSquare, but in mynind the recollection of that young friend's emotand of

his frightened and affectionate voice has remained stronger than any other image
there It may be thathat memory is "Objectively” more important”.

("The God that failed" Columbia University Press, 2001, p.102)

Not only Schaky's adorationwas genuing so was thia of the peasants fling past
Lenin's tomb. It wasn't a "superstitious cult of a mummy" kautvoluntary gesture of
respect forthe man who gave them lardo one foced them to visit his grayend to
reach Moscow hey had to overcomemany difficultes. Yet they undertook these
hardships to express their grattude. When milions of mourners kept fling past
Lenin's coffin after his death ih924 thepolitical leadership decided againstprotess

by Lenin'swidow - to embalmhis body and use the mournees a symbl of support

for the regime. Mournerscame to pay homage to the man, not to the regime.
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The confict between Stalirand Trotsky had its personal casiséStalin was jealous
and paranoid He envied,hated and fearedTrotskys briliance asthinker and orator
whose predictions were repeatedly confrmed whie his daied repeatedly
Trotskys intellectual arrogancecaused him to underestimag&tain and to ignore his
skil as a plotter Trotsky despisedStalin as stupid, 8honest, and vulgar. Stalin knew
Trotsky hadthe abilty - and credentials to replace him as leader thie USSRand of
the world revolutonary movement. He knew that if he coradita big bluder
Trotsky could replace him.Whie Trotsky was alive Staliwas replaceable so Helt
poltically insecure. This motivated him to kil Trotsky in Mexico even as late a

1940, though he kneWrotsky had néiler men nor means tharm him

However, the basic reason for theonfict between Staln and Trotskyas not
personal but poltical andwould have surfacel anyway, even with different
personalties.lts causes are roatein Marx's theory. Marx believedhat economic
collapse of BB economiesand the rise ofStateowned planned, ecmnomies is an
inevitable phae in the evolution of all societies. However, thisould not occur
simultaneously all over the worldut was bound to stanh industrial soieties and
spreadgradually to all ahers. How should astate with a stateowned economyrelate
to states with a BB economywhich have not yet had aevolutior? Marx never
considered this problenMoreover, asocialzedeconomyin an agrcultural societ of
140 milion iliterate peasantsontradictedhis theory.

After achieing power Leninfaced a newproblem What foreign policy to conduct?
To act as &tateor as a revolutionary? To seekrmal relations i BB states or to
help ther revolutionaries to overthrovthem? (The same problem caused the split
between Casb and Che Guevara in 19657l BB states wae hostie to Lenin'8G,
so how oughthe USSRto defend itself? Two foreignpolicy strategies were possible.
1) To hrelp revolutionaries in BB Stateto make more revolutions.(As Ho-ChiMin,
leader of North Vietham, used to sayhé best way to helpvietham is to make a
revolution in your own country) This meantconstat confict with all BB states.

2) To establish normal relations with BBtates andto try convincing them that the
USSR has no intention to overthrowthem, thus redudng ther hodiity to USSR
This implied minimal support for other revolutionariesthe first approach was called
"Permanent Revolution* the second "Socialism in One Countryivifere revolution

won - rather than everywhere)The two contradicted eachtloer. Lenin did not
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resohe this contradiction He createdthe "Cominterri to promote revolutionsin BB
statesandalsoembassies in BB statés promote normal relationgiith them

Trotsky supportedPemanent Revolution" Stalin - "Socialism in One country".
When Stalin won the power struggle in his Party he redefined"a revolutionary as:
"One who alwaysdefendsthe USSR. This changedhe prioriles of all communists-
from making a revolutionin ther own country to defendhg the USSR Acceptance
of this princple turned revolutionaries into StalinistsAny revdution causing
problems for the USSR had b be abandonedin 1943 Sain dismantled the
Comintern and changed thanthem of the USSRrom 'The International'to a
patridic song praising the USSRIn its 1944 version the lineLbng Live our Soviet
Motherland" is repeated three times but revolution is not mentioned ofbe.
original anthencallng for arevolution of workers all over the worldeased to be the

USSR's anthem This expressedstalin's home &d foreign policies

A Yugoslav communist leader(Miovan Djlas) who visted Stalin in 1943ecalled

that Stalin said to hiié The situation with the Comintern was beammmore and
more abnormalMolotov and | were racking our braifiow to improve reltions

with USA and UK during WW2. A.OJwhie the Comintern was puling in its own
direction and the discord grewt is easy to wrk with Dimitrov [the Bulgaria leader

of the Comintern. A.O.] but with the others it was harder. Most important qf thitre

was something abnormal, something unnatafzut the very existence of a general
Communist forum when the Communist parties should have been searching for a
national language and fight under the conditions prevaiing in therr own countries”
("Conversabns with Staln" by Miovan Dijlas, Harcourt, Brace New York
1962.p.80). Djilas adds that Dimitrov himself told him: "It was apparent that the main
power in the spread of Communism was 8@viet Union and that therefore all forces
had to gather arountd" [same bookp.33]

The original defintion "Revolutonaries are those who makeevolutiors' was
denouned by Stalin as"irresponsibleadventurism. Hereplacedit by a new one:
"Revolutionaries are thoseho always, and ewavhere, defendhe USSR

Stalin feared thatf the USSR supporéd revolutiors in other courries their rulers
would try to destroythe USSR Trotsky arguedhat this wouldbe the casesven ifthe
USSRdid not support revolutiosss Anti USSR policies were not a response to URS
foreign policy but to its socialized economy. &tes with BB economies- afficted by

unemployment - feared the attractiona socialized economy had on thér own
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unemployed Guaranteedemployment, statepaid housinghealtltare education were
very attradive to unemployed, urefpaid, and unpensioned workersBB economies
who could not afford to send theihidren to college, opay a doctor.

The sheerexistence of a statewned economyh®wed that itwas a viable alternative
Women in the USSRhad full equaty in jobs and wagesand legalized abortionsaid
by the state whie in BB economies abortions were a@ne or very expensiveMany
unemployedsaw thesocializedeconomy a a desirable optionThis scaredall states
with BB economies They knew the USSRwould not attack them as its leaders
believed BB economies musblapse due to economic criséey fearedthatB GO s
social benefit wil influencetheir own unemployedto act fora stateowned economy
in their owncountry So hey demonisedhe USSRregime and triedo topple it.

To reduce hostity to the USSRtdin decided to restrainrewlutions everywhere
Trotsky argued that thisvould not reduce hostiity tothe USSR In 1927 Stalin
supported the Chinese Nationalists led by Chiargai-Shek whie Trotsky argued
against this. Stalin ordereithe Chinese communists to form an aliance with Chiang
KarShek. This putthem under Chiang's control whased the first opportunity ©
massacreghem. In 1937 whenJapaninvaded China andhe USA gave Chiangarns

to fight Japan they asked him: "Why do you use ourweaponsagainst Chinese
Communists ratherthan againstthe Japanese invadersM™e replied: "Becausethe
Japanese atike arash orthe skin butthe communists ar@ cancer” He was rigt.

In 1945 Japan surrenderedln 1949 Mao-Tse Tung's mmunistsdefeated Chiang
KaiShek'snationalistsand set upa staterun economyin China In a country of 400M
people Where milions died of hunger they saw to it that every citizen got one cup of
rice per day. fis alone was a majoachievement Since then China's population has
increased to 1.Bhilion all of whom eat, dress, anatel, incomparably better thahey
did befor e. Theacase $oa statgningdeconomygainedmore by Mao's
victory than by Stalin's policyof cubing Mao's revolutionary zeal ardliance with

the nationalists  Trotsky predicted this anevasprovedright again

In the 1950s and 1960ke USSRs foreign policy faced the samediemma when
struggles for indepemahce started in British, French, Portuguese, Belgian, and Dutch
colonies in Africa and Asia. Liberation struggles were led by two grous:
Nationalists and Marxists. The nationalistswanted independencethe Marxists -

independence and aaterun economy. USSR rulers continued Stalin's policy by
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supporting mostly nationalists, notMarxists. They feared that quport for a staterun
economywould increase hostilityto the USSR In Cuba, Fidel Castro- while fighting

in the Cuban mountainfl957/8) against e corrupt Bati® regime- was denounced
by communistseverywhere (including in Cubag a"petty bourgeoisdventuret.

In addition to this diemma in Foreign Policy, the USSR faced a diemma ints
agricuttural economy.lts 140 Milion Peasants withther privately run farms, who
originally supported Lenin, were bound to come into conflict wlith Stateowned
planned,economy. In 1921 Lenin approvethe "New Economic Policy" allowinghe
peasants to sell part dfar produce athar own prices the other part was sold tdhe
Stateat fixed price and ensured basic food rations to all citizefi$)e taxes imposed
on the peasants enabletthe regime to pay forindustrialization, to buid dasp power
stations, and heavy industry. Bthe pace of industlizaton was slow, andhe
peasants found thaiher money could not By much. The peasartt lack of motivation
could slow down industrialization andcause food shortagefood production was in
the hands of the peasants, not of the statd928 Stalindedaded to takea drastic step
by abolisling al private farms and d#ty up collective, stateowned farms 140
milion peasants losther farms ovenight. At a stroke heturned all peasants into
enemies ofthe USSR From supporters of Lenithey turred overnight into enemies
of Staln In 1929 e set up stateowned communal farms ("Kolkhozes") and forced
the peasants intothem. It was a fateful decisigncausinga famine in which seven
milion peasantsdied. To makethe peasants work Stalin terrorizeghem by arresting
20 milions and sendinghem to forcedlabar camps. A network oforcedlabour
camps ("Gulag”) was set up all ovlre USSR and milions were forced to workin
abysmal conditionsExperts estimate that introducisgateowned agricultue cost the
lves of 20M peasants.In 1928 Stalin introduced hisfirst "Five Year Plan” to
accelerate industrializatiorits successvas declared already in 1932 but Stadmid
the USSRwas 50 yearsbehind the world's industrial powersand must "industrialize

or be crushed by its enemies. Starting in 1928, the firsdb F irYveea r puitt ey s 0
foundation for a heavy industry in Russiabd
years for capital to accumulate through the expansion of light indusidy,wainout
reliance on foreign loansThe country wasindustrialized at an unbelievable pace,
surpassing Germanyos pace of industrializa
earler in the twentieth. After reconstructiithe economy, and after the initiplans of
further industrialization were fulfled, the rate of growth slowed downi ibustil

surpassed mostther countries in terms of total material production (GDP)
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Despite difficutieswith the first plan, Staln went ahead witthe Second Five Yea
Plan in 1932.The Second FiveYear Plan(19321937) brought a spectacular rise in
steel production, more than 17 milion tons, pladihg USSR close to Germany as
one ofthe worldd snajpr steelproducing countriesThe second Byear plan was not
uniformy successful, faiing to reachthe recommended production levels in such
crucial ar@as as coahnd ol However, industrialization progressed fast and by 1938
the USSR was an industrial power. 16941 it produced 6590 tanks whie Germany
(whose giBl wazkrdepended on t.dm1042)(dupg oduced
WW2) USSR produced 24.446 tanks and Germaogly 9300.In 1941 USSR
produced 15,735 aircraftbut Germany only 1776. In 1942 itproduced 2336
aircraft and Germany only 1556. The industrialorkforce in USSR was 11M in
1941 whie the German was 16M.Considering thatUSSR stateowned economy
began to industrializenly in 1921 in a dewatel backward country without experts
or loans from abroadits achievementswere amazing. Howevethe hardshipscaused
by industrialization initiated secret opposition to Stalin evemwithin his party Stalin
worried he might be rplacedby Kirov, thePartyleaderin Leningrad.

In the 17" Congress ofthe Party (January 1934)all delegates applaudeStaliis
speech bt in the secret ballofor membershipof the Politburo267 voted against
Stalin and only 4 againd€irov. Delegatesapproached Kiro\asking himto run for the
post of General Secretary of the Partyolotov falsified the election results
annoucing Stalin asthe winner. The \wting agains him after the applause orhis
speech shocke&talin and deepenechis mistrust of theParty..In December '3&Kirov
was assass@ied probably by Stalin's instigaton whaccused Zinoviev,Kameney
Bukharin, andtheir followers and rigggd a seriesof show trials (1936/7)8 agaist
them. All were framed on false chargesAll trials consisted only of admissions by the
accused who did not try to defend themselves after being tortured and their famiies
threatened. fiey wereshot as "Enemies of the RevolutlonThus Stalin "purged” the
Party of all criticskiling most delegags to the 1934 Congress amostleaders of the
1917 revolution who could replace himFrom 1937 onwards th€ommunistParty of
the Soviet Union (CPSU) wagmerely a rubber stamp for Stalin'decisions.

Stalin knewthat four eltes had motivation, ability and credibility to replacehim:

1) Prel917 Revolutionary leaders. 2) Planners of the econdd)y The High
Command of the Army, and 4lhe Command of the secret serviceTo preemptall
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conspiracies against him heaprisoned prominent members eéch elte forcinghem

by torture and threatgo their famiies to admit false charges of treasomnd to
denouncetheir friends He then stagedshowtrials (193538) where the accused
publicly admited their- and their friends'-"guit”. All the accusd and implicated
were executed. &nunciationof friends served to destroyrust. Without trust noone
could organize a conspiracy Thus Stalin preemptal all conspiracies to depose him.

In 1956, Nikita Khrushchewvthe new leaderof the CPSlJgavea secret speech to the
20" Congress of th€PSU where he told thousands of delegates

"Having at its disposal numeroukata showing brutal and arbitrary stepmiast Party
officials, the presentCentral Committee set up Party commission undethe control

of the Central Committee's Presidium. It has been chavgtd investigating what
made possible mass repressions against rtiagority of the Central Committee
members and candidates electedtite 17th Congress of the Allnion Communist
Party (Bolsheviks). This commission has become acquainted with a large quantity of
materialsin the NKVD archives and with other documents. It has established many
facts perning to the fabrication of casemgainst Communists, téalse accusations,
[and] to glaring abuses of socialist legality, whidsulted in the death of innocent
people. It became apparent that mdtgrty Soviet and economic activists who in
19371938 wvere brandedenemies” were actually never enemies, spies, wreckers,
etc., but werehonest Communists. They were merely stigmatized [as enemies].
Often, no longer able to bear barbaric tortures, they charged thenisthtbe order

of the investigative piges/falsifiers)with grave and unikely crimes.

The commission has presented to the Central Commitee's Predahgthy and
documented materials pertaining to mass repressions atj@nstelegates to the 17th
Party Congress and against members of t@entral Commitee elected at that
Congress. These materials have besmdied by the Presidium.

It was determined that of the 139 members and candidates of the Ceminaittee
who were elected at the 17th Congress,p88&ons (.e70%) were arrested anshot
(mostly in 19371938. What was the compositon of the delegates to th& 17
Congress? It is known that @0of the voting participants of th&7th Congress joined
the Party during the yearsdefore theRevolution and during the Civil War, i.d&efore
1921. By socialorigin the basic mass of the delegates to the Congress were workers
(60% of the voting members)For this reason, it is inconceivable that a Congress so
composed coulchave elected a Cenkr&@ommittee in which a majorityvould prove

to be enemies of theParty The only reasons why 0 of the Central Committee
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members and candidates elected at tH8 Congress were branded as enemies of the
Party and of the people werbecause theyvere slandered, accusations against them
were fabricated, and revolutionary legalty was gravely undermined.
The same fate met not only Central Committee members but alsovajbety of the
delegates to the 17tParty Congress. Of 1,966 delegatedth either voting or
advisory rights, 1,108 persons were arrestedcharges of antievolutionary crimes,
l.e., decidedly more than anajority. This very fact shows how absurd, wid and
contrary to commorsense were the charges of counterrevolutionary crimes made out,
as wenow see, against a majority of participantstha 17thPartyCongr'es s é

(for the full speech see the Internet)
Khrushchev was a former Stalin loyalist. In 1936 he participated in perpetrating the
crimes he denouncem 1956. This was well known, so someone in the audience of
the 26" Congress shoutethnd what did you dacomrade Khrushchev, when all these
crimes were perpetrated?" Khrushchev remdd: "Who asked this question?”

No one stood up. Khrushchev treaid: 'That's your answer"

Al Communist partiesn the 1930sdefended &lin's show trials. They arguetthat
the accusatian were valid, and the legal procedures were eropn the trialsthe
accusedadmitted their guit and presented defence Some trials lasted a day or two
from accusation to ecution. No wonderKhrushchev's speech causednajor criss
in every Communist Partyit startedthe decline of the entire Communist movement.
Nothing like Khrustthev's revelationshad ever happenedn history However, his
speechwas not due ta 'troubledconscience”. It was a calculated mdeepreempt
attempts by Stalinistén the CPSU leaderbip to depose him. Hdiscredied Stalin's
supportersby his revelations Outside the USSR he discreditedl thbse whojustified
Stalin's show trials, dbllowed theUSSR bindly opposing anyriticism of it.

Stalis apologistsargue that despite his atrocities he changed the USSR from a
backward agricultural society into a modern, industrialized, woddvep From a
socialst point of view this is irrelevant sincaciallan aimed to lberate humanity
from oppression, exploitation andocial injustice througheconomic equality not to
modernize one countryLeniris OneParty state k#d sociaism Sociabm is dead.

So too is the idea that a Staten economy wil solve all sual ils. The alternative to

Big Businessis not Big Governmentbut direct @mocracy- a society where any

cttizen can at any time- propose, debate, angbte on ap issue of soiety.
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0. WW?2, the "Cold War" and the fall of Socialism.

Whie Stalin was harassinySSRs citizensto "industrialize or be crushed"all
privately run economies plungeidto their worst economiccrisis ever. The collapse
of the New York siock market on "Black Thursday’, October 24829 threw all BB
economies intother worst economiccrisis (dubbed "Depression’rather than "Crisig"
Unemploymentin all BB economiessoaed to an all time high Many businessmen
committed suicide But in the USSR citizens enjoyedguaranteedemployment (some
of it forced) statepaid housing statepaid heathcare statepaid educationand state
paid pensions.Communist PartiesniBB economies gained popularityand members.
The advantageof BG economy oveBB economy wasever moreglaring than during
the 1930s. The USSR stateowned ecanomy expanded rapidly providingll citizens
with jobs, incomes, statepaid housing education,health servicesand pensionsyhile
the BB economies created continuous unempjonent for 25% of the workforce,

causing many to &e theirhousing, healthcaregducation hope,andeventheir life.

Unemployment in Germangwelled the ranks dfvo Parties- Nazis andCommunists.
Each had tts solution fothe economic crisis The Nazs - war. The Commursts - a
stateowned economy. The Nazis promisedful employment andrevival of National
Pride humiiaed by defeatin WW1 and by the Versailes Peace treatymposed on
Germany The Communists prom&d a Stateowned economy withful enployment,
statepaid housing, healthcae, educationand pensionsin the January 1933 elections
the Nazis got11l.7M votes, the Socialists 7.2M the Communists- 6M. A Socialist
Communistsaliance with 13.2M votescould have stoped Hitler, but Stalin orered

the Comintern in its 0 congress in July 192% pass a resolution caling on all
Communist partiesTo conduct a determed struggle against the SociakMocrats,
especially their Left section, being the worst enemy. To sever all links with tllem an
expose their socidhscist naturgé This polcy enabled Hitler to becane ruler of
Germany andto outlaw all other parties. Hamprisoned alCommunists andleclared
repeatediyhe would destroy Communism.So did Mussolini the Italian Dictator. The
British and Fench governmentdked this In 1933 Germany had no army, navy or
air-force, but by 1938 it had all three big and modernizedThis was possible only
becauseBritain and Francealowed it. Shortly dter Mussolini set up his fascist
dictatorshipin Italy (1925) Winston Churchillvisited him in 1927declaring

" If | were an Italian | am sure that | would have been wholeheartedly with you from

start to finish in your triumphant struggle agaitts® bestial appetites and passions of
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Leninism. . . . Your movement has rendered a serviceh®whole world. The great

fear which has always beset every democratic leader or warlkisg leader has been

that of being undermined or overbid by someone more extreme than he. It seems that
continuous progre®s to the Left, a sort of an inevitable landslide intle abyss, was

the characteristic of all revolutions. ltaly has shown tthete is a way of fightinghe
subversive forces, which can ratlhe mass ofthe people, properly led, to value and

wish to defend the honar and stabiity of civiized society. She has providiée

necessary antidote the Russian poison” ("The Times" 21.1.1927)

Shortly after WW1 (in March 1920) Churchil sent Prime Minster LiGeorge a
memorandum suggestingbuiding Germany as a bulwark against Lenin's regime.

In 1935 Churchilsaid "One may dislike Hitler's system and yet admire his patriotic
achievement. If our country were defeated | hope we could find a champion as
admirable to restore our courage and leadback to our place amortige nations".

("Winston Churchill in warand peace" Emrys Hughes, Glasgow 195939)

Churchil's idea to we Hiler to destroy Communism had its consequendés
Versailes Treaty forbade Germany to buid tanks, wamgslaguns bigger than
150mm, or keep an army of more than 100,000 soldirile 198 of the Treaty
states. "The armed forces of Germany must not include any miltary or naval air for€2s."
13.10,1933 Germany left the League of Nations and the Disarm&uefgrence On
16.31935 Hitler introduced univesal military service From August 2,1934, German
soldiers swore allegianca® Hitler, not to Germany or its constitution.On 30.5.1937
German warships bombarded the port of Almeria in republican Sgan1936 Hitler
had a moderrair force, tanks navy, and abig army, This was a blatant violation of
the Versailes treatyBritain and Francedid nothingto stop any violation of the treaty.
On April 26, 1937, Hiler's new ar force, suppoitg the Fascist Franco rebelion
againstthe elected government of Spabpmbed the Basque town of Guernica kiling
some 1700 pedp and wounding many more. Was the first planned bomhg of
civiian population in history. It caused world-wide protest. Many governments
declared bombingf civlians a War Crime.Fim newseels all over the worldshowed
bombers ofHitler's new air forcedropping ther bombs. Hitler's violations of the

Versaliles treaty were knownWhy didn't Britain and Frace stop theseviolations?
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Former PM Lloyd George told Parliament (28.11.1934)1 n a very short
perhaps in a year or two, the Conservative elements in this country wil be looking to

Germany as the bulwark against Communism in Europe...Do not let us hurry to
condemn Germany. Wehsa | | be welcoming Gélousmafy as o0
Commons Vol. 295 col. 90922).

In 1936 Prime Minister Stanley Baldwin,Chamberlain's predecessaxplainedU K 6 s

policy for the coming European wag a group from the House of Lords Baldwin, a

director of Lothian's Rhodes Trust, anagnember of the inner circle known &ound

Tablé, had told the Lords"If any fighting is to be donein Europe, | should like to

see the Btsheviks and the Nazis doing ft.

In November1936 NaziGermany and Japarorcluded the 'Anti-Comintern Pact It
was directed against the Communisntdrnational (Comintern) andhe USSR
Germany and Japaagreed to caperate”to safeguard their common interests”
agreeing not toconcludeany polticd treaties with the USSR Gemany also agreed
to recognize the Japanese puppet regime in Manchuriel937 Italyjoined the Pact.

The threewere called 'the anticommunist axisand in WW2- the 'Axis States'

In his speeches Hilerconstarly attacked Communism. Tis convincedthe British

and French governmentthat he was not only a bulwark againsthe USSR but the
force that wil destroy it.Reviving the Geman army and arms industrgnabled Hitler

to abolish uremploymentin Germany British, French, and American Banklped
finance this Hitler created the mospowerful modernarmy by violating all clauses of
the Versailes Treaty.Britain and Francesav it and did nothing to stop himSmall
countries bordering orGGermany, like Poland and Czechoslovakia, became worried
and gjned treaties with Britain and France committhgse powers to defenthem if

attacked. Czechoslovakia also signed such a pact #WithUSSR

In March 1938 Hitler annexed Austriaclaiming to uniteall Germarspeaking people
Next he demandedpart of Czechoslovakiainhabited by Germans- Sudetenland
Czechresstance to his demand presshtim with a challenge- to invade orback
down. He hintedhe intendsto invade. This posed a diemma for Britain, France, and
the USSR who hadtreatieswith Czedoslovakiacommitting them to defendit. USSR
was ready to do sdout the Prime Ministersof Britain and Francdlew to Munich
(without telng Stalin) to tell Hitler they would not honour ther treaties with

Czechoslovakiaif he annexd only Sudetenland. Ry signed the notorious Munich
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Agreement inSepterber 1938. They hoped Stalin would honour his treaty with
Czechoslovakiaand war between Germany anthe USSR would start. This would
have suited them, but Czechoslovakiadecided to hand Sudetenlandto Hitler. As
Britain and Francedid not tell Stalin about their intentiorto sign an agreesmt with
Hitler he concludd they were plotting against him. Stalisaw ther readiness to hand
over Sudetenlantb Hitler asa ployto push the USSRb war againsGermaw, after
which Britain and France would pick tipe pieces of both.

War between Germany artle USSRwas imminent However, m March 1939 Hitler
invaded Czechoslovakiaannexingall of it. He violated the Munich agreemenvhere
he promised to annemnly Sudetenlandbut not Czechoslovakia He thought Britain
and Francewould acquiesceas they did over SudetenlarBut they realzed he cannot
be trustedand wared that f he invadedPoland (with whom theyhad mutualDefence
treatie3 they would declarewar ajainst him. To counter this possibilityHitler rushed
to secure his eastern flank by signing a-aggression pact with Staliwho was
delghted to tun tables on Britain and Franceby signingit. This pact dividednorthern
Europe (andPoland into two "Spheres of Influence” between Hitlenda Stalin The
Hitler-Stalin pact(named "MolotovRibbentrop pact" aftethe Foreign Ministers who
signed it)was signed omugust 24" 1939 A week laterHitler attackedPolandwith
62 divisons. In 5 weeks he won thawvar. Britain and France declared war btitler
on September'8  They had110 divisionsand could have invaded Germany from the
west to help Poland They didn't. Hitler left only 23 divisors facing France. But
Britain and France did not attack Germatoy help Poland.Stdin annexedPoland's
easternhalf. The USA stayed neutral. Although Britain and France wenmgow at war
with Germanyno fighting took placeor the next 8 months. This wdsiown as"The
Phoney War" Hitler attackedin the weston May 19" 194Q conquering Holland and
Belgium British and Frenchoices fought back but on June 15to everybody's
surprise - France surrendered. hd@ Britsh army withdrew from the Europen

continent to defend Britainagainsta Nazi invasion.

To fulfl his main aim of conquering the USSRiitler needed to secure his reand
minimize the miltary threat of Britain and France.After France's surrender he
prepared to invade Britain. Higied to win air superiority over it but failed He then
turned to conquethe Balkkanand Creteand moved into Africa to conquer EgypHe

was winning on all fronts.Only a weak Britain stil fought hinut it posed no threat
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The StalinHitler pact caused a major crisis in every CommuRistty Before this
pact communists everywte fought Fascism and Nazism #wr main enemies.
Fascist a0 Nazi ideology flauntedacism and practsl it When Mussolini became
dictator in ltaly (1925) and Hitler inGermany (1933)they declaredthe Communist
Parties ilegal, kiled mary communiss, and imprisoned the resDuring General
Franco's Fascist rebelionin Spain (19361939) Hiler and Mussolini openly
supportedhim by sendingarns. This enabled Francdo defeatthe Spanishdenocracy
and set up his Fascist dictatorship which lastecbsti™0 yearsBritain and France
declared their commitmentto democracybut refused to helpthe Spanish Republic
They imposed an arms embargo offy damagingits efforts to defend itself against
Franco'sFascist rebelionThey evenrecognized Fraio's dictatorship (on 27.2.1939)
while the Republic was still fighting against him. This convinced genuine democrats
and communists everywhereto fight Nazisn and Fascism. However, when Stalin
signed the pacwith Hitler al Communist Parties ceakdo fight Fasism. The word
"Fascism" vaniskd from their vocabularyThey imitated USSRs foreign policy This
shoked many Communist Pdies lost members and credigiibecause othe Stalin
Hitler Pact. The Communist Party of USA, which gained influence and membey
during the "Depression’lost bothafter thispact Former gmpathiers began toderide
communists by greeting themwith the Nazi stretched arm salute shiogt "Hai

Hitler”. The CPUSA waswrecked by this treatyand never recovered

Two points merit cosideation in discuseg the StalinHitler Pact (of 24.8.39:
1.As a tacticto gaintime to prepareUSSR against &lazi attack it could be justified.
This is disproved by thesecondpact £8.91939) and byMolotovd ¢hird visit to Hitler
(13.11.194) when Hiler offered Staln to diide the British Empire between
Germany, Italy USSRand JapanGermany and Italy were to gétesternEurope and
Africa, Japan would geChina, and Australia, anddSSR - Persia, Adhanistan, and
India.  Stalin accepted thioffer on 26.11.1940 (se®undesarchivKoblenz RM
41/40). Hitler used thistactic to conceal his impemay attack onRussiabut Stalird s
acceptance was strategHe desired aworld-powersharing agreementwith Hitler.
He industrialized USSR and strengtheed its economy buthis strategyof power

sharing with Hitler shows that suchchievementscanstil serve racism

2. Even justification ofthe Hitler-Stalin pact as a tactical move designedto give the
USSR timeto prepare for an impending Nazi attaakoes not absol&ommunist

Parties ofcontinued antNazi struggle. They all stopped iThey emulated USSFS s
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foreign policy They forbadeuse ofthe termfi a AFtais c iirs the@ vocabulary
Communist Parties linkg ther policies to the USSRs foreign policy ruined their
revolutionary credibiity Revolutionary Partiesare notStates and shouldhot act like
dtates. States are not revitionary Parties.States seek stabiity but revolutionare
seek revolution. @bility contradicts revoluton. Communist Parties should have
conducted revolutionary policies irrespective 0ofUSSR foreign policy which
alternated b®veen Socialist principles and t&e interests USSR policy towards Nazi
Germany is a good example. Fror@d3B to 1939 it was guidedy Socialist principles
and denouncedNazi racism, dictatrship, and war mongering. But in 1939 Stalin
signel two pacts with Hitlerand forbade denouncingascism Communist Parties
obeyed and stopped denouncing Fascismhis ruired their revolutionarycredibility.
Communistsbecameparrots of USSR's foreign polcy. The USSR neither consulted

them, nor informed them, before changing its foreign policy.

Stalin turnedthe tables on Britain and Franday signing his pastwith Hitler. Now
Hitler, instead of declaring war on the USSRjaded Poland. This time Britain and
France honoured ther treaties with Poland and on September 3 declared war on
Germany (but did not attack Germany angent no miitary aid to Poland). Hitler
conquered Poland in five weeks but did rnoimediately start a serious military
campaign against Britain and Franc&rom September 1939 to Apri 1940 he waged
a 'PhoneyWar" againstthem. During this time efforts were made to reconcie Britain
with German. Hitler believed this was possiblas the King of England, Edward
VI, abdicated in 1936 aftefPariament opposed his marriage tioe American
divorcee Mrs. Wallis Simpson The FBI beleved she was phazi The exKing
visited Germany in 937 asa peisonal guest of Hitler. He - and his brother the Duke
of Kent - sympathizedwith the Nazis. The Nazi media publicizd this Some Lords
sympathized with the Naazis. Prince Phiip Mountbatten's sister and brothelaw
were members of the Nazi Party. Oflvdoseley, 6th Baronet, and Lady Diana
Mitford (and her sister Unity) were close friends of HilerJoseph Kennedy (father
of US President John Kennedyvas US Ambassador to the Ukand preNazi and
claimed creditfor having influenced Chamberlain to stuHitler and sign the"Munich
Agreemertt His daughter Kathleen married tis®n of the Duke of Devonshire, head
of one of England's grandest aristocratic famikennedy's aim wasn Anglo-Nazi
pactto protectGermany's reawhenit invadesUSSR Hitler was readyto let Britain
keep itsoverseas empiré it lets himconquer thdJSSR. .On May 10th 1941 jwelve
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days beforeHitler's invasion into USSR, hisleputy, Rudolf Hess, flewto Scotlandto

meet the Duke of Hamiton, whom Head met at the 1936 Bler Olympics. Hess

offered Britain peace and return of all west European countries conqueredebydHitl

their former governmentsand paying the costs of rebuiding these countries. In
return, Britain would s uAitegr WWR Alddnt Sdeeryr 6 s war
Hitler's friend and Minier of War Production wasnprisonedwith Hessin Spandau

Prison. Hess told himhe took to England the messafjg/e will guarantee England

her empireand in return she will give us a free hand in Eurtp8peer adds "

had also been one of Hiler's recurrent formula before, acdsonaly even during,

the wal ("Inside the Third Reich" by Albert Speer, Macmillan 1970, p.176)

During WW2 Hess was impris@d in Britainand committed navar crimes but in the

Nuremberg \ar-crime trials in 1946 hegot the longest prison sentence solitary

confinementfor the rest of his life No one was allowed to interview him duritige

40 years in prisanHe died inhis cell insuspicious circumstances 17th July 1987
aged 93.Later autopsiesfound stranguhtion marks on his neckSomeonedidn't want
anyone to know about any efforts to sign an AngleNazi pact When Churchil

became HAme Minister in 1940 he dashedhopes to sign an AngloNazi pact He

consideredH i t |Germdnyg far mee dangerous to the UK than the USSRut many
in Britsh BB - and nobility - disagreed with Churchill @agreed with Hess.

Hitler started his "Battle of France" in May 1940To everyone's surprisérance
surrenderedon June 22, 194@ifter fighting onl six weeks. French BBpreferredto
be dominated byNazs than bythe French Left. Britain was left alone to fighHitler.
He tried to win air superiority over Britaito enablehis armyto invade i This started
the aerial "Battle of Btain" which Hitler almost von by destroying most &al Air
Force airfields in the south of Britain The Luftwaffe was winningthe battle of the
airfields. The RAF consideredithdrawing its squadrons from the south of England.
To prevent thisChurchil ordered the RAFon August 2526 to bomb Berlinto
provoke Hitler to ordethe Luftwaffe to attack London rather th&AF arfields. The
Berlin raid hurt Goring's pride as he had previously claimebet RAF would neverbe
allowed to bomb BerlinHitler swalowed the baitOn September!" he divered the
Luftwaffeto bomb London This gave theRAF time to repair itsairfields and continue
fighting, causing Hitler to postpone his invasionf Britain. He did not covettiny
Britain. He covetedhe huge USSRand preparedto congeer it. He wanedto destroy
Russiabs B(Gt head d@ais 8Baydupgported him)and turn Russiainto a
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German colony providing cheap grain,oil, gas, and mineal The USSR population
was to serve aslavelabor Russiawould becomeGermany'scolony creatinga Nazi
Empire from the Baltic to the Paciic This would make Nazi Germanythe most

powerful statein Europe- and intheworld. This was Hitler's main purposan WW2.

On June 22,1941 three niion Nazi soldiers with 4000 tank#wvaded theUSSR
Staln was stune He ignored repeated wamings about thisinvasion; being
convined they were a British ploy. Stalin first thought someNazi Generalhad acted
on his avn intiative so heforbade his Army to fight back. When he realized it was an
invasion on a vast scale lsiffered a nervous breakdovamd hid inhis villa outside
Moscow It was Foreign Minister Molotov who had to inform the USSR's citizens
they were at war. Ten days late members ofthe Poltburo cameto ask Stalinto
return to Mosow. He openedhe door sayg "Have you come to executee?"
expectingthem to behave as he would in suclhcumstances. He returned to Moscow
to addresshe USSR's citizen®n radio- for the first time sincehe war began only

on July 3. Why was hesient duringthe first eleven crucial days?

In 1937 Stdin believed his Generals wepdotting against him. Hexecuted most Red
Army Generals Chief of Staff Tukhachevsky,and 3 out of 5 Marshals €quivalent to
6-star US Generad), 13 out of 15 armycommanders €quivalent to 5 and 4star US
Genera) 8 out of 9 admirals 50 out of 57 army Corps €nerals, 154 out of8b
Diision Generals, all1l6 Army Commissars, and 2®ut of 28 army Corps
Commissars The executios turned thefRed Armyp i nt o  Sinya [Hitlen &ew a r
it. When Hitler's 3 milion soldiers and 4000 tanksvaded the USSRon 22.6.1941
St a IArmy dvas confused,unprepared and lacked itsexperienced High Command.
Stalin's viewthat Hitler would not attack the USSgravely damagedhis Army. In the
first week of war the Nazishad taken7 50, 000 adidiersS grisotherandd s
destroyed 1200 airplanes, 800 on the groutidwas all Stalin's faul.

At first many USSR citizens welcomel the Nazi invaders as liberator§hey hated
Stalin and his terrorbelievingthe Nazi regime could not be worsestalin knewit, so
he called on the ppulation to defendthe Maherland - not the socialized economy
He naned thewar "The Great Patriotic Wdr not "The great Socialist war" This
nationatic title contradicted Marx's and Leninisternationasm but Stalin saw no
other way to induce USSRitizens to fight. Nazi public massexecutionssoon

convinced USSR cttizensthatHi t | er 6 s worse ¢hannBtala wa s
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In a mere 130 day#li t |Aemy demched Moscowaking twvo milio n o f Stalinb
soldiers prisoner The USSRIlooked defeatedHitler expectedthe war to end any
moment. However Stalin was informedhat Japan, Germasyally, would not attack

the USSRIn the East. Japats BB - lacking d and raw materials foughtto colonize

China and India It avoided war againstUSSR to dedicate all its resources s

colonial war This enabled Stalin to movealf a milion soldierspreparedto repela
Japanesdnvasion - to Moscow The winter of 1941 was severe It paralyzedHi t | er 6 s
army. Hi t | seldiets sworesummer uniforms expectingto conquer Moscow before

winter. They began to freezeSo did the ollin the engines oftanks cars, airplanes.

St a IArmy dasncheda counter attack witreshtroopsfrom the estequpped for

winter. They threw Hi t | e r bask amdrelieyed the siege ofMoscow It was

never renewed. In geries of battles, culminating the Battle of Stalingrad(winter

1942) and Kursk (springl943) St a | Army6mushed Hit | e Armdysback and
conquered Berln in Mayl945. The turning point in WW2 wasthe battle of
Stalingradwherel 0 0, 0 0 0 soliersH withthee Gehesals, surrendered.

The battle of Stalingrad was the largest single battle in human history. It foagk@9

days. Numbers of casualties are dificut to compie owing to the vast scope of the

battle and the fact that Stalin didn't allow estimates to be published for fear this might

create pposition. In its intial phase Hi t | econqusredreost rofStalingrad,but

St a |Army daanched apinc e r attack sarmyriothenaky, oufing Hi t | er 0
off its supplies Starved and frozen 100,0Gurrendered with their GeneraBScholars

have est i mat leatl 8500t chseaties sn allasectosd its - and itsalies

- forces400,000 Germans, 200,000 Romanians, 130,000 Italians, 120,000 Hungarians

were kiled, wounded oraptured. In additon, som&0,000 Russiarfiwhites” - alies

of Hitltr, wer ¢ kil l ed or Arap it was thegrediest milfaty aldfeatn 6 s

in German historyand the turning p érmnsufferednd78VFAN2 . St
men kiled and 650,878 wounded (for a total of 1,129)6Also, more than 40,000

Russian cwilans died in Stalingrad and its suburbs during de smegek of aerial

bombi ng @&tk antl 4th Taekr R a naxmies a@pproached the city. The total

number of civilans kiled in the regions outside the city is unknown. In all, a total of
anywhere from 1.7 milion to 2 milion German and Russian c@&sialtere caused

by this one battle, making it the largest in human histditys battle was the turning

point in WW2 It transferred the initiativeto St a |Army Gesabling it to conquer

Berlin and to dicta# anuncad i t i o nal surr eamMay8,194» Hitl er 6s
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In the 1930sHitler repeatedlydeclared his commimeritb crushCommunism but to
everybody's surprise (includingt Sa ) WWR gurned the USSRinto the world's most
powerful State No aher Statehad an emy asbig. Stalin's army numbed 4 Milion
experienced soldiers, equipped with 20,000 tanks, and 10,000 airpldneeBritish
and US armies togfeer numbered lesshan one milion soldiers. Stalin could conquer
the whole of Europewithin a month. Many Europeans sa® t a IArmy assberator
because it defeatetther Nazi occupiers Many wanted astateownedeconomy. Some
USSR Generalsadvised Stalin to conquer atf Europe But herejected thigoroposal,
sayng. "How shall we feed althese people?" The war ruined Europe, fieldsyan
waste, farmers were kiledactories, roads, and raiwaysere destroyed.A ruler of
Europe facad the immense task of rbuilding it. Stalnhad to rebuidthe USSR; he
preferred thaBritain and USA, who invaded Bwpe in June 1944, conquerihgif of
Germany shouldrebuid Europe They did.

President Roosevelt died a month before the end of W8¢drge Marshalthe US
Chief of Staff during WW2, warnethe newUS President Harnfruman, thatmost
people in Europemight decide to set uBGs - stae-run economies asthe best way
to reconstructther countries. Trumarconvincel US Congress to providenormous
economic aid to resurred¢he EuropeanBB economies This was later called The
Marshall Plan" andMarshall receivedthe Nobel Peace Prizeoff it. Marshal was
named Secretary @tatein 1947 In this role, onJune 5 1947 at a speech at Harvard

University, he explaied the U.S aidto European recovery

"Our polcy is directed not against any country or doctrine but against hunger,
poverty, desperation, and chaos. Its purpose shouldtheerevival of a working
economy inthe world so as to permihe emergence of poltical and social conditions

in which free institutions can exist.

By "doctrine” he meant Communism atite term "Free istitutions” is the American
euphemism for BB economy”. The European Recovery Plan, known the "Marshall
Plan", helped rebuid EuropeBB economies. What motvatedthe "Marshall Plan"
was the US BB fear that Europeans wouldet up ther own BG with sodalized
economies. Marshall estimatedthat the hardshipsof WW2 caused by BBeconomies
and people'smistrust of polticians and businessmenwho had caused it andexploited
it, might motivate many Europeans to set &8s with socialzed economies. US

foreign policy since Lenin's evolution was committed to prevent this.From 1917
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onwards BB and all governments ofJSA, Britain, and Franceacted against.enin's
BG and itsstateowned economy In 1935they allowed Hitler to resurrecthe German
army hoping he would use it againsthe USSR In 1938 they agreed toHitler's
annexation of part of Czechoslovak®ping thiswould start awar between him and
the USSR They told Hitler they would not honar their pact with Czechoslovakia
but did not inform Stalin hoping he wouldhonar his pact withCzechoslovakia and
get into war with Hitler. After WW?2 the US sentaid to warravaged Europdo
prevent creatiorof socializedeconomies thereThis was the continuation dBB's pre-

WW?2 policy to preventthe emergenceof more BGs

War in Europeended on May 81945 butwar against Japawent on. The US began
to bombJapan OnMarch 9, 1945the US bombedTokyo kiling 100,000 civilians.

In February 1945Stalin, Roosevelt and Churchihet in Yalta, in the Crimea, and
agreed thatthe USSR would join the war against Japan on land in Manchuria three
months afterGer many 6 s d eef thealUSSR tifieh to smovegtraops from
Germanyto Japan. Germangurrendered on May 8,945, sothe date forthe USSRs
entry to war agast Japarwas to be August,8.945, whichit kept exactly tothe day.
Churchil called this'...andher example ofthe fidelty and punctualty with which
Marshal Stalin and his valiant armies always kbgt miitary engagements."

(Winston Churchil, House of Commons.)
Trumanwanted Japato surrendeonly to USA as surrenderto the USSRwould grant
the USSRrights in JapanUS Generalswanted to sedhe damagenuclear bombs
causereal cities They neededa city that was not bombetty conventional bombs
Hiroshima wasuch a city so it was selectedor the "experiment” on August 6, 1945.
Was the dropping of atomic bombs on Japan a military neéessity
" Based on a detailed invegttion of all the facts, and supported by the testimony of
the surviving Japanese leaders involved, it is the Survey's opinion that certainly prior
to 31 December 1945, and in all probabilty prior to 1 November 1945, Japan would
have surrendered even lifet atomic bombs had not been dropped, even if Russia had
not entered the war, and even if no invasion had been planned or conterfiplated.
(US Strategic Bombing Survey 4, "Summary Report on the Pacific War" (Washington
D.C. 1.July 1946) Thomas K. Fidtter, Chairman of US Air PolicCouncil said
" There was not enough time between 16 July when we saw at New Mexicthehat
atombomb works, and 8 Augusthe Russian deadline date, for us to have sethap

very complicated machinery of a test atomiombing involving timeconsuming
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problems of area preparations, etc... No, any test would have been impogshkible if
purpose was to knock Japan out before Russia cameoina least before Russia
could doanything a@her than a token of participation prido a Japanese collapse.”
("Saturday Review of Literature" 15.6.1946).

Leo Szhard, the physicist who discovered the nuclear elgaction that made the
bomb possible and later draftecEinstein's letter to president Roosevelt that initiated
work on the bombmet with Secretary of State Byrnes in 194/ an interview with
three of the top scientists in the Manhattan Project early in June, Mr. Byrnes did not,
according to LedSziard, ague that the bomb was needed to defeat Japan, but rather
that it should be dropped to "make Russia more manageable in Europe.”

(Sziard, "A personal history of the atomic bomb" p-1%)
Japan was effectively defled and had already offered to surrenddie Japanese
had askedthe Soviet Union © mediate inpeace negotiationsliscussing surrender
termsas early as March 1949 rumandecidedat the beginning of July 194%0 drop
the atom bomb on Japand Japan'sfler of surrender on July 22, 1945 was rejected.
Britsh Prime Minister Clement Attlee said...The decision to usdhe atomic weapon
against Japan was taken the beginning of July, 1945The frst atomic bomb was
dropped on August 6 anthe offer of peace made by Japan on July 22 was not
accepted til August 10. (“News Chronicle”, Dec 5, 1946.)
Why didn't the US respond to Japan's offer to surrender made on July 22?
The US was informed again,on July 28 atthe Potsdam Conference, befoifee bomb
was used, that Japan was prepared to surreSthdin: "I want to inform you that we,
the Russian delegation, have receivea new proposal from Japanit is offering to
cooperate with us. We intend to reply them in the same spirit as last time."
Truman: "We do not object.” Attlee: "We agree." (Protocol of the Potsdam
Conference, July 28, 1945.) But the US did not respond to this offerthes.
Joseph Btblat A Physicist who worked orthe nuclear bomb inthe "Manhattan
Project” in LosAlamos, told the London "Times™ "In March 1944 | experienced a
disagreeable shock. In a casual conversation, General Lesle Grevesad ofthe
Manhattan Project, said, "You realize, of course, thatreal purpose of makinthe
bomb is to subdue our chienemy,the Russians!" Until then | thought that our work
was to prevent a Nazi victory."("The Times" July 17 1985.)
Buiding A-bombs began in 1942 ttace apossibiity that Hitler might build them.
When Groves spokéhe USSRwas an ally olUSA fighting against Germany.
On hearing GrRotbhatresignedcirontim®lanhattan Project”






