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ABSTRACT	

Socialism	is		best	understood	as	a	global	movement	which	has	changed	and	
is	continuing	to	change	the	world,	for	the	better.	Although	much	has	been	
written	from	different	points	of	view,	there	is	no	general	introduction	to	
socialism	from	a	scientific	perspective,	nothing	which	scientifically	examines	
the	pros	and	cons	of	the	different	forms	of	socialism	that	have	developed	over	
the	past	two	centuries.	This	book	attempts	to	address	this	shortcoming.	
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
NOTE: This is a very rough working draft of my planned book, Socialism for 
Americans: A Scientific Introduction to the Global Struggle for Socialism. I am 
making this available to members of our Sunday Morning at the Marxist Library 
group, since my talk this coming Sunday, Nov. 29, 2020 will cover the same 
material as the find portion “Socialism in the Twenty First Century,” roughly pp. 
62-101. This is in worse shape than I had hoped, but not as bad as I feared. 
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Introduction 
Socialism	is		best	understood	as	a	global	movement	which	has	changed	and	

is	continuing	to	change	the	world,	for	the	better.	Although	much	has	been	
written	from	different	points	of	view,	there	is	no	general	introduction	to	
socialism	from	a	scientific	perspective,	nothing	which	scientifically	examines	
the	pros	and	cons	of	the	different	forms	of	socialism	that	have	developed	over	
the	past	two	centuries.	

This	book	will	address	this	shortcoming	by	providing	a	concise	account	of	
the	development	of	socialism	from	its	beginnings	as	a	utopian	dream	into	a	
powerful	movement	that	holds	state	power	in	one	fifth	of	the	world’s	people	
and	remains	the	dominant	challenger	to	capitalism	and	imperialism	
throughout	the	world.		
My	basic	idea	is	that	although	socialism	takes	different	forms	in	different	

times	and	places,	the	revolutionary	core	of	socialism	lies	in	those	societies	that	
have	actually	had	socialist	revolutions:	the	Soviet	Union,	Yugoslavia	and	
Eastern	Europe,	Korea,	Vietnam,	China,	and	Cuba.	But	this	does	not	mean	that	
the	struggle	for	socialism	within	the	imperialist	countries	is	not	important.	It	
obviously	is,	but	it	must	be	placed	in	its	proper	context.		

Socialists	in	the	United	States	are	advised	to	shed	their	parochialism	and	
embrace	a	global	solidarity	with	the	surviving	and	thriving	socialist	camp	
countries	of	China,	Cuba,	North	Korea,	Vietnam,	and	Laos,	as	well	as	other	
forms	of	socialism	throughout	the	world.	The	n	ece	
	

The	book	will	not	just	be	another	“narrative”	about	socialism	a	retelling	of	
the	story	of	socialism	with	a	positive	spin,	but	a	truly	scientific	examination	of	
the	pros	and	cons	of	the	various	forms	of	socialism,	under	what	conditions	
have	they	developed	and	how	they	have	improved	the	material,	cultural	,	and	
spiritual	conditions	of	the	people	involved	and	of	our	species	as	a	whole.	

The	result,	based	on	half	a	century	of	personal	scientific	inquiry,	will	be	a	
simple,	persuasive	case	as	to	why	socialism	serves	the	needs	of	humanity	
better	than	capitalism	and	why	it	is	worth	dedicating	our	lives	to	this	struggle	
for	the	progressive	development	of	humanity.	
A	brief	explanation	of	my	title	is	in	order.	I’m	calling	it	Socialism	for	

Americans	not	just	because	I	am	an	American	and	I	expect	most	of	my	readers	
will	be	Americans,	but	also	because	I	believe	that	the	American	people	have	a	
special	role	to	play	in	the	global	struggle	for	socialism.	As	“Che”	told	us,	“I	envy	
you.	You	North	Americans	are	very	lucky.	You	are	fighting	the	most	important	
fight	of	all—you	live	in	the	heart	of	the	beast.”	Clearly,	Che	was	not	referring	to	
the	fact	that,	living	in	relative	abundance	that	some	of	us	enjoy	in	the	
heartland	of	imperialism,	but	rather	that	by	living	in	the	belly	of	the	beast	we	
are	in	a	position	to	actually	end	the	militarism	and	imperialism	which	is	
exploiting	and	impoverishing	the	entire	world.	Accordingly,	it	is	our	historical	
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responsibility	to	put	an	end	to	imperialism	and	destroy	the	beast	which	is	
wreaking	so	much	havoc	on	our	species.	Unfortunately,	most	Americans,	even	
the	young	people	who	want	to	be	socialists,	don’t	understand	this,	and	see	
socialism	simply	as	a	way	to	improve	their	government	rather	than	a	
movement	to	liberate	humanity.	As	a	result,	they	are	too	frequently	either	
ignorant	of	or	indifferent	to	the	global	struggle.	Or	actually	support	the	
imperialists	against	those	who	are	fighting	for	human	liberation,	in	Nicaragua,	
Venezuela,	Palestine,	China,	and	elsewhere.	

America’s	greatest	spiritual	leader,	however,	understood	the	global	
significance	of	socialism	and	necessity	for	a	“radical	revolution	of	values:	to	
confront	the	“giant	triplets”	of	racism,	poverty,	and	militarims.	

	
THE	NECESSITY	FOR	A	RADICAL	REVOLUITON	OF	VALUES	WITHOUT	

WHICH	THE	GIANTI	urge	everyone	to	read,	and	re-read,	his	“Beyond	Vietnam”	
speech.	But	I’m	getting	ahead	of	myself,	and	putting	my	conclusion	first.	We	
will,	of	course,	return	to	this	question	in	our	concluding	remarks.	

In	my	concluding	section,	I	will	discuss	the	call	of	America’s	greatest	
spiritual	leader,	an	open	socialist,	for	a	radical	revolution	of	values	to	address	
the	giant	triplets	of	racism,	poverty,	and	militarism.	I	will	discuss	Dr.	King’s	
black	liberation	theology	in	the	context	of	the	global	struggle	for	socialism.	
(It’s	OK	to	skip	ahead	to	the	end,	this	isn’t	a	mystery	novel.)	

In	his	Preface	to	the	French	edition	of	Capital,	Marx	warned	readers	that	his	
book	could	be	considered	“rather	arduous,”	and	he	feared	that	the	public	
might	become	“disheartened.”	But,	he	warned,	
That is a disadvantage I am powerless to overcome, unless it be by forewarning and 
forearming those readers who zealously seek the truth. There is no royal road to 
science, and only those who do not dread the fatiguing climb of its steep paths have a 
chance of gaining its luminous summits. 

But	Marx	forgot	NEGLECTED	to	tell	us	about	the	swamp	that	we	must	wade	
through	before	we	can	even	start	the	climb	nor	about	the	numerous	
misleading	detours	along	the	way.	I’m	hoping	you	will	consider	this	book	a	
road	map	that	will	help	guide	your	travel,	but	the	bottom	line	is,	everyone	has	
to	find	their	own	way.	
It	took	decades	of	intellectual	struggle	against	conventional	narratives,	

dominant	paradigms,	academic	obfuscation,	and	intentional	
misunderstandings,	but	after	a	couple	of	decades,	I	gained	the	general	position	
which	has	guided	my	research	since	the	1990s:	Marx	was	right	in	the	
Nineteenth	Century;	Lenin	was	right	in	the	Twentieth;	and	our	task	for	the	
Twenty	First	century	is	to	do	for	Marxism-Leninism	what	Lenin	had	done	for	
Marxism.		

But	how	do	we	do	for	Leninism	what	Lenin	did	for	Marxism?	Two	aspects	
are	crucial.	
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First,	while	Marx	interpreted	the	world	in	a	very	profound	and	liberating	
manner,	Lenin	changed	it.	Whatever	your	opinion,	for	better	or	for	worse,	the	
world	will	never	be	the	same	after	the	Bolshevik	Revolution.	
Secondly,	also	whatever	your	opinion,	for	better	or	for	worse,	the	Socialist	

movement	split	into	two	hostile	camps	(Stalinists	vs.	everyone	else)	over	the	
question	of	the	Bolshevik	Revolution	and	the	Soviet	Union..	
It	is	time	to	move	past	that	hostile	split,	but	to	do	so,	we	must	understand	

the	conditions	that	led	to	that	split.	

To	do	for	Leninism	what	Lenin	did	for	Marxism	does	not	necessary	mean	to	
fight	the	same	battles	that	Lenin	fought.	The	situation	has	changed	and	our	
approach	must	also	change.	This	became	my	life’s	work.	knowing	that	it	would	
remain	a	welcome	but	unfinished	task	for	many	years	to	come.	

https://www.marxists.org/history/usa/military/timel
ine/1945-49.htmBrief overview of book 
My	basic	idea	is	that	although	socialism	takes	different	forms	in	different	

times	and	places,	the	revolutionary	core	of	socialism	lies	in	those	societies	that	
have	actually	had	socialist	revolutions:	the	Soviet	Union,	Yugoslavia	and	
Eastern	Europe,	Korea,	Vietnam,	and	China,	and	Cuba.	But	this	does	not	mean	
that	the	struggle	for	socialism	in	the	imperialist	countries	is	not	important.	It	
obviously	is,	but	it	must	be	placed	in	its	proper	context.	Socialists	in	the	United	
States	are	advised	to	shed	their	parochialism	and	embrace	a	global	solidarity	
with	the	surviving,	and	thriving,	socialist	camp	countries	of	China,	Cuba,	North	
Korea,	and	Vietnam.	

In	the	book,	I	will	consider	the	global	development	of	socialism	in	three	
phases,	each	of	which	made	significant	contributions	and	showed	distinctive	
characteristics:	
1.  First Phase: Nineteenth Century. From Utopian to Scientific Socialism. 
Utopian	socialism	and	the	emergence	of	the	working	class,	the	Communist	
Manifesto	and	the	defeats	of	1848,	the	spread	of	Marxism	to	America	and	its	
role	in	the	Civil	War,	labor	struggles	in	the	U.S.,	This	phase	lasted	basically	
from	the	origins	of	socialism	in	the	1820s,	through	the	publication	of	the	
Communist	Manifest	in	1848,	until	the	downfall	of	the	Second	International	in	
1914	when	most	socialist	parties	jointed	their	national	capitalists	in	the	
bloodletting	of	the	Great	War.	This	phase	was	marked	by	the	emergence	
and	development	of	scientific	socialism	and	by	the	growth	of	working	class	
institutions	such	labor	unions,	political	parties,	the	International	
Workingmen’s	Association,	the	Paris	Commune,	the	Second,	or	Socialist	
International,	May	Day,	and	International	Working	Women’s	Day.	In	this	
period,	socialism	was	transformed	from	a	utopian	dream	into	a	powerful	
movement	which	challenged	the	very	foundations	of	bourgeois	rule.	
2.  Second Phase: Twentieth Century. Communism, Social Democracy, and Third 
World Socialism.	This	phase	began	in	1917	with	Lenin’s	pledge	during	the	
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October	Revolution:	“We	shall	now	proceed	to	construct	the	Socialist	order.”	It	
ended	with	the	counter-revolution	led	by	Boris	Yeltsin	and	George	H.	W.	Bush	
in	December	1991,	or	nearly	75	years.	This	phase	was	marked	by	the	
emergence	of	the	Socialist	camp,	the	industrialization	of	the	Soviet	Union,	the	
defeat	of	fascism,	the	spread	of	socialism	into	Yugoslavia,	Vietnam,	Korea,	
Eastern	Europe,	China,	and	Cuba.	I	divide	this	phase	into	two	parts:	Socialism	
in	One	Country,	through	the	defeat	of	Facism,	and	Socialism	in	Many	Countries,	
the	spead	of	socialism	to	Eastern	Europe	and	Yugoslavia,	Korea,	Vietnam,	
China,	and	Cuba.	There	were	of	course	contradictions	and	defects	in	this	
phase,	but	also	some	very	real	contributions.	These	include	the	global	spread	
of	socialism	so	that	over	half	of	humanity	lived	in	nominally	socialist	countries	
and	socialism	was	the	dominant	force	resisting	imperialism	worldwide.	Also,	
socialism	demonstrated	its	superiority	to	capitalism	in	meeting	the	basic	
human	needs	of	humanity.	As	a	result,	the	Empire	Strikes	Back	with	the	
neoliberal	counterrevolution,	leading	to	the	catastrophic	defeats	of	1989-91.	
3.  Third Phase: Twenty First Century.	This	is	not	to	be	confused	with	
the	“Socialism	FOR	the	Twenty	First	Century,”	espoused	by	some	supporters	
of	Hugo	Chavez	and	the	Bolivarian	Revolution	which	is	only	one	part	of	
socialism	IN	the	Twenty	First	Century.	The	main	line	of	development	
continues	in	the	Socialist	Camp	countries	which	survived	the	initial	attacks	by	
the	Empire	in	1989-91,	and	are	now	thriving.	Most	particularly,	Socialist	China	
has	achieved	virtual	parity	with	the	leading	imperialist	nation,	leading	to	a	
new	era	in	socialism.	Major	focus	will	be	on	Socialism	with	
Chinese	Characteristics	and	Bernie-style	socialism	in	the	U.S.,	which	has	yet	to	
understand	its	historic	mission.	
Bear	in	mind	that	Bernie-style	socialism,	the	dominant	form	of	socialism	in	

America,	has	yet	to	understand	it’s	historic	mission	of	putting	an	end	to	
imperialism,	of	effecting	the	radical	revolution	of	values	called	for	by	Dr.	King.	
It	is	true	that	Bernie’s	foreign	policy	as	Mayor	of	Burlington	was	quite	
progressive,	but	changing	the	foreign	policy	of	the	U.S.	is	quite	different.	But	
we	can	re-word	Marx’s	famous	dictum:	labor	cannot	emancipate	itself	in	the	
imperialist	nations	when	it	is	oppressed	in		the	rest	of	the	world.	
In	my	concluding	sections,	I	discuss	the	call	of	America’s	greatest	spiritual	

leader,	an	open	socialist,	for	"a	radical	revolution	of	values"	to	address	the	
giant	triplets	of	racism,	poverty,	and	militarism.	I	will	discuss	Dr.	King’s	black	
liberation	theology	in	the	context	of	the	global	struggle	for	socialism.	



July, 2021 

2021-Socialism	for	Americans	2021	Page 6 of 117	

What Is Scientific Socialism? 

Overview 
The	first	use	of	the	term	“scientific	socialism”	was	by	Pierre-Joseph	

Proudhon	in	his	1840	classic,	What	is	Property:	
in a given society, the authority of man over man is inversely proportional to the stage 
of intellectual development which that society has reached; and the probable duration 
of that authority can be calculated from the more or less general desire for a true 
government, — that is, for a scientific government. And just as the right of force and 
the right of artifice retreat before the steady advance of justice, and must finally be 
extinguished in equality, so the sovereignty of the will yields to the Fsovereignty of the 
reason, and must at last be lost in scientific socialism. 

However,	although	Marx	regarded	Proudhon’s	work	as	“a	scientific	
manifesto	of	the	French	proletariat”	(in	The	Holy	Family),	Proudhon	did	not	
have	a	real	science	of	society.	By	the	time	Marx	and	Engels	developed	a	real	
scientific	socialism,	the	personal	break	between	Marx	and	Proudhon	had	
already	occurred	and	developed	into	the	unfortunate	break	between	Marxism	
and	anarchism.	Engels	barely	mentions	Proudhon	in	his	1980xxx	pamphlet,	
Socialism:	Utopian	and	Scientific,	which	remains	the	best	overview	of	scientific	
socialism.	
The	theoretical	roots	of	scientific	socialism	go	back	to	the	foundational	

works	of	Marxism.	As	early	as	1845,	in	The	German	Ideology,	Marx	and	Engels	
wrote:	
Communism is for us not a state of affairs which is to be established, an ideal to which 
reality [will] have to adjust itself. We call communism the real movement which 
abolishes the present state of things. The conditions of this movement result from the 
premises now in existence. 
Karl Marx. The German Ideology. 1845. Part I: Feuerbach.. Opposition of the 
Materialist and Idealist Outlook. A. Idealism and Materialism 
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1845/german-ideology/ch01a.htm 

A	bit	later,	Engels	explained	this	further	in	response	to	a	popular	idealist	
interpretation	of	communism:		
Herr Heinzen imagines communism is a certain doctrine which proceeds from a 
definite theoretical principle as its core and draws further conclusions from that. Herr 
Heinzen is very much mistaken. Communism is not a doctrine but a movement; it 
proceeds not from principles but from facts. The Communists do not base themselves 
on this or that philosophy as their point of departure but on the whole course of 
previous history and specifically its actual results in the civilised countries at the 
present time. Communism has followed from large-scale industry and its 
consequences, from the establishment of the world market, of the concomitant 
uninhibited competition, ever more violent and more universal trade crises, which 
have already become fully fledged crises of the world market, from the creation of the 
proletariat and the concentration of capital, from the ensuing class struggle between 
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proletariat and bourgeoisie. Communism, insofar as it is a theory, is the theoretical 
expression of the position of the proletariat in this struggle and the theoretical 
summation of the conditions for the liberation of the proletariat. Engels, 1847. Second 
Article, Deutsche-Brüsseler-Zeitung No. 80, October 7, 1847 
https://marxists.catbull.com/archive/marx/works/1847/09/26.htm   

Quite	clearly	here,	Marx	and	Engels	regarded	communism	not	simply	as	a	
theory,	but	as	a	movement	which	emerges	from	struggle	against	the	injustices	
of	capitalist	industrialization	and	out	of	which	theory	emerged,	not	vice	versa	
as	so	many	American	socialists	think.	This	materialist	perspective	forms	the	
basis	of	scientific	socialism	and	distinguishes	scientific	socialism	from	utopian	
socialism.	
In	the	Communist	Manifesto,	Marx	and	Engels	gave	us	the	classic	statement	

on	historical	materialism,	class	struggle,	and	the	emergence	of		Communism.	
They	also	analyzed	other	forms	of	socialism	in	their	chapter	on	Socialist	and	
Communist	Literature:		1.	Reactionary	Socialism,	A.	Feudal	Socialism,	B.	Petty-
Bourgeois	Socialism,	C.	German	or	“True”	Socialism,	2.	Conservative	or	
Bourgeois	Socialism,	3.	Critical-Utopian	Socialism	and	Communism.	Clearly,	
this	needs	to	be	updated	to	be	meaningful	in	the	light	of	the	last	170	years.	
This	one	of	the	major	goals	of	this	book.	
As	the	working	class	movement	developed,	our	understanding	of	socialism	

developed,	in	no	small	part	because	of	the	Manifesto.	In	1880,	Engels	(with	
Marx’s	encouragement	and	approval)	wrote	Socialism:	Utopian	and	Scientific,	
which	discussed	how	socialism	was	transformed	from	a	utopian	vision	into	a	
science:	
The Utopians’ mode of thought has for a long time governed the Socialist ideas of the 
19th century, and still governs some of them. . . . To all these, Socialism is the 
expression of absolute truth, reason and justice, and has only to be discovered to 
conquer all the world by virtue of its own power. And as an absolute truth is 
independent of time, space, and of the historical development of man, it is a mere 
accident when and where it is discovered. With all this, absolute truth, reason, and 
justice are different with the founder of each different school. And as each one’s 
special kind of absolute truth, reason, and justice is again conditioned by his subjective 
understanding, his conditions of existence, the measure of his knowledge and his 
intellectual training, there is no other ending possible in this conflict of absolute truths 
than that they shall be mutually exclusive of one another. Hence, from this nothing 
could come but a kind of eclectic, average Socialism, which, as a matter of fact, has up 
to the present time dominated the minds of most of the socialist workers in France 
and England. Hence, a mish-mash allowing of the most manifold shades of opinion: a 
mish-mash of such critical statements, economic theories, pictures of future society by 
the founders of different sects, as excite a minimum of opposition; a mish-mash which 
is the more easily brewed the more definite sharp edges of the individual constituents 
are rubbed down in the stream of debate, like rounded pebbles in a brook. 
   To make a science of Socialism, it had first to be placed upon a real basis. 

After	a	lengthy	discussion	of	class	struggle	and	the	materialist	conception	of	
history,	Engels	continues:	
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The new facts made imperative a new examination of all past history. Then it was seen 
that all past history, with the exception of its primitive stages, was the history of class 
struggles; that these warring classes of society are always the products of the modes 
of production and of exchange — in a word, of the economic conditions of their time; 
that the economic structure of society always furnishes the real basis, starting from 
which we can alone work out the ultimate explanation of the whole superstructure of 
juridical and political institutions as well as of the religious, philosophical, and other 
ideas of a given historical period. Hegel has freed history from metaphysics — he 
made it dialectic; but his conception of history was essentially idealistic. But now 
idealism was driven from its last refuge, the philosophy of history; now a materialistic 
treatment of history was propounded, and a method found of explaining man's 
"knowing" by his "being", instead of, as heretofore, his "being" by his "knowing". 

From that time forward, Socialism was no longer an accidental discovery of this or that 
ingenious brain, but the necessary outcome of the struggle between two historically 
developed classes — the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. Its task was no longer to 
manufacture a system of society as perfect as possible, but to examine the historico-
economic succession of events from which these classes and their antagonism had of 
necessity sprung, and to discover in the economic conditions thus created the means 
of ending the conflict. But the Socialism of earlier days was as incompatible with this 
materialist conception as the conception of Nature of the French materialists was with 
dialectics and modern natural science. The Socialism of earlier days certainly criticized 
the existing capitalistic mode of production and its consequences. But it could not 
explain them, and, therefore, could not get the mastery of them. It could only simply 
reject them as bad. The more strongly this earlier Socialism denounced the 
exploitations of the working-class, inevitable under Capitalism, the less able was it 
clearly to show in what this exploitation consisted and how it arose. but for this it was 
necessary —to present the capitalistic mode of production in its historical connection 
and its inevitableness during a particular historical period, and therefore, also, to 
present its inevitable downfall; and to lay bare its essential character, which was still a 
secret. This was done by the discovery of surplus-value. 

It was shown that the appropriation of unpaid labor is the basis of the capitalist mode 
of production and of the exploitation of the worker that occurs under it; that even if 
the capitalist buys the labor power of his laborer at its full value as a commodity on 
the market, he yet extracts more value from it than he paid for; and that in the 
ultimate analysis, this surplus-value forms those sums of value from which are heaped 
up constantly increasing masses of capital in the hands of the possessing classes. The 
genesis of capitalist production and the production of capital were both explained. 

These two great discoveries, the materialistic conception of history and the revelation 
of the secret of capitalistic production through surplus-value, we owe to Marx. With 
these discoveries, Socialism became a science. The next thing was to work out all its 
details and relations. 

As	Engels	explains	here,	socialism	is	not	simply	a	utopian	dream	which	we	
hope	will	be	put	into	practice	somehow	by	someone	who	has	the	right	ideas.	
Rather,	it	is	a	process	that	emerges	out	of	the	struggles	of	a	particular	class,	the	
proletariat,	or	working	class,	at	a	particular	time,	when	casitalism	itself	if	
being	transformed	by	the	Industrial	Revolution.	
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It	was	not	an	accident	that	scientific	socialism	appeared	when	and	where	it	
did,	and	Engels		brilliantly	shows	why	it	had	to	appear	in	Europe	during	the	
Industrial	Revolution,	His	chapters	on	Dialectics	and	Historical	Materialism	
remain	the	most	insightful	treatments	of	these	components	of	scientific	
socialism.	

Even	after	the	defeats	of	the	1848	Revolutions,	socialism	continued	to	
develop,	and	with	it,	the	science	of	socialism.	After	the	Communist	League	that	
inspired	Marx	and	Engels	to	write	the	Communist	Manifesto	dissolved	in	the	
aftermath	of	1848,	Marx	helped	found	the	International	Workingmen’s	
Association	(1864–1876),	now	usually	known	as	known	as	the	First	
International,	and,	in	1871,	the	Paris	Commune.	Marx	and	Engels	continued	
their	work,	or	course,	and	they	were	joined	by	a	number	of	extraordinary	
thinkers	and	activists,	including		Kautsky,	Plekanov,	Bernstein,	Luxemborg,		
Joseph	Arnold	Weydemeyer,	
Formation	of	the	First	International,	labor	unions	and	labor	federations,	

Socialist	Parties,	Labor	Day,	May	Day,	International	Working	Women’s	Day	

The	science	of	socialism	seeks	to	understand	this	process	and	contribute	to	
the	unfolding	of	the	socialist	movement.	Like	any	science,	it	did	not	end	with	
the	deaths	of	its	founders.	But	before	turn	to	the	contributions	of	Lenin	we	
should	look	at	two	of	Marx’s	important	writings	which	Engels	did	not	consider	
in	his	foundational	work.	

The	first	was	Marx’s	analysis	of	the	Paris	Commune	of	1871,	the	world’s	
first	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat.	In	it,	Marx	deftly	describes	the	difference	
between	bourgeois	democracy	and	proletarian	democracy	
“The	oppressed	are	allowed	once	every	few	years	to	decide	which	

particular	representatives	of	the	oppressing	class	are	to	represent	and	repress	
them.”	―	Karl	Marx	
The	oppressed	are	allowed	once	every	few	years	to	decide	which	particular	

representatives	of	the	oppressing	class	are	to	represent	and	repress	them	in	
parliament.	-	Vladimir	Lenin	
Engels	was	brilliant,	but	he	was	not	Nostradamus.	He	could	not	predict	the	

future,	nor	did	he	try.	So	certain	important	developments	in	the	history	of	the	
socialist	movement	are	not	discussed.	The	first	two	occurred	within	Engels	
lifetime,	the	Paris	Commune	and	the	unification	of	German	Social	Democracy.		

The	big	break	in	the	development	of	socialism,	and	hence	in	scientific	
socialism	at	its	theoretical	expression,	came	in	1914	with	the	onset	of	the	
Great	War,	now	known	as	WWI	
Then,	in	the	Twentieth	Century,		transformations	were	introduced	by	Lenin,	

whose	contribution	was	so	profound	that	scientific	socialism	may	properly	be	
called	Marxism-Leninism.	We	will	turn	to	each	of	these	developments	in	turn.	



July, 2021 

2021-Socialism	for	Americans	2021	Page 10 of 117	

Marx	made	another	important	contribution	to	understanding	this	unfolding	
of	socialism	and	communism	out	of	capitalism	in	his	work,	Critique	of	the	
Gotha	Program.		

Insert	–	TIMELILNE	–		
The	Eighteenth	Brumaire	of	Louis	Bonaparte	(1852)	The	essay	discusses	

the	French	coup	of	1851	in	which	Louis-Napoléon	Bonaparte	assumed	
dictatorial	powers.	
The	Civil	War	in	France"	(1871)	was	a	pamphlet	written	by	Karl	Marx,	as	an	

official	statement	of	the	General	Council	of	the	International	on	the	character	
and	significance	of	the	struggle	of	the	Communards	in	the	Paris	Commune.		
(1871)	

Civil	War	in	France	1871	-Critique		
1875-	Soc	Ut	and	Sci	1880-	Marx	dies	March	1883-Engels	1888	Preface	

Originally	written	as	a	critique	of	Lassallean	and	circulated	only	among	
about	a	half-dozen	comrades.	It	did	not	succeed	in	this	for	the	Gotha	Program	
was	adopted,	in	spite	of	the	objections	of	Marx.	Korsch	describes	the	account	
given	by	August	Bebel	in	his	memoirs:		
Bebel’s self-satisfied conclusion is as follows; ‘One can see that it was no easy thing to 
reach agreement with the two old men [Marx and Engels] in London. What on our part 
was a clever calculation and an adroit tactic was seen by them as weakness and 
irresponsible complacency. In the end the main point was achieved: the unification. 
Introduction to the Critique of the Gotha Programme, by Korsch 1922. 
https://marxists.catbull.com/archive/korsch/1922/gotha.htm 

Engels had it published in 1891 because of its continuing relevance to the 
negotiations to build a unified party, which became the German Social Democratic 
party. 
Although	intended	primarily	as	a	critique	of	Lassalleanism	at	a	particular	

point	in	the	development	of	the	German	Social	Democratic	Party,	Lenin	saw	
that	this	“overshadowed	its	positive	part,	namely	the	analysis	of	the	
connection	between	the	development	of	Communism	and	the	withering	away	
of	the	state.”	State	and	Revolution	p.		69	
This	requires	some	examination.	There	are	two	features	of	the	Critique	that	

are	important	for	our	purposes.	First,	in	making	a	distinction	between	the	
lower	and	higher	phase	of	Communism,	Marx	stressed	that	Communism	was	
not	a	steady	state	but	rather	a	process	that	will	undergo	its	own	development.	
Second,	Marx	noted	the	importance	of	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	in	the	
revolutionary	transition	between	capitalism	and	communism.	
Marx	distinguished	between	the	first	and	higher	phase	of	communist	

society	as	follows:	
What we have to deal with here is a communist society, not as it has developed on its 
own foundations, but, on the contrary, just as it emerges from capitalist society; which 
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is thus in every respect, economically, morally, and intellectually, still stamped with 
the birthmarks of the old society from whose womb it emerges. . . .  

But these defects are inevitable in the first phase of communist society as it is when it 
has just emerged after prolonged birth pangs from capitalist society. Right can never 
be higher than the economic structure of society and its cultural development 
conditioned thereby. 

In a higher phase of communist society, after the enslaving subordination of the 
individual to the division of labor, and therewith also the antithesis between mental 
and physical labor, has vanished; after labor has become not only a means of life but 
life's prime want; after the productive forces have also increased with the all-around 
development of the individual, and all the springs of co-operative wealth flow more 
abundantly -- only then then can the narrow horizon of bourgeois right be crossed in 
its entirety and society inscribe on its banners: From each according to his ability, to 
each according to his needs!  

Utopians frequently focus on Marx’s description of the “higher phase of communist 
society” as an ideal which defines socialism. Societies that exhibit defects cannot 
possibly be socialist, whatever their claims. Utopians thus ignore the real message 
of this passage, which is that the development of communist society will be a long 
historical process, in which “defects are inevitable.” Thus when the utopians cite 
the passage as a way of criticizing existing socialist societies, they “substitute the 
catchword of revolution for revolutionary development,” a procedure Marx 
explicitly rejected as early as 1853: 
The point of view of the minority is dogmatic instead of critical, idealistic instead of 
materialistic. They regard not the real conditions but a mere effort of will as the driving 
force of the revolution. Whereas we say to the workers: ‘You will have to go through 
15, 20, 50 years of civil wars and national struggles not only to bring about a change in 
society but also to change yourselves, and prepare yourselves for the exercise of 
political power’, you say on the contrary: ‘Either we seize power at once, or else we 
might as well just take to our beds.’ Whereas we are at pains to show the German 
workers in particular how rudimentary the development of the German proletariat is, 
you appeal to the patriotic feelings and the class prejudice of the German artisans, 
flattering them in the grossest way possible, and this is a more popular method, of 
course. Just as the word ‘people’ has been given an aura of sanctity by the democrats, 
so you have done the same for the word ‘proletariat’. Like the democrats you 
substitute the catchword of revolution for revolutionary development, etc., etc.  

Marx here repeats the message of the Manifesto that the transition to socialism will 
emerge from the class struggle, but stresses that this transition will be neither quick 
or painless, but will involve as much as a half-century of “civil wars and national 
struggles.” As it turns out, it is taking much longer, but that is scarcely Marx’s 
fault. 
Marx is quite clear that during this “prolonged period of birth pangs from capitalist 
society,” the working class will need its own state, the dictatorship of the 
proletarian: 
The question then arises: What transformation will the state undergo in communist 
society? In other words, what social functions will remain in existence there that are 
analogous to present state functions? This question can only be answered 
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scientifically, and one does not get a flea-hop nearer to the problem by a thousand-
fold combination of the word 'people' with the word 'state'. 

Between capitalist and communist society there lies the period of the revolutionary 
transformation of the one into the other. Corresponding to this is also a political 
transition period in which the state can be nothing but the revolutionary dictatorship 
of the proletariat.  , p. 18). 

When Marx wrote these lines in 1875, he had already given us a scientific analysis 
of the world’s first dictatorship of the proletariat, the Paris Commune of 1871, 
which Marx supported even though it was not led by socialists (“the majority of the 
Commune was in no sense socialist, nor could it be”) . Marx discussed how new 
forms of democracy and of organization emerged from the struggle of the Parisian 
communards, as Lenin remarked: 
Without resorting to Utopias, Marx waited for the experience of a mass movement to 
produce the answer to the problem as to the exact forms which this organisation of 
the proletariat as the ruling class will assume and as to the exact manner in which this 
organisation of the proletariat will assume and as to the exact manner in which this 
organisation will be combined with the most complete, most consistent establishment 
democracy. 
   The experiment of the Commune, meager as it was, was subjected by Marx to the 
most careful analysis in his The Civil War in France. SOURCE; State and Revolution, p. 
36 

The Commune lasted only three months before it was crushed by French troops 
with the slaughter of tens of thousands of communards. Marx describes this 
experience: 
The civilization and justice of bourgeois order comes out in its lurid light whenever the 
slaves and drudges of that order rise against their masters. Then this civilization and 
justice stand forth as undisguised savagery and lawless revenge. Each new crisis in the 
class struggle between the appropriator and the producer brings out this fact more 
glaringly. Even the atrocities of the bourgeois in June 1848 vanish before the infamy of 
1871. The self-sacrificing heroism with which the population of Paris – men, women, 
and children – fought for eight days after the entrance of the Versaillese, reflects as 
much the grandeur of their cause, as the infernal deeds of the soldiery reflect the 
innate spirit of that civilization, indeed, the great problem of which is how to get rid of 
the heaps of corpses it made after the battle was over!  
   To find a parallel for the conduct of Thiers and his bloodhounds we must go back to 
the times of Sulla and the two Triumvirates of Rome. The same wholesale slaughter in 
cold blood; the same disregard, in massacre, of age and sex, the same system of 
torturing prisoners; the same proscriptions, but this time of a whole class; the same 
savage hunt after concealed leaders, lest one might escape; the same denunciations of 
political and private enemies; the same indifference for the butchery of entire 
strangers to the feud. (Marx, Civil War in France, Section titled "The Fall of Paris")  

In a Postscript written twenty years later, Engels clearly identified the Paris 
Commune as the dictatorship of the proletariat: 
Of late, the Social-Democratic philistine has once more been filled with wholesome 
terror at the words: Dictatorship of the Proletariat. Well and good, gentlemen, do you 
want to know what this dictatorship looks like? Look at the Paris Commune. That was 
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the Dictatorship of the Proletariat. (Frederick Engels, London, on the 20th anniversary 
of the Paris Commune, March 18, 1891.) 

Opposing those who called for the immediate abolition of the state, Engels was 
quite clear on the need for a proletarian dictatorship: 
Why do the anti-authoritarians not confine themselves to crying out against political 
authority, the state? All Socialists are agreed that the political state, and with it 
political authority, will disappear as a result of the coming social revolution, that is, 
that public functions will lose their political character and will be transformed into the 
simple administrative functions of watching over the true interests of society. But the 
anti-authoritarians demand that the political state be abolished at one stroke, even 
before the social conditions that gave birth to it have been destroyed. They demand 
that the first act of the social revolution shall be the abolition of authority. Have these 
gentlemen ever seen a revolution? A revolution is certainly the most authoritarian 
thing there is; it is the act whereby one part of the population imposes its will upon 
the other part by means of rifles, bayonets and cannon — authoritarian means, if such 
there be at all; and if the victorious party does not want to have fought in vain, it must 
maintain this rule by means of the terror which its arms inspire in the reactionists. 
Would the Paris Commune have lasted a single day if it had not made use of this 
authority of the armed people against the bourgeois? Should we not, on the contrary, 
reproach it for not having used it freely enough? (Engels, On Authority, 1872) 

In	1918,	Lenin	put	it	much	more	simply:	“No	revolution	is	worth	anything	
unless	it	can	defend	itself.”				
Even	though	it	was	crushed,	the	short-lived	Paris	Commune	provided	the	

inspiration	for	socialists,	communists,	and	anarchists	for	generations	to	come.	
The	Commune	also	gave	us	the	International.		
Marx	concluded	his	analysis	of	the	Paris	Commune	with	the	following	

words,	from	The	Civil	War	in	France:	
Workingmen’s Paris, with its Commune, will be forever celebrated as the glorious 
harbinger of a new society. Its martyrs are enshrined in the great heart of the working 
class. Its exterminators, history has already nailed to that eternal pillory from which all 
the prayers of their priest will not avail to redeem them.  

Lenin	did	more	than	simply	re-assert	the	views	of	Marx	and	Engels.	He	
advanced	the	cause	of	scientific	socialism	so	dramatically	that	we	now	call	it	
Marxism-Leninism.	The	scientific	socialism	of	Marx	and	Engels	was	a	product	
of	the	19th	Century.	Leninism	may	properly	be	viewed	as	the	scientific	
socialism	of	the	20th	Century.	Other	schools	of	Marxism	may	interpret	Marx	
(and	the	world)	in	various	ways,	but	Leninism	alone	changed	it.		

In	his	eulogy,	“On	the	Death	of	Lenin,”	Stalin	explained	Lenin’s	world-
historic	significance:	
Scores and indeed hundreds of times in the course of the centuries the labouring 
people have striven to throw off the oppressors from their backs and to become the 
masters of their own destiny.  But each time, defeated and disgraced, they have been 
forced to retreat, harbouring in their breasts resentment and humiliation, anger and 
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despair, and lifting up their eyes to an inscrutable heaven where they hoped to find 
deliverance.  The chains of slavery remained intact, or the old chains were replaced by 
new ones, equally burdensome and degrading.  Ours is the only country where the 
oppressed and downtrodden labouring masses have succeeded in throwing off the 
rule of the landlords and capitalists and replacing it by the rule of the workers and 
peasants.  You know, comrades, and the whole world now admits it, that this gigantic 
struggle was led by Comrade Lenin and his Party.  The greatness of Lenin lies above all 
in this, that by creating the Republic of Soviets he gave a practical demonstration to 
the oppressed masses of the whole world that hope of deliverance is not lost, that the 
rule of the landlords and capitalists is shortlived, that the kingdom of labour can be 
created by the efforts of the labouring people themselves, and that the kingdom of 
labour must be created not in heaven, but on earth. (As quoted,  [Cameron 1987:53]  

While	this	does	not	in	itself	prove	Leninism	is	correct,	it	certainly	indicates	
the	Leninism	must	be	considered	very	seriously.	On	this,	we	may	quote	Stalin’s	
Fundamentals	of	Leninism	(pp.	10-11)	
   What, then, in the last analysis, is Leninism? 
   Leninism is Marxism of the era of imperialism and the proletarian revolution. To be 
more exact, Leninism is the theory and tactics of the proletarian revolution in general, 
the theory and tactics of the dictatorship of the proletariat in particular. Marx and 
Engels pursued their activities in the pre-revolutionary period, (we have the 
proletarian revolution in mind), when developed imperialism did not yet exist, in the 
period of the proletarians’ preparation for revolution, in the period when the 
proletarian revolution was not yet an immediate practical inevitability. But Lenin, the 
disciple of Marx and Engels, pursued his activities in the period of developed 
imperialism, in the period of the unfolding proletarian revolution, when the 
proletarian revolution had already triumphed in one country, had smashed bourgeois 
democracy and had ushered in the era of proletarian democracy, the era of the 
Soviets. 
   That is why Leninism is the further development of Marxism.  

In	other	words,	Leninism	is	the	scientific	socialism	of	the	era	of	imperialism	
and	proletarian	revolution,	the	20th	century.	

Here’s	what	Trotsky	had	to	say	about	the	October	Revolution	
In the year 1917, Russia was passing through the greatest social crisis. One can say 
with certainty, however, on the basis of all the lessons of history, that had there been 
no Bolshevik Party, the immeasurable revolutionary energy of the masses would have 
been fruitlessly spent in sporadic explosions, and the great upheavals would have 
ended in the severest counterrevolutionary dictatorship. The class struggle is the 
prime mover of history. It needs a correct program, a firm party, a trustworthy and 
courageous leadership – not heroes of the drawing room and parliamentary phrases, 
but revolutionists, ready to go to the very end. This is the major lesson of the October 
Revolution. (as quoted, somewhere) 

Unfortunately,	Trotsky	himself	forgot	this	lesson	after	the	death	of	Lenin	
and	transformed	himself	from	a	brilliant,	charismatic,	and	courageous	
individual	leader	of	the	revolution	into	a	counterrevolutionary	opponent,	as	
we	shall	see	later.	
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By	the	20th	century,	capitalism	could	no	longer	be	viewed	as	an	economic	
system	that	existed	within	various	countries	at	different	levels	of	
development.	Instead,	capitalism	had	to	be	understood	as	a	global	system	
within	which	there	were	two	kinds	of	nations,	the	imperialist	nations	of	
Europe,	North	America,	and	Japan,	and	the	oppressed	nations	of	what	is	now	
called	the	Global	South”	Africa,	Asia,	and	Latin	America.	Lenin	stressed	that	
“imperialism	is	the	eve	of	proletarian	revolution,”	but	with	this	change,	the	
whole	conception	of	revolution	and	socialism	changed	accordingly.	

No	longer	could	revolution	and	socialism	be	seen	as	the	outcome	of	
conditions	within	one	country.	Instead,	it	was	the	entire	global	capitalism	
system	that	was	ripe	for	revolution,	and	the	revolution	would	break	out,	not	
necessarily	where	capitalism	was	more	“advanced.”	Rather,	the	chain	of	
imperialism	would	be	broken	at	its	weakest	link,	which,	in	1917,	turned	out	to	
be	Petrograd	in	the	Tsarist	Empire.	The	“Ten	Days	That	Shook	the	World”	in	
October	1917	sparked	a	world	revolutionary	process	that	took	seventy	years	
to	contain	and	even	now	is	still	unfolding.	Our	task	is	to	understand	that	
process.	

Lenin	also	remarked:	
The	initial	steps	in	such	understanding	were	taken	by	Lenin	in	State	and	

Revolution	(1917).	Here,	Lenin	drew	heavily	on	Marx’s	Critique	of	the	Gotha	
Program.	Although	Marx	and	Engels	saw	this	primarily	as	a	critique	of	
Lassalleanism,	Lenin	saw	that	this	“overshadowed	its	positive	part,	namely	the	
analysis	of	the	connection	between	the	development	of	Communism	and	the	
withering	away	of	the	state.”	p.		69	
In	his	analysis,	Lenin	stressed	the	need	for	an	instrument	to	prevent	the	

overthrown	ruling	class	from	returning	to	power.	This	was	the	dictatorship	of	
the	proletariat.	Already	in	1851,	Marx	stressed	that	the	transition	from	
capitalism	to	communism	would	be	neither	quick	or	easy.	Instead,	it	would	
require	15,	20,	50	years	of	civil	wars	and	national	struggles	to	prepare	the	
working	class	for	the	exercise	of	political	power.		Lenin	took	this	a	step	further	
and	insisted	that	the	revolutionary	transformation	of	capitalism	into	
communism	would	last	an	entire	epoch:	
The transition from capitalism to communism represents an entire historical epoch. 
Until this epoch has terminated, the exploiters inevitably cherish the hope of 
restoration, and this hope is converted into attempts at restoration. And after their 
first serious defeat, the overthrown exploiters-who had not expected their overthrow, 
never believed it possible, never conceded the thought of it-throw themselves with 
energy grown tenfold, with furious passion and hatred grown a hundredfold, into the 
battle for the recovery of the 'paradise' of which they have been deprived, on behalf of 
their families, who had been leading such a sweet and easy life and whom now the 
'common herd' is condemning to ruin and destitution (or to 'common labour...).  
(Stalin, citing Lenin Vol. XXIII, p. 355). 
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Lenin	stressed	the	importance	of	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	in	
crushing	attempts	at	bourgeois	restoration.	During	this	period	the	proletariat	
must	use	state	power	to	suppress	the	old	ruling	class:	
The dictatorship of the proletariat is a most determined and most ruthless war waged 
by the new class against a more powerful enemy, the bourgeoisie, whose resistance is 
increased tenfold by its overthrow . . .  the dictatorship of the proletariat is a stubborn 
struggle-bloody and bloodless, violent and peaceful, military and economic, 
educational and administrative-against the forces and traditions of the old society. 
(Stalin, citing Lenin Vol. X, pp. 60, 84). 

Lenin stressed that the dictatorship of the proletariat will last as long as it is needed, 
that is, as long as there are exploiting classes of landlords and  capitalists anywhere 
in the world: 
We shall use this machine, or bludgeon, to destroy all exploitation. And when the 
possibility of exploitation no longer exists anywhere in the world, when there are no 
longer owners of land and owners of factories, and when there is no longer a situation 
in which some gorge while others starve, only when the possibility of this no longer 
exists shall we consign this machine to the scrap-heap. Then there will be no state and 
no exploitation. Such is the view of our Communist Party. (V. I. Lenin. The State:. A 
Lecture Delivered at the Sverdlov University. July 11, 1919) 

Clearly,	then,	only	after	imperialism	is	smashed	and	global	capitalism	is	
ended,	can	we	speak	of	the	full	triumph	of	socialism.	Only	after	U.S.	
imperialism	no	longer	has	its	nuclear	weapons,	its	armory	of	chemical	and	
biological	weapons,	its	CIA	and	other	overt	and	covert	espionage	apparatus,	its	
control	over	money	and	banking,	only	then	can	we	say	that	socialism	has	been	
definitely	established	and	the	process	of	the	withering	away	of	the	
dictatorship	of	the	proletarian	can	begin.	Those	who	like	to	parade	utopian	
dreams	are	not	really	helping	our	cause,	and	might	do	better	devoting	their	
energies	to	ending	the	U.S.	war	machine.	
It	is	important	to	understand	that	this	period	of	revolutionary	transition	

between	global	capitalism	and	global	socialism,	although	it	will	exhibit	
characteristics	of	both	capitalism	and	socialism,	will	be	different	from	either	
capitalism	or	socialism	and	must	be	understood	as	such.	Accordingly,	it	cannot	
be	judged	by	bourgeois	norms	nor	by	the	norms	that	will	emerge	in	a	truly	
socialist	society.	
Without resorting to Utopias, Marx waited for the experience of a mass movement to 
produce the answer to the problem as to the exact forms which this organisation of 
the proletariat as the ruling class will assume and as to the exact manner in which this 
organisation of the proletariat will assume and as to the exact manner in which this 
organisation will be combined with the most complete, most consistent establishment 
democracy. 
   The experiment of the Commune, meager as it was, was subjected by Marx to the 
most careful analysis in his The Civil War in France. State and Revolution, p. 36 

Marx	stressed	that	“defects	are	inevitable”	even	in	the	early	phase	of	
communist	society	itself	which	will	be	“in	every	respect,	economically,	



July, 2021 

2021-Socialism	for	Americans	2021	Page 17 of 117	

morally,	and	intellectually,	still	stamped	with	the	birthmarks	of	the	old	society	
from	whose	womb	it	emerges.”	If	this	is	true	even	after	the	defeat	of	the	
bourgeoisie,	how	much	more	true	will	it	be	while	the	bourgeoisie,	“with	
furious	passion	and	hatred	grown	a	hundredfold,”	is	still	using	every	means	to	
subvert	and	destroy	every	attempt	to	build	socialism?	

Thus,	when	we	are	attempting	to	understand	the	efforts	to	build	socialism	
in	the	Soviet	Union,	the	Peoples	Republic	of	China,	socialist	Cuba,	or	the	
Democratic	Peoples	Republic	of	Korea,	we	must	place	them	in	this	context.	It	is	
a	mistake	to	judge	them	as	if	they	represented	the	socialism	of	the	global	
future.	
Of	course	there	is	nothing	wrong	with	having	a	utopian	vision	of	socialism	if	

this	helps	inspires	us	to	address	the	real	problems	confronting	our	species.	
But	Marx	cautioned	us	about	letting	such	views	“divert	us	from	the	struggle	of	
the	present”	.	And	when	our	utopian	views	are	used	to	denigrate	and	put	down	
the	real	achievements	of	our	comrades	in	this	struggle,	then	we	need	to	have	a	
discussion	and	make	our	position	clear.	

The	question	of	socialism	is	usually	approached	in	an	idealistic	and	
mechanistic	manner.	Only	if	a	nation	conforms	to	our	ideal	of	socialism	can	it	
be	considered	socialist.	If	it	has	shortcomings,	it	is	not	socialism	but	must	be	
something	else	instead.	Using	the	dialectical	method	of	historical	materialism,	
by	contrast,	we	begin	with	what	a	given	society	is	in	fact,	how	it	is	changing,	
what	it	was,	what	it	is	becoming,	and	how	is	it	connected	to	the	total	flow	of	
human	history.	Our	results	are	unlikely	to	satisfy	the	immature	mind,	for	they	
are	unlikely	to	be	yes	or	no,	but	rather	yes	and	no.	
p. 99 "The Soviet is, doubtless, the most hated, the most loved and the most 
misunderstood political institution in the world today The Russian people love it; the 
capitalists of all nations hate it. Most people don't understand it because the channels 
through which they gain their information are controlled by its enemies, the 
capitalists. The Messenger, May-June 1918 (a socialist Negro magazine edited by A 
Philip Randolph and Chandler Owen) 

In	examining	the	objective	position	of	North	Korea	or	any	other	nation,	we	
remember	the	cautionary	words	of	Lenin	in	his	1920	Preface	to	Imperialism,	
In order to depict this objective position one must not take examples or isolated data 
(in view of the extreme complexity of the phenomena of social life it is always possible 
to select any number of examples or separate data to prove any proposition), but all 
the data on the basis of economic life in all the belligerent countries and the whole 
world.  

Applying	Lenin’s	method	to	North	Korea,	we	understand	that	possible	to	
provide	abundant	documentation	from	the	mainstream	press	to	prove	that	
North	Korea	is	a	“a	rogue-terrorist-communist-Stalinist-totalitarian-Oriental	
nightmare”	with	“insane	or	diabolical”	leaders	bent	on	“mass	destruction,”	
truly	a	charter	member	of	the	“axis	of	evil”	(Cumings	p.	viii).	However,	a	more	
dialectical	approach	requires	that	we	look	at	all	the	data	and	place	them	in	
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world	historical	context.	Given	the	preponderance	of	anti-Communist	views,	
even	in	the	American	left,	it	may	be	difficult	to	obtain	alternative	views	of	
North	Korea,	but	they	do	exist,	as	we	suggest	below	in	our	“Suggstions	for	
Further	Study.”	
XXXXSKIP	THU	THIS	

By	most	accounts,	North	Korea	is	not	a	place	where	most	middle	or	upper	
income	Americans	would	want	to	live,	but	Koreans	have	never	had	the	option	
of	living	like	middle	income	Americans.	Until	the	end	of	WWII,	they	lived	
under	Japanese	imperialism.	For	a	few	months	after	the	defeat	of	Japanese	
imperialism	in	WWII,	they	began	to	create	a	new	social	order.		Their	attempts	
were	cut	short	within	months	of	Hiroshima	and	Nagasaki	as	the	U.S.	began	to	
impose	American-style	imperialism.	South	Korea	succumbed	and	became	a	
neo-colony.	North	Korea	fought	to	maintain	its	independence,	at	a	terrible	
cost.	Life	for	North	Koreans	is	hard,	but	not	as	hard	as	it	was	under	Japanese	
imperialism,	nor	as	bad	as	it	would	be	if	the	American	imperialists	were	to	
“liberate”	it	as	they	did	in	Eastern	Europe,	the	Soviet	Union,	Yugoslavia,	and	
Iraq.	
It may be true that the socialism of North Korea is not attractive to most American 
leftists living in the richest imperialist nation on Earth (I include myself here). 
Americans like to treat North Korea as a joke, but Korea’s history, and the threat 
posed by American imperialism is no joke. The U.S. has been threatening North 
Korea with nuclear attack for over fifty years, well before North Korea even 
thought of acquiring nuclear weapons. In fact, it was precisely these threats that 
forced the Soviet Union to build its nuclear arsenal, and these continuing threats 
have persuaded North Korea to build their own nuclear weapons for their own 
protection. 
Some American leftists also like to point to Marx’s description, in Critique of the 
Gotha Program, of the higher phase of communism, when society will raise on its 
banner, “from each according to their ability, to each according to their needs,” as 
evidence of the inadequacy of North Korea and other socialist nations. They ignore 
Marx’s caution, also in the Critique, that the communism of the future will only 
emerge “after prolonged birth pangs from capitalist society.” 
 
	Marx	stressed	the	need	for	a	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	in	this	

transition:		
The question then arises: What transformation will the state undergo in communist 
society? In other words, what social functions will remain in existence there that are 
analogous to present state functions? This question can only be answered 
scientifically, and one does not get a flea-hop nearer to the problem by a thousand-
fold combination of the word 'people' with the word 'state'. 

Between capitalist and communist society there lies the period of the revolutionary 
transformation of the one into the other. Corresponding to this is also a political 
transition period in which the state can be nothing but the revolutionary dictatorship 
of the proletariat.  
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Lenin	understood	that	the	revolutionary	transformation	of	capitalism	into	
communism	would	last	an	entire	epoch:	
The transition from capitalism to communism represents an entire historical epoch. 
Until this epoch has terminated, the exploiters inevitably cherish the hope of 
restoration, and this hope is converted into attempts at restoration. And after their 
first serious defeat, the overthrown exploiters-who had not expected their overthrow, 
never believed it possible, never conceded the thought of it-throw themselves with 
energy grown tenfold, with furious passion and hatred grown a hundredfold, into the 
battle for the recovery of the 'paradise' of which they have been deprived, on behalf of 
their families, who had been leading such a sweet and easy life and whom now the 
'common herd' is condemning to ruin and destitution (or to 'common labour...).  
(Stalin, citing Lenin Vol. XXIII, p. 355). 

During	this	period	the	proletariat	must	use	state	power	to	suppress	the	old	
ruling	class:	
The dictatorship of the proletariat is a most determined and most ruthless war waged 
by the new class against a more powerful enemy, the bourgeoisie, whose resistance is 
increased tenfold by its overthrow . . .  the dictatorship of the proletariat is a stubborn 
struggle-bloody and bloodless, violent and peaceful, military and economic, 
educational and administrative-against the forces and traditions of the old society. 
(Stalin, citing Lenin Vol. X, pp. 60, 84). 

Lenin stressed the importance of the dictatorship of the proletariat in crushing 
attempts at bourgeois restoration: 

We shall use this machine, or bludgeon, to destroy all exploitation. And when the 
possibility of exploitation no longer exists anywhere in the world, when there are no 
longer owners of land and owners of factories, and when there is no longer a situation 
in which some gorge while others starve, only when the possibility of this no longer 
exists shall we consign this machine to the scrap-heap. Then there will be no state and 
no exploitation. Such is the view of our Communist Party. (V. I. Lenin. The State:. A 
Lecture Delivered at the Sverdlov University. July 11, 1919) 

Following	Lenin,	Stalin	expresses	the	same	idea:	
But the overthrow of the power of the bourgeoisie and establishment of the power of 
the proletariat in one country does not yet mean that the complete victory of 
socialism has been ensured. After consolidating its power and leading the peasantry in 
its wake the proletariat of the victorious country can and must build a socialist society. 
But does this mean that it will thereby achieve the complete and final victory of 
socialism, i.e., does it mean that with the forces of only one country it can finally 
consolidate socialism and fully guarantee that country against intervention and, 
consequently, also against restoration? No, it does not. For this the victory of the 
revolution in at least several countries is needed. Therefore, the development and 
support of the revolution in other countries is an essential task of the victorious 
revolution. Therefore, the revolution which has been victorious in one country must 
regard itself not as a self-sufficient entity, but as an aid, as a means for hastening the 
victory of the proletariat in other countries. 
Lenin expressed this thought succinctly when he said that the task of the victorious 
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revolution is to do "the utmost possible in one country for the development, support 
and awakening of the revolution in all countries," 
These, in general, are the characteristic features of Lenin's theory of proletarian 
revolution. 
(Foundations of Leninism, III, Theory) 

Clearly,	then,	only	after	imperialism	is	smashed	and	global	capitalism	is	
ended,	can	we	speak	of	the	full	triumph	of	socialism.	Only	after	U.S.	
imperialism	no	longer	has	its	nuclear	weapons,	its	armory	of	chemical	and	
biological	weapons,	its	CIA	and	other	overt	and	covert	espionage	apparatus,	its	
control	over	money	and	banking,	only	then	can	we	expect	socialism	to	be	
definitely	established	and	the	process	of	the	withering	away	of	the	
dictatorship	of	the	proletarian	can	begin.	Those	who	like	to	parade	utopian	
dreams	are	not	really	helping	our	cause,	and,	to	the	extent	that	they	support	
efforts	to	overthrow	actual	socialist	countries,	as	they	did	in	Eastern	Europe,	
they	may	even	be	considered	counterrevolutionary.	They	would	do	better	
devoting	their	energies	to	ending	the	U.S.	war	machine.	
It	is	important	to	understand	that	this	period	of	revolutionary	transition	

between	global	capitalism	and	global	socialism,	although	it	will	exhibit	
characteristics	of	both	capitalism	and	socialism,	will	be	different	from	either	
capitalism	or	socialism	and	must	be	understood	as	such.	Accordingly,	it	cannot	
be	judged	by	bourgeois	norms	nor	by	the	norms	that	will	emerge	in	a	truly	
socialist	society.	
Marx	stressed	that	“defects	are	inevitable”	even	in	the	early	phase	of	

communist	society	itself	which	will	be	“in	every	respect,	economically,	
morally,	and	intellectually,	still	stamped	with	the	birthmarks	of	the	old	society	
from	whose	womb	it	emerges.”	If	this	is	true	even	after	the	defeat	of	the	
bourgeoisie,	how	much	more	true	will	it	be	while	the	bourgeoisie,	“with	
furious	passion	and	hatred	grown	a	hundredfold,”	is	still	using	every	means	to	
subvert	and	destroy	every	attempt	to	build	socialism?	
Thus,	when	we	are	attempting	to	understand	the	efforts	to	build	socialism	

in	the	Soviet	Union,	the	Peoples	Republic	of	China,	socialist	Cuba,	or	the	
Democratic	Peoples	Republic	of	Korea,	we	must	place	them	in	this	context.	It	is	
a	mistake	to	judge	them	as	if	they	represented	the	socialism	of	the	global	
future	after	the	overthrow	of	imperialism.	
It	was	Lenin	who	called	the	Soviet	Union	socialist.	He	did	this	in	his	first	

public	appearance	after	the	success	of	the	October	Revolution,	at	the	Second	
All-Russia	Congress	of	Soviets	of	Workers'	and	Soldiers'	Deputies	on	October	
25,	1917.	In	John	Reed’s	words:	
Now Lenin, gripping the edge of the reading stand, letting his little winking eyes travel 
over the crowd as he stood there waiting, apparently oblivious to the long-rolling 
ovation, which lasted several minutes. When it finished, he said simply, “We shall now 
proceed to construct the Socialist order."’ Again that overwhelming human roar. 
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So	on	October	25,	1917,	socialism	was	no	longer	just	a	utopia	or	even	just	a	
scientific	concept.	Socialism	was	a	reality.	Our	task,	as	Marxists,	as	scientific	
socialists,	and	as	communists,	is	to	understand	that	reality,	in	both	its	positive	
and	negative	aspects.	
It	was	several	months	before	the	new	Soviet	state	had	a	formal	name.	On	

July	10,	1918,	the	Fifth	All-Russian	Congress	of	Soviets	adopted	the	1918	
Constitution	of	the	Russian	Socialist	Federated	Soviet	Republic,	which	clearly	
defined	the	new	state	as	“a	free	socialist	society	of	all	the	working	people	of	
Russia,”	and	“a	dictatorship	of	the	urban	and	rural	proletariat	and	the	poorest	
peasantry.”	
In	December	1922,	the	Russia	SFSR,	the	Transcaucasian	SFSR,	the	Ukrainian	

SSR	and	the	Byelorussian	SSR	united	to	form	the	Union	of	Soviet	Socialist	
Republics.	To	the	best	of	my	knowledge,	there	was	no	dispute.	All	the	Old	
Bolsheviks—Lenin,	Stalin,	Bukharin,	Zinoviev,	Kamenev,	even	Trotsky—all	
agreed	that	the	new	Soviet	state	was	socialist,	governed	by	a	dictatorship	of	
the	proletariat.	

My	views	are	based	on	Lenin’s	scientific	concept	that	sees	socialism	as	an	
early	phase	of	communist	society	that	exists	during	the	transition	from	
capitalism	to	communism	in	which	the	state	the	takes	the	form	of	the	
dictatorship	of	the	proletariat.	During	this	phase,	Marx	stressed,	“defects	are	
inevitable”	as	the	working	class	gains	the	experience	needed	to	rule	as	a	class.	
 
Socialism	began	as	a	utopia,	was	transformed	into	a	science	through	the	

work	of	Marx	and	Engels,	but	became	a	reality	with	Lenin.	The	first	thing	Lenin	
did	after	the	October	Revolution	was	promise	the	building	of	the	socialist	
order	to	thunderous	applause	from	workers	and	peasants	the	world	over.	

In	my	view,	this	scientific	view	of	the	Soviet	Union	as	socialist	did	not	
disarm	the	working	class.	The	working	class	and	peasantry	supported	
socialism	and	the	Communist	Party	throughout	the	Civil	War,	collectivization	
and	industrialization,	and	the	Nazi	invasion.	The	Soviet	Union	could	not	have	
survived	otherwise.	It	is	true	that	the	Soviet	leadership	stumbled	forty	years	
later,	in	1990,	and	provided	an	opening	for	the	imperialists	to	strike	a	fatal	
blow,	but	this	does	not	detract	from	the	real	accomplishments	of	socialism	in	
the	seventy	years	after	1917.		

For	this	reason,	I	think	it	is	still	important	to	understand	the	Soviet	Union	
and	its	accomplishments	during	this	period	as	socialist.	Not	in	the	sense	of	an	
ideal	to	which	all	societies	must	conform,	but	rather	in	Marx’s	sense	of	the	real	
process	which	abolishes	the	present	state	of	things:	capitalism	and	
imperialism.	

What	enabled	the	imperialists	to	over	throw	the	Soviet	Union,	in	my	view,	
was,	in	large	part,	abandoning	the	concept	of	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	
and	not	recognizing	the	need	for	continuing	this	dictatorship	until	the	
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revolution	was	made	permanent	by	overthrowing	the	imperialists	in	all	the	
leading	countries	of	the	world.	As	Marx	put	it:	
While the democratic petty bourgeois want to bring the revolution to an end as 
quickly as possible, achieving at most the aims already mentioned, it is our interest 
and our task to make the revolution permanent until all the more or less propertied 
classes have been driven from their ruling positions, until the proletariat has 
conquered state power and until the association of the proletarians has progressed 
sufficiently far – not only in one country but in all the leading countries of the world – 
that competition between the proletarians of these countries ceases and at least the 
decisive forces of production are concentrated in the hands of the workers. Our 
concern cannot simply be to modify private property, but to abolish it, not to hush up 
class antagonisms but to abolish classes, not to improve the existing society but to 
found a new one. (Address of the Central Committee to the Communist League, 
London, March 1850) 

 

In	other	words,	as	long	as	U.S.	imperialism	exists,	the	Soviet	Union	had	to	
remain	a	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat.	But	Gorbachev	and	others	of	his	
generation,	the	first	generation	born	after	the	revolution,	believed	they	no	
longer	had	to	live	under	the	dictatorship.	Why	should	they	have	to	defend	
socialism	in	Poland,	Czechoslovakia,	East	Germany,	and	elsewhere?	Let	them	
go,	so	the	Soviet	Union	can	return	to	a	“normal”	life,	like	the	“middle	classes”	
have	in	the	West.	This	seemed	reasonable	enough	at	the	time	but	proved	fatal.	

****	DUPLICATION	
Following	Marx,	Lenin	understood	that	the	period	of	the	dictatorship	of	the	

proletariat	would	last	an	entire	epoch.	Lenin	further	noted:	
The dictatorship of the proletariat is a most determined and most ruthless war waged 
by the new class against a more powerful enemy, the bourgeoisie, whose resistance is 
increased tenfold by its overthrow . . .  the dictatorship of the proletariat is a stubborn 
struggle-bloody and bloodless, violent and peaceful, military and economic, 
educational and administrative-against the forces and traditions of the old society. . . . 
(Stalin, citing Lenin Vol. X, pp. 60, 84). 

We shall use this machine, or bludgeon, to destroy all exploitation. And when the 
possibility of exploitation no longer exists anywhere in the world, when there are no 
longer owners of land and owners of factories, and when there is no longer a situation 
in which some gorge while others starve, only when the possibility of this no longer 
exists shall we consign this machine to the scrap-heap. Then there will be no state and 
no exploitation. Such is the view of our Communist Party. (V. I. Lenin. The State:. A 
Lecture Delivered at the Sverdlov University. July 11, 1919) 

Following Lenin, Stalin expresses the same idea: 
But the overthrow of the power of the bourgeoisie and establishment of the power of 
the proletariat in one country does not yet mean that the complete victory of 
socialism has been ensured. After consolidating its power and leading the peasantry in 
its wake the proletariat of the victorious country can and must build a socialist society. 
But does this mean that it will thereby achieve the complete and final victory of 
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socialism, i.e., does it mean that with the forces of only one country it can finally 
consolidate socialism and fully guarantee that country against intervention and, 
consequently, also against restoration? No, it does not. For this the victory of the 
revolution in at least several countries is needed. Therefore, the development and 
support of the revolution in other countries is an essential task of the victorious 
revolution. Therefore, the revolution which has been victorious in one country must 
regard itself not as a self-sufficient entity, but as an aid, as a means for hastening the 
victory of the proletariat in other countries. 
Lenin expressed this thought succinctly when he said that the task of the victorious 
revolution is to do "the utmost possible in one country for the development, support 
and awakening of the revolution in all countries," 
These, in general, are the characteristic features of Lenin's theory of proletarian 
revolution. 
(Foundations of Leninism, III, Theory) 

The essence of Marx's theory of the state has been mastered only by those who 
realize that the dictatorship of a single class is necessary not only for every class 
society in general, not only for the proletariat which has overthrown the bourgeoisie, 
but also for the entire historical period which separates capitalism from "classless 
society", from communism. Bourgeois states are most varied in form, but their 
essence is the same: all these states, whatever their form, in the final analysis are 
inevitably the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. The transition from capitalism to 
communism is certainly bound to yield a tremendous abundance and variety of 
political forms, but the essence will inevitably be the same: the dictatorship of the 
proletariat. (Lenin, State and Revolution, p. 31) 

In	other	words,	until	U.S.	imperialism	is	overthrown,	attempts	to	build	
socialism	must	remain	dictatorships	of	the	proletariat.	This	includes	the	
present-day	socialist	societies	of	China,	north	Korea,	Vietnam,	and	Cuba.	The	
1982	Constitution	of	the	People’s	Republic	of	China	recognizes	these	
important	points:	
The people's democratic dictatorship led by the working class and based on the 
alliance of workers and peasants, which is in essence the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, has been consolidated and developed. . . .  
Under the leadership of the Communist Party of China and the guidance of Marxism- 
Leninism and Mao Zedong Thought, the Chinese people of all nationalities will 
continue to adhere to the people's democratic dictatorship and follow the socialist 
road, steadily improve socialist institutions, develop socialist democracy, improve the 
socialist legal system and work hard and self-reliantly to modernize industry, 
agriculture, national defence and science and technology step by step to turn China 
into a socialist country with a high level of culture and democracy. The exploiting 
classes as such have been eliminated in our country. However, class struggle will 
continue to exist within certain limits for a long time to come. The Chinese people 
must fight against those forces and elements, both at home and abroad, that are 
hostile to China's socialist system and try to undermine it. . . .  
China's achievements in revolution and construction are inseparable from support by 
the people of the world. The future of China is closely linked with that of the whole 
world. China adheres to an independent foreign policy as well as to the five principles 
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of mutual respect for sovereignty and territorial integrity, mutual non-aggression, non-
interference in each other's internal affairs, equality and mutual benefit, and peaceful 
coexistence in developing diplomatic relations and economic and cultural exchanges 
with other countries; (Preamble) 

However,	the	Soviet	Union	abandoned	its	earlier	recognition	of	the	
necessity	of	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat.	In	the	1936	Constitution,	in	
which	the	socialist	character	of	the	Soviet	Union	was	re-affirmed,	the	question	
of	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	was	muddled.	The	Soviet	Union	was	“a	
socialist	state	of	workers	and	peasants”	which	“grew	and	attained	strength	as	
a	result	of	the	overthrow	of	the	landlords	and	capitalists	and	the	achievement	
of	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat.”	It	was	not	clear	whether	the	Soviet	
Union	remained	a	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	in	this	1936	Constitution.	
Then,	in	the	1977	Constitution,	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	was	

clearly	regarded	as	a	thing	of	the	past:		
The aims of the dictatorship of the proletariat having been fulfilled, the Soviet state 
has become a state of the whole people. . . . .  
In the USSR a developed socialist society has been built. . . .  
The principle applied in the U.S.S.R. is that of socialism: "From each according to his 
ability, to each according to his work." 

In	abandoning	the	Marxist-Leninist	concept	of	the	necessity	of	dictatorship	
of	the	proletariat	throughout	the	period	of	the	overthrow	of	imperialism	and	
the	transition	to	Communism,	the	Soviet	leadership	opened	the	door	to	
internal	subversion,	not	only	in	Eastern	Europe,	but	the	Soviet	Union	itself.	
This	was	not,	of	course,	the	only	reason	for	the	defeat	of	socialism,	but	it	must	
be	considered.	
But	questions	remain.	How	is	this	conception	of	socialism,	growing	out	of	

the	real	experience	of	the	socialist	countries,	related	to	the	scientific	socialism	
of	Engels	and	to	Marx’s	distinction	between	“the	first	phase	of	communist	
society”	and	“a	higher	phase	of	communist	society.”	Also,	what	are	the	
characteristics	of	the	existing	socialist	societies	in	China,	Korea,	Vietnam,	and	
Cuba,	and	how	are	they	related	to	the	views	of	Marx	and	Engels.		
As	Marx	points	out,	this	is	a	question	that	can	only	be	answered	

scientifically.	Marx	could	not	have	addressed	it,	since	there	were	no	actual	
socialist	societies	to	provide	actual	empirical	data	about	the	nature	of	
socialism	and	its	transformations.	Now,	we	have	had	95	years	of	experience	
with	socialism	to	provide	data	for	a	scientific	understanding	of	socialism	and	
its	place	in	the	transition	to	a	better	world.	
***THIS IS THE END OF THE INSERT FROM KOREA PAPER*** 
Only	after	the	publication	of	Das	Kapital	(1867)	and	ensuing	

misunderstandings	of	that	book,	Marx	and	Engels	decided	to	provide	a	popular	
exposition	of	their	philosophy.	The	result	was	the	pamphlet	by	Engels,	
Socialism:	Utopian	and	Scientific,	which	Marx	termed	“an	introduction	to	



July, 2021 

2021-Socialism	for	Americans	2021	Page 25 of 117	

scientific	socialism.”	This	work,	along	with	the	Communist	Manifesto,	forms	the	
foundation	of	scientific	socialism.		
In	this	pamphlet,	Engels	describes	how	the	idea	of	socialism	arose	in	the	

early	nineteenth	century	in	reaction	to	the	irrationality	and	injustice	of	
industrial	capitalism.	But	it	remained	a	utopian	dream	until	Marx	linked	it	to	
the	working	class	movement	and	a	scientific	view	of	society,	including	
historical	materialism	and	class	struggle.	While	the	earlier	socialism	could	
only	dream	of	a	more	perfect	society	and	try	to	persuade	people,	including	the	
ruling	class,	to	adopt	their	reforms,	scientific	socialism	provided	a	scientific	
understanding	of	the	class	struggle	and	showed	the	agency	which	would	
actually	build	socialism:	the	working	class.	
The	scientific	socialism	of	Marx	and	Engels	provided	the	theoretical	

framework	for	the	socialist	movement	in	the	nineteenth	century,	but	it	was	no	
longer	adequate	for	understanding	and	advancing	the	struggles	of	the	
twentieth	century.	For	that,	we	need	Lenin.	Lenin	understood	Marx	as	well	as	
anyone	else	among	the	great	Marxists	of	the	late	nineteenth/early	twentieth	
centuries.	But	it	was	not	as	a	mere	theoretician	that	Lenin	is	important.	While	
Marx	and	Engels	had	interpreted	the	world	in	a	profound	and	liberating	way,	
Lenin,	through	his	leadership	of	the	October	Revolution	in	1917,	changed	it,	
forever.	
Lenin	did	this,	most	importantly,	by	organizing	the	Bolshevik	Party,	the	

vanguard	party,	which	was	the	agency	that	actually	led	the	working	class	in	
revolution.	Second,	recognizing	that	the	working	class	was	a	minority	of	the	
population	in	backward	Tsarist	Russia	(as	well	as	what	would	later	be	called	
the	“Third	World”	or	“Global	South”)	and	so	would	have	to	form	an	alliance	
with	another	oppressed	class,	the	peasantry,	which	represented	the	majority	
of	the	laboring	population.	The	peasantry	had	demonstrated	its	revolutionary	
capacity	again	and	again	in	Russian	(and	European)	history,	but	these	
revolutions	had	not	led	to	socialism.	For	that,	a	working	class	consciousness	
was	necessary.	Hence,	the	worker/peasant	alliance,	symbolized	to	this	day	by	
the	hammer	and	sickle.		
Within	a	year,	the	Bolsheviks	established	the	Russian	Soviet	Federative	

Socialist	Republic,	the	world’s	first	socialist	state,	openly	establishing	“a	
dictatorship	of	the	urban	and	rural	proletariat	and	the	poorest	peasantry+	
<https://www.marxists.org/history/ussr/government/constitution/1918/art
icle2.htm>	
The	world	historical	significance	of	the	October	Revolution	and	the	Soviet	

Union	cannot	be	overstated.	One	simply	cannot	understand	the	twentieth	
century	without	considering	the	effects	of	the	Soviet	Union	on	such	things	as	
the	New	Deal,	the	emergence	of	the	“Middle	Way”	in	Sweden	and	elsewhere,	
the	defeat	of	Fascism,	the	spread	of	socialism	to	Eastern	Europe,	the	Cold	War,	
the	anti-colonial	struggle,	and,	of	course,	the	Chinese,	Cuban,	and	Vietnamese	
Revolutions.	
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The	Bolshevik	Revolution	and	the	emergence	of	the	Soviet	Union	also	
divided	the	socialist	movement	into	supporters	and	opponents	of	the	
Revolution	itself,	into	Communism	(or	Marxism-Leninism)	and	Social	
Democracy	(or	Democratic	Socialism).	Not	everyone	fits	neatly	into	one	or	the	
other	category,	and	a	sharp	division	between	the	two	cannot	be	maintained.	
But	neither	can	the	history	of	socialism	in	the	twentieth	and	twenty	first	
century	be	understood	without	recognizing	this	division.	Proponents	on	either	
side	reject	the	other	side,	frequently	viewing	each	other	as	enemies	rather	
than	comrades.	
There	are	various	ways	of	categorizing	these	two	approaches.	Basically,	it	

comes	down	to	different	ways	of	implementing	the	original	impulse	of	
socialism	***and	attempting	to	democratize	the	wealth	created	by	
capitalism???.	As	the	IWW	put	it	in	1905,	socialism	would	be	a	consequence	of	
industrialism,	as	an	appropriation	of	the	Earth	and	the	machinery	of	
production	created	by	the	capitalist	class	by	the	working	class.	The	
Communists,	in	the	Soviet	Union	and	elsewhere,	were	able	to	overthrow	
capitalism	in	basically	agrarian	societies	that	lacked	the	powerful	productive	
apparatus	created	by	the	capitalists.	Therefore,	socialism	had	to	become	the	
means	of	industrialization		and	development,	rather	than	as	a	consequence	of	
industrialization.	
In	the	industrialized	world	represented	by	the	imperialist	countries	of	

Europe	and	American,	by	contrast,	the	bourgeois	state	was	too	powerful	to	
overthrow,	even	by	Rosa	Luxemburg.	so,	rather	than	confronting	capitalism	
and	imperialism	directly,	Social	Democracy	had	to	reform	capitalism	as	a	way	
of	distributing	the	wealth	created	by	the	capitalist	mode	of	production	more	
equitably,	and	produced	the	welfare	state.	In	so	doing	it	benefited	the	upper	
income	working	and	professional	classes	and	even	all	members	of	these	
nations	so	that	the	Nordic	societies	rank	highest	on	the	“happiness	index.”		
Thee	societies	rank	as	the	happiest	in	the	world.	But	these	societies	are	only	
one	part	of	the	global	imperialist	systems	and	are	among	the	beneficiaries	of	
that	system,	This	option	is	not	open	to	workers	and	peasants	in	the	oppressed	
countries	of	Africa,	Asia,	and	Latin	America.		(majority	of	humanity	in	the	
oppressed	world,)*	sometimes	known	as	the	Third	World	or	Global	South.	
Different	Within	this	broad	category	describe	themselves	with	a	wide	variety	
of	terms,	Social	Democracy,	Democratic	Socialism,	Western	Marxism,	
Ecosocialists,	and	so	on.	To	the	extent	that	they	do	not	confront	imperialism	
and	their	own	ruling	classes,	they	might	better	be	called	“Social	Imperialists,”	
but	such	a	term	is	not	always	valid	or	useful.	
Some	people	in	the	oppressed	countries	did	follow	the	Bolshevik	model,	

most	notably	China,	North	Korea,	and	Vietnam,	Cuba	had	its	own	revolution	
but	quickly	needed	to	turn	to	the	Soviet	Union	for	support,	while	other	
countries	developed	distinctive	socialisms	for	the	Third	World,	such	as	Arab	
Socialism	or	African	Socialism	
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Some terminological Considerations 
Also	in	the	Manifesto	(actually	the	Preface	to	the	1888	French	edition)	

Engels	discusses	the	distinction	between	Communism	and	Socialism	at	the	
time	of	the	writing	of	our	Manifesto:  
Thus the history of the Manifesto reflects the history of the modern working-class 
movement; at present, it is doubtless the most wide spread, the most international 
production of all socialist literature, the common platform acknowledged by millions 
of working men from Siberia to California. 

Yet, when it was written, we could not have called it a socialist manifesto. By 
Socialists, in 1847, were understood, on the one hand the adherents of the various 
Utopian systems: Owenites in England, Fourierists in France, both of them already 
reduced to the position of mere sects, and gradually dying out; on the other hand, the 
most multifarious social quacks who, by all manner of tinkering, professed to redress, 
without any danger to capital and profit, all sorts of social grievances, in both cases 
men outside the working-class movement, and looking rather to the “educated" 
classes for support. Whatever portion of the working class had become convinced of 
the insufficiency of mere political revolutions, and had proclaimed the necessity of 
total social change, called itself Communist. It was a crude, rough-hewn, purely 
instinctive sort of communism; still, it touched the cardinal point and was powerful 
enough amongst the working class to produce the Utopian communism of Cabet in 
France, and of Weitling in Germany. Thus, in 1847, socialism was a middle-class 
movement, communism a working-class movement. Socialism was, on the Continent 
at least, “respectable”; communism was the very opposite. And as our notion, from 
the very beginning, was that “the emancipation of the workers must be the act of the 
working class itself,” there could be no doubt as to which of the two names we must 
take. Moreover, we have, ever since, been far from repudiating it. 

Before	issuing	this	explanation,	Engels	had	already	introduced	the	term	
scientific	socialism	to	refer	to	Marx’s	approach,	a	usage	approved	by	Marx.	
Thus,	we	can	refer	to	Marxism,	Communism,	and	Scientific	Socialism	as	
virtually	the	same	throughout	the	Nineteenth	Century.	Further,	by	the	end	of	
the	century,	the	largest	Marxist	Party	in	Europe	was	in	Germany,	and	called	
itself	the	Social	Democratic	Party	(SPD),	a	usage	which	also	appears	in	other	
countries,	including	Russia,	where	it	split	into	Bolsheviks	and	Mensheviks	in	
1903.	
All	of	this	may	seem	like	terminological	quibbles,	and	quite	likely	it	is,	but	it	

will	become	a	source	of	confusion	unless	we	remember	that	terminological	
distinctions	shift	from	time	to	time.	What	was	true	in	1910	may	not	be	true	in	
1930,	1960,	or	2020.	
However,	there	is	a	further	complication	which	is	important,	and	that	is	

Lenin’s	use	of	the	term	“Socialism”	to	refer	specifically	to	a	stage	in	the	
development	of	“Communism’	(both	frequently	Capitalized)	rather	than	an	
ideal	which	we	want	to	impose	on	society.	This	is	significant	because	most	of	
humanity,	including	the	People’s	Republic	of	China	at	present,	as	well	as	the	
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Soviet	Union	from	1917	on,	follows	the	Leninist	usage.	It	is	basically	only	in	
the	United	States	that	the	non-scientific	usage	prevails.	
So	let’s	look	at	this	process	by	which	Lenin	added	to	the	classic	science	of	

Marx	so	that	scientific	socialism	became	Marxism-Leninism.	This	will	take	two	
phases,	first	during	Lenin’s	own	lifetime,	and	second	after	Lenin	died,	for	a	
science,	if	it	is	truly	a	science,	continues	to	live	and	develop	even	after	its	
founders	die,	

Socialism and the Dictatorship of the Proletariat 
There	yet	another	matter	which	must	be	resolved	before	we	proceed,	

namely	the	relationship	between	Socialism	(Lenin’s	term	for	Marx’s	first	phase	
of	communism)	and	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat.	Marx	says	that	between	
capitalism	and	communism	lies	the	revolutionary	transition	between	the	two,	
during	which	time	the	state	can	only	be	the	revolutionary	dictatorship	of	the	
proletariat.	Does	this	mean	that	communism,	even	its	first	phase,	can	only	be	
realized	after	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	has	done	its	work?	Or	is	the	
dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	itself	part	of	the	first	phase	of	communism	
(socialism).	
If	we	regard	this	as	a	theoretical	question,	we	can	debate	it	as	long	as	we	

like	without	reaching	a	conclusion	for	its	resolution	cannot	be	answered	in	
theory	but	only	in	actual	practice,	in	the	unfolding	of	the	class	struggle.	Within	
a	few	months	of	the	October	Revolution,	the	new	Soviet	State	approved	its	first	
constitution	that	define	itself	as	a	socialist	state	under	the	dictatorship	of	the	
proletarian	and	poor	peasants.	Thus,	we	may	diagram	the	Marxist-Leninist	
theory	of	socialism	s	follows:	
 

 
With	this	definition,	we	can	scientifically	study	the	actual	process,	using	the	

empirical	data	provided	by	a	century	of	socialist	development,	first	in	the	
Soviet	Union	spreading	after	the	defeat	of	fascism,	then,	even	after	the	
overthrow	of	the	Soviet	Union,	in	the	surviving	socialist	states	of	China,	Cuba,	
Vietnam,	Laos,	and	North	Korea.	We	may	not	like	what	we	see,	but	this	is	the	
scientific	procedure	as	opposed	to	the	utopian	mode	of	thought.	

How did we get here? A scientific socialist view. 
As	scientific	socialists,	we	agree	with	Marx	and	Engels	views	of	human	

origins,	and	of	the	origin	of	the	family,	private	property,	and	the	state,	even	
though	these	need	to	be	updated	in	light	of	current	discoveries,	but	that’s	not	
our	task	at	this	time	(but	see	my	other	work	on	this	topic).	
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Say	a	few	words	in	here	about	the	importance	of	Anthropology,	the	
scientific	and	humanistic	study	of,	by,	and	for	humanity,	our	species.		
Marx	and	Engels,	in	the	Manifesto,	Capital,	and	elsewhere	also	had	a	clear	

view	of	the	origins	of	modern	capitalism,	but	unfortunately,	these	seem	to	be	
pushed	to	one	side	in	favor	of	Wallerstein	and	world-systems	theory,	with	
core,	semi-periphery,	and	periphery,	or	the	Third	World	theory,	or	the	Global	
South.	Even	though	there	are	many	insights	in	this	work,	we	need	to	provide	
greater	clarity.	In	particular,	we	need	an	alternative	to	the	conventional	view		
that	because	Europe	had	a	scientific	and	industrial	revolution	in	the	
eighteenth	century,	it	left	the	rest	of	the	world	behind,	stagnating	in	
backwardness.		Not	true.	The	West	didn’t	leave	the	rest	of	humanity	behind,	it	
pushed	the	rest	of	the	world	behind.	Let’s	look	at	this	in	greater	detail	for	it	is	
essential	if	we	are	to	understand	the	actual	course	of	modern	social	change.	
This	is	the	sort	of	nonsense	one	finds,	for	example,	of	Rostow’s	Stages	of	
Economic	Growth	
***CAPITAL QUOTES, FROM PART VIII 
In times long gone by there were two sorts of people; one, the diligent, intelligent, 
and, above all, frugal elite; the other, lazy rascals, spending their substance, and more, 
in riotous living. . . .  Thus it came to pass that the former sort accumulated wealth, 
and the latter sort had at last nothing to sell except their own skins. And from this 
original sin dates the poverty of the great majority that, despite all its labour, has up to 
now nothing to sell but itself, and the wealth of the few that increases constantly 
although they have long ceased to work. 

 Such insipid childishness is every day preached to us in the defence of property. 

Today,	as	in	Marx’s	day,	the	same	sort	of	nonsense	for	example,	of	Rostow’s	
Stages	of	Economic	Growth	
In	actual	fact,	as	Marx	point	out,	the	rise	of	the	West	‘is	written	in	the	annals	

of	mankind	in	letters	of	blood	and	fire.”	
This primitive accumulation plays in Political Economy about the same part as original 
sin in theology. Adam bit the apple, and thereupon sin fell on the human race. Its 
origin is supposed to be explained when it is told as an anecdote of the past. In times 
long gone by there were two sorts of people; one, the diligent, intelligent, and, above 
all, frugal elite; the other, lazy rascals, spending their substance, and more, in riotous 
living. The legend of theological original sin tells us certainly how man came to be 
condemned to eat his bread in the sweat of his brow; but the history of economic 
original sin reveals to us that there are people to whom this is by no means essential. 
Never mind! Thus it came to pass that the former sort accumulated wealth, and the 
latter sort had at last nothing to sell except their own skins. And from this original sin 
dates the poverty of the great majority that, despite all its labour, has up to now 
nothing to sell but itself, and the wealth of the few that increases constantly although 
they have long ceased to work. Such insipid childishness is every day preached to us in 
the defence of property. 

these new freedmen became sellers of themselves only after they had been robbed of 
all their own means of production, and of all the guarantees of existence afforded by 
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the old feudal arrangements. And the history of this, their expropriation, is written in 
the annals of mankind in letters of blood and fire. 

Without	going	into	a	lengthy	critique	of	these	popular	academic	narratives,	
let’s	look	at	what	Marx,	Engels,	and	Lenin	had	to	say	about	the	modern	world	
Marx	is	clear:	the	history	of	*the	rise	of	the	West*	the	modern	world,	he	

said,	“is	written	in	the	annals	of	mankind	in	letters	of	blood	and	fire:”	
   The discovery of gold and silver in America, the extirpation, enslavement and 
entombment in mines of the aboriginal population, the beginning of the conquest and 
looting of the East Indies, the turning of Africa into a warren for the commercial 
hunting of black-skins, signalised the rosy dawn of the era of capitalist production. 
These idyllic proceedings are the chief momenta of primitive accumulation. On their 
heels treads the commercial war of the European nations, with the globe for a theatre. 
It begins with the revolt of the Netherlands from Spain, assumes giant dimensions in 
England’s Anti-Jacobin War, and is still going on in the opium wars against China, &c. 
   The different momenta of primitive accumulation distribute themselves now, more 
or less in chronological order, particularly over Spain, Portugal, Holland, France, and 
England. In England at the end of the 17th century, they arrive at a systematical 
combination, embracing the colonies, the national debt, the modern mode of taxation, 
and the protectionist system. These methods depend in part on brute force, e.g., the 
colonial system. But, they all employ the power of the State, the concentrated and 
organised force of society, to hasten, hot-house fashion, the process of transformation 
of the feudal mode of production into the capitalist mode, and to shorten the 
transition. Force is the midwife of every old society pregnant with a new one. It is itself 
an economic power. 

As	Marx	notes,	on	the	one	hand,	this	was	a	step	forward,	for	it	unified	our	
species	into	a	single	world	system,	on	the	other	hand,	it	divided	our	species,	
for	that	single	world	system	was	imperialism,	a	division	of	the	world	into	a	
handful	of	imperialist	countries	in	Europe	and	North	America,	who	call	
themselves	“civilized”	or	“advanced,”	and	the	vast	majority	of	humanity	living	
in	the	oppressed	counties	of	Africa,	Asia,	and	Latin	America.	They	have	been	
called,	at	various	times	“backward,”	“primitive,”	or	“traditional,”	or,	more	
recently	the	“Third	World”	or	the	“Global	South.”	
Perhaps	such	terms	are	understandable	when	applying	to	the	Soros	

Foundation	for	research	money,	but	they	are	scarcely	scientific	in	that	they	
obscure	the	essence	of	the		modern	imperialist	system.	As	Stalin	stressed,	
imperialism	is	a	world	system	of	financial	enslavement	and	colonial	
oppression	of	the	vast	majority	of	the	population	of	the	world	by	a	handful	of	
self-styled	"advanced"	countries:		Stalin,	Chap	III	
The third contradiction is the contradiction between the handful of ruling, "civilised" 
nations and the hundreds of millions of the colonial and dependent peoples of the 
world. Imperialism is the most barefaced exploitation and the most inhumane 
oppression of hundreds of millions of people inhabiting vast colonies and dependent 
countries. Stalin Ch I 
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This	process,	therefore,	was	world	historic	in	transforming	European	
society,	but	this	transformation	was	paid	for	by	the	Americas,	Africa,	and	Asia	
who	were	also	transformed	into	underdeveloped	nations,	as	described	by	
Frank	in	his	essay	on	the	development	of	underdevelopment.	Thus,	this	
process	has	been	described	in	detail	by	William	Rodney,	“How	Europe	
Underdeveloped	Africa.”	We	shall	apply	Rodney’s	analysis	to	China,	in	our	
essay;	“How	Europe	Underdeveloped	China.”	
This	division	of	the	human	population	into	imperialist	countries	and	

oppressed	countries,	established	in	the	Sixteenth	Century,	has	continued	into	
the	Twenty	First	Century,	taking	various	forms	as	it	developed	but	always	
retaining	this	fundamental	division	into	oppressor	and	oppressed.		
Thus,	the	dominant	form	in	the	Sixteenth	through	the	Nineteenth	Centuries	

was	outright	colonialism,	with	the	Spanish,	Portuguese,	and	Dutch	leading	the	
way,	but	later	joined	by	England,	France,	and	Germany.	The	United	States	
practices	an	early	form	of	neocolonialism	with	the	Monroe	Doctrine	in	1825,	
followed	with	its	Open	Door	in	China.	During	what	might	be	called	the	Leninist	
period,	the	partition	of	the	earth	was	completed,	so	that	late	developing	
imperialist	countries	could	only	develop	by	taking	colonies	away	from	the	
established	imperialisms.	This	was	the	root	of	the	two	World	Wars,	further	
complicated	when	a	non-European	power,	Japan,	joined	the	imperial	club.	As	
Lenin	remarked,	“by	their	colonial	looting	of	the	Asian	countries,	the	
imperialists	hardened	one	of	them,	Japan,	for	its	own	imperialist	ventures	
which	assured	them	an	independent	national	development.”	(as	quoted,	Baran	
1957	
In	the	early	Twentieth	Century,	1917	to	be	precise,	an	even	more	

fundamental	division	developed,	the	emergence	of	socialism.	As	the	1924	
Constitution	of	the	Union	of	Soviet	Socialist	Republics	(USSR)	proclaimed:	
Since the foundation of the Soviet Republics, the states of the world have been divided 
into two camps: the camp of capitalism and the camp of socialism. There, in the camp 
of capitalism: national hate and inequality, colonial slavery and chauvinism, national 
oppression and massacres, brutalities and imperialistic wars. Here, in the camp of 
socialism: reciprocal confidence and peace, national liberty and equality, the pacific 
co-existence and fraternal collaboration of peoples. The attempts made by the 
capitalistic world during the past ten years to decide the question of nationalities by 
bringing together the principle of the free development of peoples with a system of 
exploitation of man by man have been fruitless. In addition, the number of national 
conflicts becomes more and more confusing, even menacing the capitalist regime. The 
bourgeoisie has proven itself incapable of realizing a harmonious collaboration of the 
peoples. It is only in the camp of the Soviets, only under the conditions of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat that has grouped around itself the majority of the 
people, that it has been possible to eliminate the oppression of nationalities, to create 
an atmosphere of mutual confidence and to establish the basis of a fraternal 
collaboration of peoples. 
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Perhaps	you	may	think	that	this	gives	an	overly	optimistic	view	of	
socialism,	but	clearly	its	view	of	capitalism	is	right	on.	
These	contradictions,	between	imperialist	countries	and	oppressed		

countries	on	the	one	hand	and	between	the	capitalist	world	system	and	an	
emerging	socialist	took	new	forms	after	the	defeat	of	Fascism	in	WWII.	
Although	Americans	have	been	taught	that	this	was	primarily	the	victory	of	
the	U.S.,	the	reality	is	that	it	was	Stalin’s	Red	Army	that	played	the	leading	role	
in	defeating	fascism,	as	Winston	Churchill	noted:	
I have always believed and I still believe that it is the Red Army that has torn the guts 
out of the filthy Nazis.—Winston Churchill, Speech in the House of Commons, October 
1944 

Unfortunately,	many	Americans,	including	many	who	consider	themselves	
socialists,	erroneously	equate	Stalin’s	Soviet	Union	and	Hitler’s	Nazi	German	
as	forms	of	“totalitarianism.”	This	again	is	an	idea	that	has	been	implanted	in	
our	minds	by	our	educational	system.	Not	true,	as	Deutscher	explains	quite	
clearly	in	his	Staliln:	A	Political	Biography.	

After	the	defeat	of	fascism	in	WWII,	U.S.	imperialism,	now	armed	with	a	
monopoly	on	nuclear	weapons,	began	an	anti-communist	Cold	War	against	the	
Soviet	Union	and	other	states	that	were	asserting	their	national	independence	
and	adopting	socialism.	
Estimate	vary,	but	they	indicate	that	between	twenty	and	as	many	as	fifty	

million	people	have	been	killed	in	U.S.-led	wars,	in	Asia,	Africa,	the	Middle	
East,	and	Central	America.	Since	WWII,	the	U.S.	has	regularly	overthrown	
governments	and.	threatened	nuclear	attacks.	
Although	the	first	act	of	the	United	Nations	was	to	establish	a	UN	Atomic	

Energy	Commission,	he	U.S.	refused	to	endorse	any	plan	which	would	not	
ensure	a	continued	monopoly	of	nuclear	weapons	for	the	U.S.		In	other	words,	
the	U.S,	not	only	invented	these	weapons,	was	the	first	and	only	nations	to	
actually	use	these	weapons	on	another	country,	and	remains	the	greatest	
barrier	to	an	international	agreement	to	eliminate	nuclear	weapon.	
In	short,	in	addition	to	the	Four	Horsemen	of	the	Apocalypse	foretold	in	

Revelations,	our	species	faces	two	existential	threats	which	only	appeared	in	
the	twentieth	century:	the	threat	of	nuclear	annihilation	and	the	threat	of	
worsening	climate	changes	and	environmental	pollution.	Both	of	these	are	
stamped	“Made	in	the	USA.”	

And	now	there’s	Covid-19.		

Socialism: What Good Is It? 
It	must	be	remembered	that	socialism	originated	in	one	of	the	harshest	

period	in	human	history	
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As	Anne	Feeney	sings	in	“Have	you	been	to	Jail	for	Justice,”	Once	unions	
were	against	the	law,	but	slavery	was	fine,	women	were	denied	the	vote,	and	
children	worked	the	mines.	All	that	has	changed,	very	largely	through	the	
efforts	of	socialism.	

The Development of Socialism 
Socialism	has	exhibited	tremendous	growth	and	diversity	since	its	utopian	

beginnings	nearly	two	centuries	ago.	There	is	a	confusing	array	of	different	
ideas	about	socialism,	but	that	does	not	mean	we	need	to	be	confused.	This	
discussion	will	clarify	the	diversity	of	our	ideas	about	socialism	by	exploring	
the	development	of	socialism	itself.	For	present	purposes,	socialism	has	gone	
through	three	phases,	Nineteenth	Century	Socialism,	Twentieth	Century	
Socialism,	and	Twenty	First	Century	Socialism.	
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Nineteenth Century: From Utopian to Scientific Socialism 

Overview 
This	phase	lasted	basically	from	the	origins	of	socialism	in	the	1820s,	

through	the	publication	of	the	Communist	Manifest	in	1848,	until	the	downfall	
of	the	Second	International	in	1914	when	leading	socialist	parties	in	Europe	
joined	their	national	capitalists	in	the	bloodletting	of	the	Great	War.	This	phase	
was	marked	by	the	rise	of	socialism	as	a	utopian	ideal,	the	emergence	and	
development	of	scientific	socialism	and	by	the	growth	of	working	class	
institutions	such	labor	unions,	political	parties,	the	International	
Workingmen’s	Association	(aka	the	First	International),	the	Paris	Commune,	
the	Second,	or	Socialist,	International,	Labor	Day,	May	Day,	and	International	
Working	Women’s	Day.	In	this	period,	socialism	was	transformed	from	a	
utopian	dream	into	a	powerful	movement	which	challenged	the	very	
foundations	of	bourgeois	rule.	
Let’s	look	and	these	developments	in	both	Europe	and	America.	

Utopianism in Nineteenth Century America 
As	Engels	notes	in	his	classic,	Socialism:	Utopian	and	Scientific,	socialism	is	

the	product	of	class	antagonisms	and	anarchy	of	modern	society,	capitalism	
The	first	expression	of	this	were	the	utopians.	In	America,	utopianism	has	a	

long	history.	One	need	merely	think	of	the	Puritans	and	Quakers	fleeing	
religious	oppression	in	Europe	and	hoping	to	build	new	societies	in	America,	
continuously	replenished	by	each	successive	wave	of	repression	in	Europe.	So	
utopianism	was	well	established	in	America	even	before	the	Industrial	
Revolution.	So	much	so,	in	fact,	that	when	Robert	Owen	came	to	America	to	
establish	a	model	community	based	on	his	socialist	ideas,	he	did	not	start	from	
scratch.	He	bought	an	already	existing	community	in	Indiana,	Harmony,	
established	by	the	utopian	Robert	Rapp,	whose	members	had	left.	The	early	
Nineteenth	Century	saw	a	plethora	of	model	communities	with	such	
picturesque	names	such	as	the	Shakers,	Icarians	etc.	

The Rise of the American Working Class  
The	Industrial	Revolution	spread	to	America	in	the	early	nineteenth	

century,	and	with	it,	unions,	strikes,	and	political	action.	Workingmen’s	Parties	
were	formed	in	Philadelphia	(1828)	and	New	York	(1829)	and	the	first	labor	
newspaper,	the	Working	Man’s	Advocate,	appeared	in	1829.	The	demands	of	
the	“Workies”	were	not	purely	economic,	but	included	universal	manhood	
suffrage,	free	public	education,	an	end	to	debtor	prisons,	and	a	ten-hour	day.	
(https://www.britannica.com/topic/Workingmens-Party)	political,	and	social,		
IS	THIS	A	QUOTE???	

This	working	class	ferment	included	a	theoretical	component,	as	may	be	
seen	in	the	work	of	Thomas	Skidmore,	who	helped	found	the	New	York	
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Workingmen’s	Party,	wrote	In	1829,		The	Rights	of	Man	to	Property!	-	Being	a	
Proposition	to	Make	It	Equal	Among	the	Adults	of	the	Present	Generation,	and	to	
Provide	for	Its	Equal	Transmission	to	Every	Individual	of	Each	Succeeding	
Generation	on	Arriving	at	the	Age	of	Maturity,	a	title	which	might	warm	the	
heart	of	Bernie	Sanders.		

For	another	example	with	continuing	appeal	
A pure common wealth would put an end to the vast riches of a few, and the 
miserable indigence of many. … Great wealth, as well as great penury, is a great evil, 
and produces luxury, sensuality, dissipation, vanity, pride, cruelty, oppression, hatred, 
and ruin. A pure common wealth would put an end to the evils and oppressions of 
crafty rulers; and of lords temporal and of lords spiritual; and of all aristocrats, 
brokers, bankers, usurers, and knaves. It would terminate the numerous mischiefs 
framed into laws by crafty, ambitious and selfish men and legislatures; . . . , The rich 
and poor, agreeable to Deut. xvi. 17. ought to pay in proportion to their income and 
wealth. Cornelius C. Blatchly, An Essay on the Common Wealth, 1822  
(in Albert Fried (ed) Socialism in America, 1970, p. 87/ 

These	workingmen’s	parties	disappeared,	perhaps	because	of	their	success	
in	gaining	some	benefits	for	workers.	With	the	availability	of	“free	land”	
(stolen	from	Native	Americans	in	the	Homestead	Act	of	s862)	and		the	ten	
hours	day,	American	workers	were	far	ahead	of	English	workers	–	apple	pie	
and	roast	beef	–	also	Fried	on	Americanism	growing	out	of	enlightenment	–	
pressed	for	universal	male	suffrage,	equal	educational	opportunities,	
protection	from	debtor	imprisonment	and	compulsory	service	in	the	militia,	
and	greater	financial	security	and	shorter	working	hours.	
Workingmen’s	Party,	first	labor-oriented	political	organization	in	the	

United	States.	Established	first	in	Philadelphia	in	1828	and	then	in	New	York	
in	1829,	the	party	emanated	out	of	the	concerns	of	craftsmen	and	skilled	
journeymen	over	their	low	social	and	economic	status.	The	“Workies”	pressed	
for	universal	male	suffrage,	equal	educational	opportunities,	ending	debtor	
imprisonment	and	compulsory	military	service,	and	shorter	working	hours.	
The	first	general	strike	in	North	America	took	place	in	Philadelphia	in	June	

1836	when	some	20,000	workers	struck	for	a	ten-hour	workday	and	increased	
wages.	The	strike	ended	in	complete	victory	for	the	workers.	
The	Philadelphia	party	agitated	for	free	public	education	and	an	end	to	

competition	from	prison	contract	labour.	The	New	York	party,	under	the	
leadership	of	radical	Thomas	Skidmore,	demanded	the	10-hour	working	day,	
abolition	of	imprisonment	for	debt,	and	an	effective	mechanics’	lien	law	for	
labourers	on	buildings.	Such	a	law	would	prevent	the	seizure	of	a	craftsman’s	
tools	as	security	for	a	debt.	When	the	New	York	party	came	under	the	
leadership	of	Frances	Wright	and	Robert	Dale	Owen,	it	added	a	demand	for	
universal	secular	education	at	public	expense.	Party	member	George	Henry	
Evans	established	the	Working	Man’s	Advocate,	the	first	labour	newspaper,	in	
1829.	
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Across	the	Atlantic,	we	see	the	Chartist	movement	in	England	and	the	
Communist	League	and	other	similar	groups	on	the	Continent.	It	is	these	
groups	that	stimulated	the	rise	of	scientific	socialism,	to	which	we	now	turn	

Marx and the European Working class 
For	the	origin	of	scientific	socialism	we	must	turn	to	the	European	working	

class.	We	usually	think	of	Marx	and	Engels	as	the	authors	of	the	Communist	
Manifesto	and	scientific	socialism,	but	the	reality	is	that	the	Manifesto	was	
commissioned	by	the	working	class.	This	is	clearly	spelled	out	in	the	Manifesto	
itself:	
It is high time that Communists should openly, in the face of the whole world, publish 
their views, their aims, their tendencies, and meet this nursery tale of the Spectre of 
Communism with a manifesto of the party itself. 
   To this end, Communists of various nationalities have assembled in London and 
sketched the following manifesto, to be published in the English, French, German, 
Italian, Flemish and Danish languages. 

Almost	simultaneously	with	the	publication	of	the	Manifesto	(although	the	
two	are	not	connected	except	in	the	zeitgeist,	cyberspace	having	not	yet	been	
invented,	and	although	no	one	claims	that	this	was	a	result	of	its	publication.	
The	most	widespread	revolutionary	wave	in	European	history	broke	out,	the	
Revolutions	of	1848,	known	variously	as	the	Spring	of	Nations	or	the	
Springtime	of	the	Peoples.	Affecting	over	50	countries,	these	were	essentially	
bourgeois	democratic	revolutions	that	smashed	old	feudal	structures	such	as	
monarchy	and	serfdom	and	created	modern	nation-states	and	established	
many	bourgeois	rights	and	freedoms.	Led	by	ad	hoc	middle	and	working	class	
coalitions,	the	current	term	would	be	leaderless	revolutions,	the	revolutions	
were	quickly	suppressed	with	tens	of	thousands	of	people	killed	more	forced	
into	exile	where	they	spread	their	ideals	throughout	Europe	and	America.	
(Oenophiles	will	appreciate	the	Korbel	Brothers	who	fled	to	California	to	
found	a	winery	which	continues	to	bear	their	name	and	produce		excellent	and	
affordable	Champagne	on	the	banks	of	the	Russian	River.)	
The		Revolutions	of	1848	continued	the	work	of	the	French	Revolution	of	

1789,	and,	in	the	words	of	Alexis	de	Tocqueville	"society	was	cut	in	two:	those	
who	had	nothing	united	in	common	envy,	and	those	who	had	anything	united	
in	common	terror."	(Recollections	1893).	Although	society	was	transformed	in	
a	generally	progressive	direction,	order	was	restored	and	a	period	of	harsh	
reaction	ensued.	France	saw	the	coup	d’etat	that	brought	Louis	Bonaparte	to	
power	in	the	Second	Empire.	This	process	was	analyzed	in	Marx’s	classic,	The	
Eighteenth	Brumaire	of	Louis	Napoleon	(1852).	
Although	the	Manifesto	remained	relatively	obscure,	Marx	and	Engels	were	

active	in	the	1848	revolution	and	continued	to	analyze	political	developments.		
A	period	of	harsh	reaction	followed	the	widespread	Revolutions	of	1848	in	

Europe.	The	next	major	phase	of	revolutionary	activity	began	almost	twenty	
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years	later	with	the	founding	of	the	International	Workingmen’s	Association	
(IWA)	in	1864	(now	known	as	the	First	International).	At	its	peak,	the	IWA	
reported	having	8	million	members[2]	while	police	reported	5	million.		
In	1872,	it	split	over	conflicts	between	Anarchists	and	Marxists	and	

dissolved	in	1876.	It	Is	said	that	when	he	learned	of	this,	the	German		
Chancellor,	Otto	von	Bismarck	remarked,	“Crowned	heads,	wealth	and	
privilege	may	well	tremble	should	ever	again	the	Black	and	Red	unite!"	
In	addition	to	organizing	rallies	supporting	the	anti-slavery	movement	in	

the	Civil	War,	an	early	example	of	what	is	now	called		solidarity	movement.	
But	the	next	phase	of	revolutionary	activity	began	in	1864,	with	the	

organization	the	International	Workingmen's	Association	(IWA),	now	often	
called	the	First	International	(1864–1876)	
In	September	1864,	a	diverse	group	of	French	radicals,	English	Owenites,	

anarchists,	Irish	and	Polish	nationalists,	Italian	republicans,	and	German	
socialists,	including	Karl	Marx,	as	well	as	followers	of	Pierre-Joseph	Proudhon	
and	Louis	Auguste	Blanqui	met	at	St.	Martin’s	Hall	in	London	and	decided	to	
form	an	international	organization	of	workers.	A	week	later,	after	an	executive	
committee	meeting	at	Marx’s	house,	Marx	was	asked	to	write	the	Inaugural	
Address.	Here	is	an	excerpt:	
One element of success they possess — numbers; but numbers weigh in the balance 
only if united by combination and led by knowledge. Past experience has shown how 
disregard of that bond of brotherhood which ought to exist between the workmen of 
different countries, and incite them to stand firmly by each other in all their struggles 
for emancipation, will be chastised by the common discomfiture of their incoherent 
efforts. This thought prompted the workingmen of different countries assembled on 
September 28, 1864, in public meeting at St. Martin’s Hall, to found the International 
Association. 
   Another conviction swayed that meeting. 
…If the emancipation of the working classes requires their fraternal concurrence, how 
are they to fulfill that great mission with a foreign policy in pursuit of criminal designs, 
playing upon national prejudices, and squandering in piratical wars the people’s blood 
and treasure? It was not the wisdom of the ruling classes, but the heroic resistance to 
their criminal folly by the working classes of England, that saved the west of Europe 
from plunging headlong into an infamous crusade for the perpetuation and 
propagation of slavery on the other side of the Atlantic. The shameless approval, mock 
sympathy, or idiotic indifference with which the upper classes of Europe have 
witnessed the mountain fortress of the Caucasus falling a prey to, and heroic Poland 
being assassinated by, Russia: the immense and unresisted encroachments of that 
barbarous power, whose head is in St. Petersburg, and whose hands are in every 
cabinet of Europe, have taught the working classes the duty to master themselves the 
mysteries of international politics; to watch the diplomatic acts of their respective 
governments; to counteract them, if necessary, by all means in their power; when 
unable to prevent, to combine in simultaneous denunciations, and to vindicate the 
simple laws or morals and justice, which ought to govern the relations of private 
individuals, as the rules paramount of the intercourse of nations. 
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   The fight for such a foreign policy forms part of the general struggle for the 
emancipation of the working classes. 
   Proletarians of all countries, unite! 
Inaugural Address of the International Working Men’s Association (Marx 1864) 

From	then	on,	the	Marxist	and	anarchist	currents	of	socialism	had	distinct	
organisations,	at	various	points	including	rival	internationals.	

This	split	is	sometimes	called	the	"red"	and	"black"	divide,	red	referring	to	
the	Marxists	and	black	referring	to	the	anarchists.	Otto	von	Bismarck	
reputedly	remarked	upon	hearing	of	the	split	at	the	First	International	that	
"Crowned	heads,	wealth	and	privilege	may	well	tremble	should	ever	again	the	
Black	and	Red	unite!"	
The	International	Workingmen's	Association	(IWA),	in	retrospect	often	

called	the	First	International	(1864–1876),	was	an	international	organisation	
which	aimed	at	uniting	a	variety	of	different	left-wing	socialist,	communist	and	
anarchist	groups	and	trade	unions	that	were	based	on	the	working	class	and	
class	struggle.	It	was	founded	in	1864	in	a	workmen's	meeting	held	in	St.	
Martin's	Hall,	London.	Its	first	congress	was	held	in	1866	in	Geneva.	
In	Europe,	a	period	of	harsh	reaction	followed	the	widespread	Revolutions	

of	1848.	The	next	major	phase	of	revolutionary	activity	began	almost	twenty	
years	later	with	the	founding	of	the	IWA	in	1864.	At	its	peak,	the	IWA	reported	
having	8	million	members[2]	while	police	reported	5	million.	In	1872,	it	split	
in	two	over	conflicts	between	statist	and	anarchist	factions	and	dissolved	in	
1876.	The	Second	International	was	founded	in	1889.	
The	"February	Revolution"	in	France	was	sparked	by	the	suppression	of	the	

campagne	des	banquets.	This	revolution	was	driven	by	nationalist	and	
republican	ideals	among	the	French	general	public,	who	believed	the	people	
should	rule	themselves.	It	ended	the	constitutional	monarchy	of	Louis-
Philippe,	and	led	to	the	creation	of	the	French	Second	Republic.	This	
government	was	headed	by	Louis-Napoleon,	who	in	1852	staged	a	coup	d'état	
and	established	himself	as	a	dictatorial	emperor	of	the	Second	French	Empire.	
Alexis	de	Tocqueville	remarked	in	his	Recollections	of	the	period,	"society	

was	cut	in	two:	those	who	had	nothing	united	in	common	envy,	and	those	who	
had	anything	united	in	common	terror."	
The	revolutions	spread	across	Europe	after	an	initial	revolution	began	in	

France	in	February.	Over	50	countries	were	affected,	but	with	no	significant	
coordination	or	cooperation	among	their	respective	revolutionaries.	Some	of	
the	major	contributing	factors	were	widespread	dissatisfaction	with	political	
leadership,	demands	for	more	participation	in	government	and	democracy,	
demands	for	freedom	of	the	press,	other	demands	made	by	the	working	class,	
the	upsurge	of	nationalism,	and	the	regrouping	of	established	government	
forces.[3]	
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The	Revolutions	of	1848	remains	the	most	widespread	revolutionary	
wave	in	European	history.	The	uprisings	were	led	by	ad	hoc	coalitions	of	
reformers,	the	middle	classes	and	workers,	which	did	not	hold	together	for	
long.	Many	of	the	revolutions	were	quickly	suppressed;	tens	of	thousands	of	
people	were	killed,	and	many	more	were	forced	into	exile.	Significant	lasting	
reforms	included	the	abolition	of	serfdom	in	Austria	and	Hungary,	the	end	of	
absolute	monarchy	in	Denmark,	and	the	introduction	of	representative	
democracy	in	the	Netherlands.	The	revolutions	were	most	important	in	
France,	the	Netherlands,	the	states	of	the	German	Confederation	that	would	
make	up	the	German	Empire	in	the	late	19th	and	early	20th	century,	Italy,	and	
the	Austrian	Empire.	
The	Revolutions	of	1848,	known	in	some	countries	as	the	Spring	of	Nations,	

People's	Spring,	Springtime	of	the	Peoples,[2]	or	the	Year	of	Revolution,	were	a	
series	of	political	upheavals	throughout	Europe	in	1848.	It	remains	
The	Revolutions	of	1848,	known	in	some	countries	as	the	Spring	of	
Nations,	People's	Spring,	Springtime	of	the	Peoples,[2]	or	the	Year	of	
Revolution,	were	a	series	of	political	upheavals	throughout	Europe	in	1848.		
As in the 18th century, the American war of independence sounded the tocsin for the 
European middle class, so that in the 19th century, the American Civil War sounded it 
for the European working class.  1867 Preface to the First German Edition of Capital 

My intention is to abolish serfdom ... you can yourself understand that the present 
order of owning souls cannot remain unchanged. It is better to abolish serfdom from 
above, than to wait for that time when it starts to abolish itself from below. I ask you 
to think about the best way to carry this out. — Alexander II's speech to the Marshalls 
of the Nobility, 30 March 1856 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Emancipation_reform_of_1861 

In my opinion, the biggest things that are happening in the: world to-day are on the 
one hand the movement of the slaves in America, started by the death of John 
Brown*, and on the other the movement of the serfs in Russia. You will have seen that 
the Russian aristocracy have thrown themselves directly into agitation for a 
constitution and that two or three people from the chief families have already found 
their way to Siberia. At the same time Alexander has spoilt things with the peasants by 
the latest Manifesto, which declares in so many words that the "communistic 
principle" must cease with emancipation. Thus the "social" movement has started in 
the West and in the East. This added to the prospective downbreak in Central Europe 
will be grandiose... (Marx to Engels, London 11 January 1960) 
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/download/Marx_Engels_Corresponde
nce.pdf 

In	1870,	Louis	Bonaparte	and	the	Second	French	Empire	declared	war	on	
Prussia,	a	mistake,	for	the	French	were	quickly	defeated.	But	out	of	the	French	
defeat	came	the	Paris	Commune,	as	the	citizens	of	Paris,	led	by	the	women,	
took	control	of	Paris	and	governed	it	for	two	months,	as	described	by	Marx	in	
one	of	the	classics	of	Marxist	literature,	The	Civil	War	in	France.	
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After	the	defeat	of	the	Commune,	the	vanguard	of	the	socialist	movement	
moved	to	Germany	which	formed	the	state	for	the	formation	of	the	Second	
International.	The	Second	International	is	important	for	its	stand	against	war,	
continuing	the	linkage	between	socialism	and	war	urged	by	Marx	in	his	
Inaugural	Address.	

Scientific Socialism Comes to America 
The	defeat	of	the	working	class	in	the	1848	Revolutions	forced	thousands	of	

the	most	radical	workers	to	flee	Europe,	leading	to	a	spread	of	scientific	
socialism	to	European	outliers	in	America	and	elsewhere,	as	Philip	Foner	
notes:		
The history of Marxism in America began in November 1851, when Joseph 
Weydemeyer landed in New York. ... On October 25, 1857, some former members of 
the European Communist League in the New York metropolitan area formed the 
Communist Club, the first one in the Western Hemisphere. (Philip Foner 1977, p. 5) 

Other	comrades,	such	as	Adolph	Douai,	settled	in	Texas,	or	California,	such	
as	the	Korbel	brothers	who	founded	a	wine	dynasty	on	the	banks	of	the	
Russian	River	in	California	worthy	of	Falcon	Crest,	the	popular	TV	series.		p.	15	
 
p.27 It is now generally conceded that the German-American influence was reflected 
not only in the Republican platform, but also in the defeat of candidates who were 
being groomed for the presidential nomination by the Party's conservative forces and 
in the final nomination of Abraham Lincoln as the Republican standard bearer. (para) 
Weydemeyer and Douai continued to work together after the Republican convention 
to help elect Lincoln  .. good discussion in following pages makes following points 1. 
not only in New York, but "In other cities like Chicago, Cincinnati, St. Louis, and even 
Baltimore, the Marxists and other socialists also played leading roles in rallying labor's 
support for the Republican ticket." p. 28 

Not	only	did	these	early	American	communists	play	an	important	role	
leading	up	to	the	Civil	War	and	ending	slavery,	Marx	played	a	leading	role	in	
organizing	English	labor	to	support	the	anti-slavery	and	preventing	the	
English	bourgeoisie	from	supporting	the	South,	an	important	source	of	cotton	
for	their	textile	mills.	

As	the	American	Civil	War	began,	the	Communist	Clubs	mostly	disappeared,	
as	their	most	active	members	enlisted	to	join	the	anti-slavery	cause.	
Weydemeyer	served	as	a	Lieutenant	Colonel	commanding	a	Missouri	
volunteer	artillery	regiment.	
	

Thanks	to	his	background	as	a	Prussian	military	officer	and	surveyor,	he	
became	a	technical	aide	on	the	staff	of	General John C. Frémont,	the	commander	
of	the	department	of	the	West.	He	superintended	the	erection	of	ten	forts	
around St. Louis.	After	Frémont	was	removed	from	his	command	in	November	
1861,	Weydemeyer	was	made	a	lieutenant	colonel	and	given	command	of	
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a Missouri volunteer	artillery	regiment	which	took	the	field	against	Confederate	
guerillas	in	southern	Missouri	in	1862.	At	the	end	of	the	year,	he	was	
hospitalized	for	a	nervous	disorder	and	transferred	to	garrison	duty	in	St.	
Louis,	which	he	left	in	September	1863. 
Politically	active	in	Missouri,	Weydemeyer	was	facing	two	main	issues:	the	

extension	of	emancipation	to	Missouri	and	the	prevention	of	a	split	between	
the	Lincoln	and	Frémont	faction	of	the	Republican	Party.	Despite	his	own	
sympathy	for	the	Frémont	straight	position,	he	tried	to	conciliate	the	factions	
and	keep	safe	the	victory	in	the	1864	election	and	in	the	war.	In	September	
1864,	Weydemeyer	joined	the	army	as	colonel	of	the	41st	Missouri	Volunteer	
Infantry	charged	with	the	defense	of	St.	Louis.	While	doing	his	military	duty,	he	
distributed	copies	of	the	Inaugural	Address	of	the	International	Workingmen's	
Association,	exchanged	letters	with	Engels	on	military	and	political	issues,	
contributed	to	local	papers,	as	the	Daily	St	Louis	Press	where	he	wrote	an	
editorial	greeting	the	founding	of	the	First	International.	In	July	1865,	he	
demobilized	his	regiment	and	left	the	Army.	

At	the	end	of	the	war,	he	began	to	write	regularly	for	the	Westliche	Post	and	
the	Neue	Zeit,	two	St.	Louis	papers.	He	won	the	election	as	county	auditor,	
holding	his	office	from	January	1,	1866	until	his	death.	He	worked	for	harsher	
tax	laws	and	collecting	unpaid	taxes	of	men	who	used	the	war	to	become	rich.	
The	same	day	William	S.	Sylvis	inaugurated	the	National	Labor	Union	in	
Baltimore,	Weydemeyer	died	of	cholera	in	St.	Louis,	Missouri	at	the	age	of	48.	
Politically	active	in	Missouri,	Weydemeyer	was	facing	two	main	issues:	the	
extension	of	emancipation	to	Missouri	and	the	prevention	of	a	split	between	
the	Lincoln	and	Frémont	faction	of	the	Republican	Party.	Despite	his	own	
sympathy	for	the	Frémont	straight	position,	he	tried	to	conciliate	the	factions	
and	keep	safe	the	victory	in	the	1864	election	and	in	the	war.	In	September	
1864,	Weydemeyer	joined	the	army	as	colonel	of	the	41st	Missouri	Volunteer	
Infantry	charged	with	the	defense	of	St.	Louis.	While	doing	his	military	duty,	he	
distributed	copies	of	the	Inaugural	Address	of	the	International	Workingmen's	
Association,	exchanged	letters	with	Engels	on	military	and	political	issues,	
contributed	to	local	papers,	as	the	Daily	St	Louis	Press	where	he	wrote	an	
editorial	greeting	the	founding	of	the	First	International.	In	July	1865,	he	
demobilized	his	regiment	and	left	the	Army.	

At	the	end	of	the	war,	he	began	to	write	regularly	for	the	Westliche	Post	and	
the	Neue	Zeit,	two	St.	Louis	papers.	He	won	the	election	as	county	auditor,	
holding	his	office	from	January	1,	1866	until	his	death.	He	worked	for	harsher	
tax	laws	and	collecting	unpaid	taxes	of	men	who	used	the	war	to	become	rich.	
The	same	day	William	S.	Sylvis	inaugurated	the	National	Labor	Union	in	
Baltimore,	Weydemeyer	died	of	cholera	in	St.	Louis,	Missouri	at	the	age	of	48.	
The	American	Working	Class	after	the	Civil	War.	Communist	Clubs	and	the	

Civil	War,	N.	Marx’s	support	for	the	North	
In the United States of North America, every independent movement of the workers 
was paralysed so long as slavery disfigured a part of the Republic. Labour cannot 
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emancipate itself in the white skin where in the black it is branded. But out of the 
death of slavery a new life at once arose. The first fruit of the Civil War was the eight 
hours’ agitation, that ran with the seven-leagued boots of the locomotive from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific, from New England to California. The General Congress of labour 
at Baltimore (August 16th, 1866) declared: 

“The first and great necessity of the present, to free the labour of this country from 
capitalistic slavery, is the passing of a law by which eight hours shall be the normal 
working-day in all States of the American Union. We are resolved to put forth all our 
strength until this glorious result is attained.” [161] 

At the same time, the Congress of the International Working Men’s Association at 
Geneva, on the proposition of the London General Council, resolved that  

“the limitation of the working-day is a preliminary condition without which all further 
attempts at improvement and emancipation must prove abortive... the Congress 
proposes eight hours as the legal limit of the working-day.” 

Thus the movement of the working-class on both sides of the Atlantic, that had grown 
instinctively out of the conditions of production themselves, endorsed the words of 
the English Factory Inspector, R. J. Saunders 

“Further steps towards a reformation of society can never be carried out with any 
hope of success, unless the hours of labour be limited, and the prescribed limit strictly 
enforced.” [162] 

 
But	Marx’s	statement	cannot	be	taken	literally,	as	the	success	of	the	10	hour	

day	movement,	the	Workingmen’s	Party,	and	the	Philadelphia	General	Strike	
of	1835	attests.	Nonetheless,	the	general	statement,	that	labor	cannot	
emancipate	itself	in	the	white	skin	where	in	the	black	it	is	branded,	remains	a	
clear	guiding	principle	for	class	struggle	in	America	to	this	day.	
The	National	Labor	Union	(NLU)	was	the	first	national	labor	federation	in	

the	United	States.	Founded	in	1866	and	dissolved	in	1873,	it	paved	the	way	for	
other	organizations,	such	as	the	Knights	of	Labor	and	the	AFL.	It	was	led	by	
William	H.	Sylvis	and	Andrew	Cameron.	

	Knights	of	Labor	(K	of	L),	officially	Noble	and	Holy	Order	of	the	Knights	of	
Labor,	was	an	American	labor	federation	active	in	the	late	19th	century,	
especially	the	1880s.	Its	most	important	leaders	were	Terence	V.	Powderly	
and	step-brother	Joseph	Bath.	The	Knights	promoted	the	social	and	cultural	
uplift	of	the	working	man,	rejected	socialism	and	anarchism,	demanded	the	
eight-hour	day,	and	promoted	the	producers	ethic	of	Republicanism	in	the	
United	States.	In	some	cases	it	acted	as	a	labor	union,	negotiating	with	
employers,	but	it	was	never	well	organized.	After	a	rapid	expansion	in	the	mid-
1880s,	it	suddenly	lost	its	new	members	and	became	an	operation	again.	
It	was	founded	by	Uriah	Smith	Stephens	on	December	28,	1869,[1]	reached	

28,000	members	in	1880,	then	jumped	to	100,000	in	1884.	By	1886,	20%	of	all	
workers	were	affiliated,	nearly	800,000	members.[2]	Its	frail	organizational	
structure	could	not	cope	as	it	was	battered	by	charges	of	failure	and	violence	
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and	calumnies	of	the	association	with	the	Haymarket	Square	riot.	Most	
members	abandoned	the	movement	in	1886–1887,	leaving	at	most	100,000	in	
1890.	Many	opted	to	join	groups	that	helped	to	identify	their	specific	needs,	
instead	of	the	KOL	which	addressed	many	different	types	of	issues.[2]	The	
Panic	of	1893	terminated	the	Knights	of	Labor's	importance.[3]	Remnants	of	
the	Knights	of	Labor	continued	in	existence	until	1949,	when	the	group's	last	
50-member	local	dropped	its	affiliation.	
The	American	Federation	of	Labor	(AFL)	was	a	national	federation	of	labor	

unions	in	the	United	States	founded	in	Columbus,	Ohio,	in	December	1886	by	
an	alliance	of	craft	unions	disaffected	from	the	Knights	of	Labor,	a	national	
labor	union.	Samuel	Gompers	of	the	Cigar	Makers'	International	Union	was	
elected	president	at	its	founding	convention	and	reelected	every	year,	except	
one,	until	his	death	in	1924.	The	A.F.	of	L	was	the	largest	union	grouping	in	the	
United	States	for	the	first	half	of	the	20th	century,	even	after	the	creation	of	
the	Congress	of	Industrial	Organizations	(CIO)	by	unions	which	were	expelled	
by	the	AFL	in	1935	over	its	opposition	to	industrial	unionism.	The	Federation	
was	founded	and	dominated	by	craft	unions	throughout	its	first	fifty	years,	
after	which	many	craft	union	affiliates	turned	to	organizing	on	an	industrial	
union	basis	to	meet	the	challenge	from	the	Congress	of	Industrial	
Organizations	(CIO)	in	the	1940s.	
In	1955,	the	AFL	merged	with	the	CIO	to	create	the	AFL-CIO,	which	has	

comprised	the	longest	lasting	and	most	influential	labor	federation	in	the	
United	States	to	this	day.	
The	Chinese	Exclusion	Act	was	a	United	States	federal	law	signed	by	

President	Chester	A.	Arthur	on	May	6,	1882,	prohibiting	all	immigration	of	
Chinese	laborers.	Building	on	the	1875	Page	Act,	which	banned	Chinese	
women	from	immigrating	to	the	United	States,	the	Chinese	Exclusion	Act	was	
the	first	law	implemented	to	prevent	all	members	of	a	specific	ethnic	or	
national	group	from	immigrating.	

The	Socialist	Labor	Party	(SLP)[1]	is	the	oldest	socialist	political	party	in	
the	United	States,	established	in	1876.	It	is	the	second	oldest	socialist	party	in	
the	world	still	in	existence.	
Originally	known	as	the	Workingmen's	Party	of	the	United	States,	the	party	

changed	its	name	in	1877	to	Socialistic	Labor	Party[		and	again	sometime	in	
the	late	1880s	to	Socialist	Labor	Party.[3]	In	1890,	the	SLP	came	under	the	
influence	of	Daniel	De	Leon,	who	used	his	role	as	editor	of	The	Weekly	People,	
the	SLP's	English-language	official	organ,	to	expand	the	party's	popularity	
beyond	its	then	largely	German-speaking	membership.	Despite	his	
accomplishments,	De	Leon	was	a	polarizing	figure	among	the	SLP's	
membership.	In	1899,	his	opponents	left	the	SLP	and	merged	with	the	Social	
Democratic	Party	of	America	to	form	the	Socialist	Party	of	America.	
After	his	death	in	1914,	De	Leon	was	followed	as	national	secretary	by	

Arnold	Petersen.	Critical	of	both	the	Soviet	Union	and	the	reformism	of	the	
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Socialist	Party	of	America,	the	SLP	became	increasingly	isolated	from	the	
majority	of	the	American	Left.	Its	support	increased	in	the	late	1940s,	but	
declined	again	in	the	1950s,	when	Eric	Hass	became	influential	in	the	party.	
The	SLP	experienced	another	increase	in	support	in	the	late	1960s,	but	again	
subsequently	declined.	The	SLP	last	nominated	a	candidate	for	President	in	
1976	and	in	2008	closed	its	national	office.	
The	party	advocates	"socialist	industrial	unionism",	the	belief	in	a	

fundamental	transformation	of	society	through	the	combined	political	and	
industrial	action	of	the	working	class	organized	in	industrial	unions.	
The	Eight-Hour	Day	Movement,	Labor	Day,	May	Day,	and	International	

Women’s	Day	
Nonetheless,	as	Jonathan	Grossman	suggests,	a	good	case	can	be	made	

that	the	American	Labor	Day	holiday	grew	out	of	the	parade	and	picnic	of	the	
Central	Labor	Union	of	New	York	City	on	September	5,	1882:	
 “The year 1882 was charged with excitement for organized workers in New York City. 
On January 30, thousands of workers packed Cooper Union in support of Irish tenants 
against their British landlords. Under such banners as "Ill fares the land, to hastening 
ills a prey/Where wealth accumulates, and men decay," union leaders expressed 
the unity of labor's cause throughout the world. Among the participants were 
Matthew Maguire, Secretary of the Committee on Arrangements, who read letters 
from labor unions from every part of America, and Peter J. McGuire, who "spoke 
eloquently for half an hour, retiring among continued applause......" 

It	was	Maguire	and	McGuire,	both	members	of	the	Socialist	Labor	Party	
Club	of	New	York,	who	proposed	the	holiday	to	the	Central	Labor	Union	of	
New	York.	On	Tuesday,	Sept.	5,	1882,	as	many	as	ten	thousand	workers	took	
an	unpaid	day	off	and	marched	around	Union	Square	in	support	of	the	holiday	
and	celebrating	labor’s	international	cause.	It	became	an	annual	event	that	
spread	to	other	cities	and	states	as	the	movement	for	a	national	Labor	Day	
grew	and	a	number	of	states	recognized	the	holiday.	
Congress	would	not	legalize	the	holiday	until	1894,	after	a	watershed	

moment	in	American	labor	history.	On	May	11,	1894,	employees	of	the	
Pullman	Palace	Car	Company	in	Chicago	went	on	strike	to	protest	wage	cuts	
and	the	firing	of	union	representatives.	On	June	26,	the	American	Railroad	
Union,	led	by	Eugene	V.	Debs,	called	for	a	boycott	of	all	Pullman	railway	cars,	
crippling	railroad	traffic	nationwide.	To	break	the	strike,	the	federal	
government	dispatched	troops	to	Chicago,	resulting	in	the	deaths	of	more	than	
a	dozen	workers.	In	the	wake	of	this	massive	unrest,	Congress	passed	an	act	
making	Labor	Day	a	legal	holiday.	No	longer	would	workers	have	to	take	an	
unpaid	day	off	to	relax	and	celebrate	their	history.	
FILE: May Day & Labor Day SEPT2011ALSO: /Users/eruyle/Dropbox/2018-
Labor-Day/201 8-Labor Day and May Day-W.BIB.docx 
Coxey's Army was a protest march by unemployed workers from the United States, 
led by Ohio businessman Jacob Coxey. They marched on Washington, D.C. in 
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1894, the second year of a four-year economic depression that was the worst in 
United States history to that time. Officially named the Army of the 
Commonwealth in Christ, its nickname came from its leader and was more 
enduring. It was the first significant popular protest march on Washington, 
Eugene Debs - The IWW and the Palmer Raids 

The Poetic Expression of the Class Struggle 
At	this	point,	it	is	necessary	to	stress	that	the	struggle	for	socialism	is	much	

more	than	tactics,	strategy,	and	organization.	As	the	Irish	Revolutionary	James	
Connolly	notes	
 no revolutionary movement is complete without its poetical expression. If such a 
movement has caught hold of the imagination of the masses they will seek a vent in 
song for the aspirations, the fears and the hopes, the loves and the hatreds 
engendered by the struggle. Until the movement is marked by the joyous, defiant, 
singing of revolutionary songs, it lacks one of the most distinctive marks of a popular 
revolutionary movement, it is the dogma of a few, and not the faith of the 
multitude. (1907) 

This	quote	is	on	the	wall	of	the	Starry	Plough	Pub	in	Berkeley,	a	
neighborhood	pub	that	takes	its	name	from	Connolly’s	pledge	that	“Ireland	
will	be	free,	from	the	Plough	in	the	dirt	to	the	Stars	in	the	sky.” 
The	musical	expression	of	the	class	struggle	has	been	rich	in	America	

including	the	songs	of	Joe	Hill	and	the	IWW,	and	for	those	of	us	who	came	of	
age	in	the	Sixties,	it	was	aa	age	of	truly	classic	revolutionary	music.	
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Twentieth Century: The Revolution Unfolds 
 

Overview 
The	Twentieth	Century	was	a	period	of	dramatic	growth	of	socialism	in	

which	socialists	for	the	first	time	actually	gained	state	power	and	confronted	
the	tasks	of	transforming	capitalism	into	socialism.	This	took	a	variety	of	
forms:	Communism,	Social	Democracy,	and	Third	World	Socialism	
This	phase	began	in	1917	with	the	October	Revolution	and	Lenin’s	pledge:	

“We	shall	now	proceed	to	construct	the	Socialist	order.”	It	ended	with	the	
counter-revolution	led	by	Boris	Yeltsin	and	George	H.	W.	Bush	in	December	
1991,	nearly	75	years	later.	This	phase	was	marked	by	the	emergence	of	the	
Socialist	camp,	the	industrialization	of	the	Soviet	Union,	the	defeat	of	fascism,	
the	spread	of	socialism	into	Yugoslavia	and	Eastern	Europe,	Vietnam,	Korea,	
China,	and	Cuba,	the	emergence	of	Third	World	Socialism,	and	the	rise	of	
Social	Democracy	(or	Democratic	Socialism)	in	the	imperialist	nations	
“There are decades where nothing happens; and there are weeks where decades 
happen.” ― Vladimir Ilyich Lenin 

It	is	useful	to	divide	this	into	two	phases,	which,	for	want	of	better	terms,	
may	be	called,	1.	Socialism	in	One	Country,	from	the	founding	of	socialism	in	
1917	to	the	defeat	of	fascism	in	1945,	and	2.	Socialism	in	Many	Countries,	from	
the	defeat	of	fascism	in	1945	to	the	overthrow	of	the	Soviet	Union	in	1991.		

During	this	time,	countries	in	East	Europe,	China	and	East	Asia,	and	Cuba	
joined	the	Socialist	Camp.	
There	were	of	course	contradictions	and	defects	in	this	phase,	but	also	

some	very	real	contributions.	These	include	the	global	spread	of	socialism	so	
that	over	half	of	humanity	lived	in	nominally	socialist	countries	and	socialism	
was	the	dominant	force	resisting	imperialism	worldwide.	During	this	period	
also,	socialism	demonstrated	its	superiority	to	capitalism	in	meeting	the	basic	
human	needs	of	humanity.		

Before	Lenin	could	embark	on	this	path,	he	had	to	understand	Marxism	and		
apply	Marxism	to	the	changed	conditions	of	the	era	of	imperialism.	He	also	had	
to	develop	the	instrument	of	working	class	revolution,	the	Bolshevik	Party.	
With	these	accomplishments,	Lenin	and	the	Bolshevik	Party	provided	a	model	
for	human	liberation	which	inspired	the	entire	world,	but	especially	the	
workers	and	peasants	in	the	oppressed	countries,	the	colonial	and	semi-
colonial	world.	
By	the	1970s,	the	majority	of	our	species	lived	in	countries	with	socialist	

governments	of	one	form	or	another,	and	socialism	was	the	dominant	ideology	
of	resistance	throughout	the	world.	This	was	not	simply	because	of	
propaganda,	or	because	people	found	the	“idea”	attractive,	as	some	suggest,	
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(See,	e.g.	Muravchik,	J.	(2002).	rather	because	throughout	the	world,	people	
were	comparing	the	reality	of	capitalism	and	with	the	actual	achievements	of	
socialism,	and	choosing	socialism.		
Of	course,	the	life	of	upper	income	people	in	the	wealthy	imperialist.	

nations	may	be	quite	pleasant,	but	this	life	is	simply	not	open	to	the	vast	
majority	of	our	species	who	live	in	the	oppressed	countries	of	Africa,	Asia,	and	
Latin	America.	
As	a	result,	of	the	continuing	and	increasing	successes	of	socialism,	the	

Empire	struck	back,	leading	to	the	catastrophic	defeats	of	1989-91.	

Let	us	examine	these	phases	in	somewhat	greater	depth.	

Socialism in One Country: The Soviet Union 1917-
1945 
The Communists turn their attention chiefly to Russia, because that country is on the 
eve of a bourgeois revolution that is bound to be carried out under more advanced 
conditions of European civilisation and with a much more developed proletariat than 
that of England was in the seventeenth, and France in the eighteenth century, and 
because the bourgeois revolution in Russia will be but the prelude to an immediately 
following proletarian revolution. 

You	won’t	read	these	words	anywhere	but	here,	because	Marx	wrote	the	
Communist	Manifesto	in	1848,	not	1917.	But	had	he	been	writing	in	1917,	he	
may	very	well	have	written	this	about	Russia	which	was	indeed	on	the	eve	of	a	
bourgeois	revolution	that	was	carried	out	under	more	advanced	conditions	
and	a	much	more	developed	proletariat	than	that	of	England	the	seventeenth	
and	France	in	the	eighteenth	century.	Although	a	minority	of	the	total	
population	of	the	Tsarist	empire,	the	Russian	working	class	in	1917	was	the	
largest	and	most	revolutionary	in	the	world	,	with	a	long	tradition	of	
revolutionary	activity	going	back	to	Pugachev's	Rebellion	(1771-75)	and	the	
Decembrist	uprising	of	1825.	Further,	the	first	translation	of	Marx’s	Das	
Kapital	was	into	Russian	by	the	anarchist	Mikhail	Bakunin	before	any	other	
language	
The Narodniks in Russia and in exile eagerly responded to the theories of Marx and 
Engels. Russian was the first language into which Das Kapital was translated from the 
original. . .   right from the beginning when it was making no impression on the 
Western European public, Marx’s opus exercised an enormous influence upon the 
Russian intelligentsia. Isaac Deutscher 1948. Marx and Russia. 
https://www.marxists.org/archive/deutscher/1948/marx-russia.htm 

So,	contrary	to	whatever	bourgeois	pundits	may	say	about	the	Russian	
Revolution	refuting	Marxist	predictions	about	where	the	Revolution	would	
break	out	(Marx	made	no	such	predictions),	the	facts	of	the	matter	simply	
show	that	Tsarist	Russia	was	what	Lenin	called	the	“weakest	link”	in	global	
imperialism	in	1917.	
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While	Russia	is	often	portrayed	simply	as	a	feudal	society	inhabited	by	
ignorant	peasant,	in	fact	Russia	in	the	early	twentieth	century	was	undergoing	
what	has	been	described	as	dependent	development,	in	which	foreign	capital	
was	investing	heavily	in	Russia	bringing	advanced	technology	and	large	
capitalist	firms	owned	by	foreign	capitalists.	As		result,	the	Russian	working	
class	may	have	been	small	as	portion	of	the	total	population	of	Russia,	it	was	
large	in	comparison	with	the	working	classes	of	France,	England,	and	Russia,	
precise	figures	are	not	available	

In	addition,	there	was	a	long	revolutionary	tradition	among	the	peasantry,	
with	Pugachev’s	Rebellion,	Pushkin,	the	Narodniks,	and	the	Decembrists,	an	
unsuccessful	palace	revolution	in	December	1825.	Marx	and	Engels	were	
impressed	by	the	revolutionary	ferment	in	Russia,	but	did	not	really	know	
what	to	do	about	it.	Lenin	did.	He	made	it	the	cornerstone	of	his	revolutionary	
theory,	henee,	we	have	the	hammer	and	sickle.	
Just	as	Marxism	was	not	frozen	by	Marx’s	death	but	continued	to	evolve.,	o	

Leninism	was	not	frozen	by	Lenin’s	death,	nor	Stalin’s.,	nor	Mao’s.	Theory	
continues	to	evolve	as	the	class	struggle	itself	evolved.	
Lenin	says	somewhere	that	“There	are	decades	where	nothing	happens;	

and	there	are	weeks	where	decades	happen.”	The	bourgeois	revolution	in	
February	was	immediately	followed	by	the	proletarian	October.	The	Russian	
Revolution	of	1917	began	on	International	Women’s	Day	in	1917.	According	to	
the	old	Julian	calendar,	this	was	February	24	and	hence	it	is	known	as	the	
February	Revolution,	just	as	the	October	Revolution	occurred	on	November	
7according	to	our	modern	Gregorian	calendar.	
Either	way,	it	was	on	International	Women’s	Day	in	1917	that	“the	women	

of	Petrograd	raised	the	torch	of	proletarian	revolution	and	set	the	world	on	
fire,”	in	the	words	of	Alexandria	Kollentai.	Try	as	they	might,	the	international	
bourgeoisie	has	not	been	able	to	put	out	that	fire,	even	with	the	slaughter	of	
tens	of	millions	of	innocent	human	beings.	It	continues	to	burn	as	bright	as	
ever	in	Beijing	and	throughout	the	world.	
Lenin	said	that	no	revolution	in	history	has	struck	more	deeply	at	the	roots	

of	the	oppression	of	women	than	our	Soviet	Revolution.	We	should	also	say	
that	the	no	revolution	in	history,	has	struck	more	deeply	at	the	roots	of	human	
oppression—landlordism,	wage	slavery,	racial	and	gender	discrimination—
than	the	Soviet	revolution	in	October.	There	was	not	a	trace	of	discrimination	
against	women	in	Soviet	law,	but	Lenin	was	not	so	foolish	as	to	think	that	by	
eliminating	legal	discrimination,	discrimination	itself	would	be	eliminated.	
That	would	require	an	entire	epoch,	the	epoch	of	the	revolutionary	transition	
from	capitalism	to	socialism.	

So	let’s	look	more	closely	at	the	actual	process	of	global	proletarian	
revolution,	at	least,	the	first	half	during	the	Twentieth	Century.	
Here	we	need	to	look	at	October	itself,	which	was	relatively	painless,	but	

which	was	followed	by	the	Intervention,	the	White	Terror,	the	Red	Terror,	the	
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Second	Russian	Revolution,	Collectivization	and	Industrialization,	the	purge	
trials	of	the	1930s,	and	the	victory	over	fascism.	
Workers of the world, unite! — Uneven economic and political development is an 
absolute law of capitalism. Hence the victory of socialism is possible, first in several, or 
even in one capitalist country taken separately. The victorious proletariat of that 
country, having expropriated the capitalists and organised its own socialist production, 
would stand up against the rest of the world, the capitalist world. 
— Collected Works, vol. 18, p. 232[9].  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Leninism 

 

On “National Socialism” and Fascism 
Also important to say a few things about “National Socialism,” or Nazism, for 

many are confused by the terminology. National Socialism. more commonly 
known as Nazism, is NOT socialism but rather the German form of fascism. 
Fascism is direct opposite of socialism, in that socialism seeks to liberate the 
working class and all humanity, while fascism seeks to crush and enslave the 
working class and all humanity. The Communist Third International published the 
following definition of fascism in 1935: "Fascism in power is the open, terroristic 
dictatorship of the most reactionary, the most chauvinistic, the most imperialistic 
elements of finance capitalism.” [Georgi Dimitrov, 1935]  Leon Trotsky wrote: "The 
historic function of fascism is to smash the working class, destroy its organizations, 
and stifle political liberties when the capitalists find themselves unable to govern 
and dominate with the help of democratic machinery." 

We hope to say more on this when we update this paper, including the views of 
Clara Zetkin, and her view that fascism develops in conditions that should have 
given rise to socialism but where socialists have failed to carry out the socialist 
revolution and thereby have failed to solve the conditions that give rise to fascism  
*re-write * 

Lenin 
These three individuals are sometimes known as the “three who made the 

revolution,” (Bertram Wolfe) the people who played the leading role in the 
Russian Revolution. Frequently, especially among mainstream leftists, it is Lenin 
and Trotsky who are believed to be the real leaders of the revolution but any good 
they may have accomplished was destroyed by Stalin, a ruthless dictator 
concerned only with his own power. This caricature is pretty much unchallenged 
not only in bourgeois circles but also among most leftists. However, a quite 
different narrative is available, though this narrative is either ignored or ridiculed 
by mainstream leftists.. 

If Marx is known as the most profound theorist of socialism, Vladimir Ilyich 
Ulyanov (1870-1924), better known as Lenin, was its most skillful practitioner. 
While Marx and Engels interpreted the world in a very profound and liberating 
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manner, Lenin changed the world forever. He did this by creating the Bolshevik, or 
Communist, Party, the most effective revolutionary instrument of the working 
class. In his classic, Ten Days That Shook the World, John Reed discusses Lenin’s 
first appearance after the October seizure of power: 

It was just 8.40 when a thundering wave of cheers announced the entrance of 
the presidium, with Lenin—great Lenin—among them. A short, stocky figure, with 
a big head set down in his shoulders, bald and bulging. Little eyes, a snubbish nose, 
wide, generous mouth, and heavy chin; clean-shaven now, but already beginning 
to bristle with the well-known beard of his past and future. Dressed in shabby 
clothes, his trousers much too long for him. Unimpressive, to be the idol of a mob, 
loved and revered as perhaps few leaders in history have been. A strange popular 
leader-a leader purely by virtue of intellect; colourless, humourless, 
uncompromising and detached, without picturesque idiosyncrasies-but with the 
power of explaining  profound. ideas in simple terms, of analysing a concrete 
situation. And combined with shrewdness, the greatest intellectual audacity. . .  
Now Lenin, gripping the edge of the reading stand, letting his little winking eyes 
travel over the crowd as he stood there waiting, apparently oblivious to the long-
rolling ovation, which lasted several minutes When it finished, he said simply, “We 
shall now proceed to construct the Socialist order"’ Again that overwhelming 
human roar. (Reed 1919, p. 125-126) 

8:40 PM in the evening in Petrograd would have been 11:40 am in the morning 
in NYC 

Lenin had assembled around him perhaps the most talented group of 
revolutionaries in history, but it was Lenin who, as first among equals, molded this 
heterogeneous group into a disciplined fighting unit which led the two world 
historic socialist revolutions, first in Russia in 1917, and then in China in 1949, 
under the leadership of Mao Zedong. (also the revolutions in  

Lenin led the Soviet Union for about four years before he suffered a debilitating 
stroke in 1922, due to complications resulting from a 1918 assassination attempt. 
Another stroke in 1923 left Lenin incapacitated for over a year. He died in January 
1924. Even before his death, the Party had chosen Stalin as General Secretary, on 
Lenin’s recommendation. 

Trotsky and Stalin 
Lev Davidovich Bronstein (1879-1940), better known as Leon Trotsky, was a 

brilliant and charismatic individual, who joined the Bolsheviks in 1917 and made 
significant contributions to the Revolution while he worked under the direction of 
the Party and Lenin. After the death of Lenin in 1924, however, Trotsky refused to 
follow Party leadership and discipline and attempted to lead a coup in 1927. For 
this, he was expelled from the Party and exiled from the Soviet Union. This is a 
important point, for Trotsky’s followers seem to regard him as the equal of Lenin 
in the Party (“the party of Lenin and Trotsky”), which he was not, and that he was 
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expelled for expressing his ideas, which is again not true. He was expelled for 
going outside the party to lead a coup against the party. The following quote from 
Black Bolshevik: Autobiography of an Afro-American Communist, by Harry 
Haywood, makes this clear: 

The struggle raged over a period of five years (1922-27) during which time the 
Trotsky bloc had access to the press and Trotsky's works were widely circulated for 
everyone to read. Trotsky was not defeated by bureaucratic decisions or Stalin's 
control of the Party apparatus -- as his partisans and Trotskyite historians claim. 
He had his day in court and finally lost because his whole position flew in the face 
of Soviet and world realities. He was doomed to defeat because his ideas were 
incorrect and failed to conform to objective conditions, as well as the needs and 
interests of the Soviet people. 

It was my great misfortune to be out of the dormitory when the Black students 
were invited to attend a session of the Seventh Plenum of the Executive Committee 
of the Communist International, then meeting in the Kremlin in the late fall of 
1926. I was out in the street at the time and couldn't be found, so they went 
without me. I missed a historic occasion, my only chance to have seen Trotsky in 
action. I was bitterly disappointed. When I arrived back at the dormitory, Sakorov, 
my Indian friend, told me where they had gone. Returning in the early hours of the 
morning, they found me waiting for them. They described the session and the 
stellar performance of Trotsky. 

Stalin made the report for the Russian delegation. Trotsky then asked for two 
hours to defend his position; he was given one. He spoke in Russian, and then 
personally translated and delivered his speech in German and then in French. In all, 
he held the floor about three hours. 

Otto said it was the greatest display of oratory he had ever heard. But despite 
this, Trotsky and his allies (Zinoviev and Kamenev) suffered a resounding defeat, 
obtaining only two votes out of the whole body. The delegates from outside the 
Soviet Union didn't accept Trotsky's view that socialism in one country was a 
betrayal of the revolution. On the contrary, the success of the Soviet Union in 
building socialism was an inspiration to the international revolution. 

Otto told me that this point was made again and again and again in the course 
of the discussion. Ercoli (Togliatti), the young leader of the Italian Party, summed it 
up well a few days later when he defended the achievements of the Russian Party 
and revolution as "the strongest impetus for the revolutionary forces of the 
world."14 

The American Party united across factional lines in support of Stalin. The 
Trotsky opposition, already defeated within the Soviet Union, was now shattered 
internationally. From there on out, it was downhill for Trotsky. I witnessed 
Trotsky's opposition bloc degenerate from an unprincipled faction within the Party 
to a counter-revolutionary conspiracy against the Party and the Soviet state. We 
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learned of secret, illegal meetings held in the Silver Woods outside of Moscow, the 
establishment of factional printing presses -- all in violation of Party discipline. 
Their activities reached a high point during the November 7, 1927 anniversary of 
the Revolution. 

At the Tenth Anniversary, Trotsky's followers attempted to stage a counter-
demonstration in opposition to the traditional celebration. I remember vividly the 
scene of our school contingent marching its way to Red Square. As we passed the 
Hotel Moscow, Trotskyist leaflets were showered down on us, and orators 
appeared at the windows of the hotel shouting slogans of 'Down with Stalin.' 

They were answered with catcalls and booing from the crowds in the streets 
below. We seized the leaflets and tore them up. This attempt to rally the people 
against the Party was a total failure and struck no responsive chord among the 
masses. It was equivalent to rebellion and this demonstration was the last overt 
act of the Trotskyist opposition. During the next month Trotsky, Kamenev and 
Zinoviev were expelled -- along with seventy-four of their chief supporters. They, 
along with the lesser fry, were sent into exile to Siberia in Central Asia. Trotsky was 
sent to Alma Alta in Turkestan from where, in 1929, he was allowed to go abroad, 
first to Turkey and eventually to Mexico. 

Later, many of Trotsky's followers criticized themselves and were accepted back 
into the Party. But among them was a hard core of bitter-enders, who "criticized" 
themselves publicly only in order to continue the struggle against Stalin's 
leadership from within the Party. Their bitterness fed on itself and they emerged 
later in the thirties as part of a conspiracy which wound up on the side of Nazi 
Germany. 

Throughout this whole struggle, we Black students at the school had been 
ardent supporters of the position of Stalin and the Central Committee. Most 
certainly we were Stalinists -- whose policies we saw as the continuation of Lenin's. 
Those today who use the term "Stalinist" as an epithet evade the real question: 
that is, were Stalin and the Central Committee correct? I believe history has proven 
that they were correct. (1978, Chapter 8) 

Trotsky	himself	repudiated	the	idea	of	a	Last	Will	and	Testament	from	
Lenin:	

During his illness, Lenin repeatedly addressed letters and proposals to the 
leading bodies and congresses of the party. It must be definitely stated that all 
these letters and suggestions were invariably delivered to their destination and 
they were all brought to the knowledge of the delegates to the Twelfth and 
Thirteenth Congresses, and have invariably exercised their influence on the 
decisions of the party. If all of these letters have not been published, it is because 
their author did not intend them to be published. Comrade Lenin has not left any 
“Testament”; the character of his relations to the party, and the character of the 
party itself, preclude the possibility of such a “Testament.” The bourgeois and 
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Menshevik press generally understand under the designation of “Testament” one 
of Comrade Lenin’s letters (which is so much altered as to be almost 
unrecognizable) in which he gives the party some organizational advice. The 
Thirteenth Party Congress devoted the greatest attention to this and to the other 
letters, and drew the appropriate conclusions. All talk with regard to a concealed 
or mutilated “Testament” is nothing but a despicable lie, directed against the real 
will of Comrade Lenin and against the interests of the party created by him. Letter 
on Max Eastman's Book, July 1, 1925 https://en.wikiquote.org/wiki/Leon_Trotsky 

Here’s another quote from Trotsky: 

The party in the last analysis is always right because the party is the single 
historic instrument given to the proletariat for the solution of its fundamental 
problems. . . . I know that one must not be right against the party. One can only be 
right with the party and through the party, for history has created no other road 
for the realization of what is right. (Deutscher 1959, p. 278 

Deutscher writes that “Stalin sarcastically dismissed Trotsky’s statement saying 
that the party made no claim to infallibility.” P. 279 

Perhaps we should ask the question, just who betrayed the Revolution, Stalin 
or Trotsky? 

Josif Vissarionovich Dzhugashvili (1878-1954), better known as Joseph Stalin 
was born to poor parents in Georgia, a backward, oppressed nation in the Tsarist 
empire. His father left and his mother had to place young Joseoh into a seminary 
school, where he excelled as a student but became involved in radical thought and 
politics. Although less well known at the time of the revolution than Lenin or 
Trotsky, Stalin played an important role in the Bolshevik Party from 1912, when 
Lenin invited him to become Editor of Pravda and join the seven-man Central 
Committee, until his death in 1953. After the death of the first head of state of 
Soviet Russia, Yakov Sverdlov, Lenin nominated Stalin as the party's new General 
Secretary, at the 11th Party Congress in 1922, a position he held until his death in 
1953.  https://spartacus-educational.com/RUSsverdlov.htm 

Although Western intellectuals treat Stalin with scorn as a brutal dictator and 
murderer who “killed millions,” those who have actually led revolutions speak of 
Stalin with great respect. For some quotes, see: 
https://internationalstalinsociety.wordpress.com/quotes-about-stalin/ 

Many still repeat the idea that Stalin and Hitler were equivalents. This idea was 
effectively demolished shortly after it was first expounded. In his study of Stalin, 
Isaac Deutcher discussed the comparison in his Stalin: A Political Biography pp. 
566-570 
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The Middle Way and the New Deal 
We	won’t	call	these	the	almost	socialisms.	Both	were	the	result	of	strong	

labor	unions	and	socialist/communist	parties.	In	the	U.S.,	the	New	Deal	
Coalition	

WWII and the Defeat of Fascism 
Fascism	was	defeated	by	socialism	and	the	Red	Army,	but	at	a	cost	of	nearly	

thirty	million	Soviet	lives.	No	nation	in	history	has	emerged	victorious	after	
suffering	such	losses.	In	spite	of	what	bourgeois	anti-communists	may	say,	The	
Soviet	Union	only	wanted	peace	and	time	to	recuperate,	that’s	why	I	always	
attach	the	adjective	“peace-loving”	to	Soviet	Union,	because	it’s	the	truth.	

Also	the	question	of	Japanese	fascism		Tanin,	O.	and	E.	Yohan.	
(1973)	Militarism	and	Fascism	in	Japan.		

Socialism in Many Countries: The World 
Revolutionary Process 
Nevertheless,	the	war	unleashed	forces	that	led	to	the	expansion	of	

socialism,	to	the	extent	that	over	half	the	world’s	populations	lived	in	socialist	
societies	of	one	form	or	another,	Communism.	Democratic	Socialism,	or	Third	
World	Socialism,	and	socialism	was	the	dominant	opposition	force	in	the	
remainder.	Let	us	examine	the	expansion	more	closely	

Communism 
After	suffering	mind-boggling	losses	the	Soviet	Union	was	in	no	mood	to	

continue	the	war	or	even	to	risk	war	with	the	nuclear	armed	American	
imperialists.	As	Churchill	males	clear,	the	U.S.	nuclear	weapons	played	a	key	
role	in	keeping	Western	Europe	in	the	Western	orbit.	Of	course,	the	occupation	
by	the	U.S.	military	was	also	important.	
Need	also	to	discuss	the	role	of	the	CPC	in	the	defeat	of		Japanese	fascism	

Democratic Socialism 
As	Lenin	remarked,	the	chain	of	imperialism	was	broken	at	its	weakest	link,	

which,	in	1917,	turned	out	to	be	Petrograd	in	the	Tsarist	Empire.	About	a	year	
after	the	success	of	the	October	Revolution,	a	similar	revolution	was	a	
attempted	in	Germany.	However,	even	after	their	defeat	in	the	Great	War,	
imperialism	remained	strong	in	Germany,	as	the	communist	leaders	Karl	
Liebknecht	and	Rosa	Luxemburg	were	murdered	and	the	revolution	crushed	
in	Berlin	and	elsewhere,	for	example	the	Munich	Soviet	Republic	in	Bavaria	
and	the	Hungarian	Soviet	Republic	under	Béla	Kun.	
The	lesson	was	clear:	capitalism	was	too	strong	to	be	overthrown	in	a	

Soviet-style	revolution	so	some	other	path	to	socialism	must	be	found.	One	
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such	road	was	the	“Middle	Way”	explored	by	Swedish	social	democracy,	which	
at	the	time	did	not	call	itself	socialist	and	perhaps	for	that	reason	was	warmly	
praised	by	FDR	as	a	forerunner	of	the	New	Deal.	
The	end	of	WWII	saw	an	upsurge	of	democratic,	working	class,	and	peace	

forces.	After	years	of	wartime	restrictions	and	rationing	working	people	re-
asserted	their	democratic	rights,	in	a	peaceful	manner.	Perhaps	the	most	
notable	of	these	was	the	British	election	of	1945,	in	which	Clement	Atlee’s	
Labour	Party	ousted	Winston	Churchill	and	the	Tories	and	embarked	upon	an	
openly	socialist	program.	

Third World Socialism 
In	his	People’s	History	of	the	Third	World,	Vijay		Prashad	introduces	his	

topic	with	a	quote	from	Franz	Fanon’s	1961	classic	The	Wretched	of	the	Earth:	
The Third World today faces Europe like a colossal mass whose project should be to try 
to resolve the problems to which Europe has not been able to find the answers. –Franz 
Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, 1961, as quoted (Prashad  2007, p. xv) 

One	could	say	that	the	reason	that	Europe	was	not	able	to	find	the	answers	
to	the	problems	of	the	Third	World	is	that	Europe	WAS	the	problem	for	the	
Third	World.		

The	only	thing	the	First	World	can	do	is	to	commit	suicide,	that	is,	to	
commit	suicide	as	the	First	World	
This	is	quite	clear	from	our	earlier	discussion	of	the	primitive	accumulation	

of	capital,	in	which	the	wealth	of	Europe	came	from	the	plunder	of	the	Third	
World	after	the	voyages	of	Columbus	to	America	in	1492	and	Vasco	da	Gama	
to	India	in	1497	and	the	trade	which	enriched	Europe	and	impoverished	the	
Third	World.		
As	the	peoples	of	the	oppressed	countries	of	Africa,	Asia,	and	Latin	America	

came	to	understand	the	roots	of	their	problems	lay	in	Europe,	not	at	home,	
they	began	to	look	at	the	Soviet	example	for	solutions.	They	lacked	the	both	
the	affluence	of	the	imperialist	nations	required	for	social	democracy	
conditions	and	the	revolutionary,	working	class	heritage	necessary	for	a	true	
October-style	revolution	

In	Egypt,	for	example	a	charismatic	young	officer,	Gamal	Abdel	Nasser	
(1918-1970),	after	leading	a	revolution	overthrowing	the	monarchy	and	
installing	the	Arab	Ba’ath	Party,	embarked	on	a	series	of	nationalizations.	

In	June	1960,	Nasser	tried	to	establish	economic	reforms	that	would	bring	
the	Syrian	economy	more	in	line	with	the	strong	Egyptian	public	sector.	
However,	these	changes	did	little	to	help	either	economy.	Rather	than	shift	
growth	toward	the	private	sector,	Nasser	embarked	on	an	unprecedented	
wave	of	nationalizations	in	both	Syria	and	Egypt.	These	began	in	July	1961,	
without	consulting	top	Syrian	economic	officials.[18]	The	entire	cotton	trade	was	
taken	over	by	the	government,	as	well	as	all	import-export	firms.	Nasser	
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announced	the	nationalization	of	banks,	insurance	companies,	and	all	heavy	
industry,	July	23,	1961.	Nasser	also	extended	his	social	justice	principles.	The	
land	limit	was	reduced	from	200	to	100	feddans.	Interest	rates	for	farmers	
were	dramatically	reduced	to	the	point	of	elimination	in	some	cases.	A	ninety	
percent	tax	was	instituted	on	all	income	above	£10,000.	Workers	and	
employees	were	allowed	representatives	on	management	boards.	They	were	
also	given	the	right	to	a	twenty-five	percent	share	in	the	profit	of	their	firm.	
The	average	workday	was	also	cut	from	eight	hours	to	seven	without	a	
reduction	in	pay.[19]	
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Arab_Republic 
 
p. 276   Debt hangs heavy for the bulk of the planet. In 1970, when the Third World 
project was intact, the sixty states classified as “low income” by the World Bank owed 
commercial lenders and international agencies $25 billion. Three decades later, the 
debt of these states ballooned to$523 billion. An impoverished conversation on debt 
yields no agenda to combat this fundamental ailment for the former Third World. 
These are not “poor” countries. Over the course of three decades, paid $550 billion in 
principle and interest on loans worth $540 billion. Yet they still owed $523 billion. The 
alchemy of international usury binds the darker nations. 

(Tanzania’s former President Julius Nyerere) Nyerere summarized the Third World 
project in five words: “growth and hope—then disillusionment.” 

 p. 277 According to the World Bank, “In 1960 per capita GNP in the richest 20 
countries was 18 times that in the poorest 20 countries. By 1995  this gap had widened 
to 37 times.” 
See also Bello 1994, Dark Victory: The United States, Structural Adjustment, and 
Global Poverty 

Socialism and the Quality of Life  
This section needs work. For now, I am inserting a section of my textbook, The 

Human Adventure, Chapter 8, World Revolution of the Proletariat, online, follow 
the links at http://www.cuyleruyle.com. (Note: I no longer use the term 
“protosocialism.” I now just use the term, socialism, in the Leninist sense.) 

The	Socialist	Pact	Nations	account	for	one	third	of	the	world's	population	
and	nearly	20%	of	world	GNP.		Conditions	within	the	Socialist	Pact	Nations	
vary.		In	the	Warsaw	Pact	nations	(the	Soviet	Union	and	Eastern	European	
socialist	nations)	the	average	GNP	per	capita	is	$5480,	the	literacy	rate	is	99%,	
life	expectancy	is	72	years,	and	infant	mortality	25	per	thousand.		In	China,	
GNP	per	capita	is	only	$300,		the	literacy	rate	is	69%,	the	life	expectancy	is	63	
years,	and	infant	mortality	is	97	per	thousand.		In	Cuba,	GNP	per	capita	is	
estimated	at	about	$1000,	literacy	is	95%,	life	expectancy	is	73	years,	and	
infant	mortality	is	19	per	thousand	(World	Bank	1983:148-201).	
Whatever	their	faults,	Socialist	Camp	Nations	have	met	the	human	needs	of	

their	members	better	than	Oppressed	Countries	or	the	capitalist	system	as	a	
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whole.		Most	Marxists	"know"	this,	and	may	even	be	able	to	provide	some	
statistics	from	a	favorite	socialist	country	documenting	it,	but	there	has	been	
surprisingly	little	effort	to	document	this	belief	in	any	systematic	way.		A	
notable	exception	has	been	provided	by	the	research	of	Shirley	Cereseto	
(Cereseto	1982,	Cereseto	and	Waitzkin	1986).	

In	her	study	of	global	inequality	and	basic	human	needs,	Cereseto	uses	
World	Bank	statistics	(which	she	assumed	would	not	be	biased	in	favor	of	
capitalism)	on	income	and	the	quality	of	life	in	both	capitalist	and	socialist	
nations	to	test	the	two	most	important	aspects	of	the	Marxian	paradigm:	the	
law	of	capitalist	accumulation,	and	the	prediction	of	improvement	following	a	
socialist	revolution.		Her	findings	may	be	briefly	summarized.	
Cereseto	finds	that	the	increasing	inequality	that	has	characterized	the	

entire	career	of	civilization,	has	intensified	since	WWII,	with	increasing	
degradation,	misery,	and	denial	of	the	basic	human	needs	of	a	large	and	
growing	portion	of	humanity.		While	the	population	of	the	world	was	
increasing	by	60%	from	1950	to	1975,	the	total	production	of	wealth	was	
increasing	faster,	from	$1	trillion	in	the	late	1940s	to	over	$6	trillion	in	1975	
and	more	than	$9	trillion	in	1978!		But	although	wealth	was	increasing	faster	
than	population,	poverty	was	also	increasing,	so	that	in	one	decade	of	rapid	
economic	growth	(1963-1973),	the	number	of	seriously	poor	people	in	the	
world	increased	by	119	million,	to	1.21	billion	people,	or	45%	of	the	entire	
capitalist	world.		Thus,	the	poverty	and	misery	of	Third	World	peoples,	
Cereseto	finds,	are	not	caused	by	overpopulation	or	"backwardness"	(as	the	
bourgeoisie	would	have	us	believe)	but	rather	are	consequences	of	the	
fundamental	law	of	motion	of	capitalism:	
Accumulation of wealth at one pole is, therefore, at the same time accumulation of 
misery, agony of toil, slavery, ignorance, brutality, mental degradation, at the opposite 
pole, i.e. on the side of the class that produces its own product in the form of 
capital.  (Marx 1867:645) 

Although	Cereseto	does	not	mention	Stalin’s	fundamental	law	of	socialism,	
it	is	clear	that	the	socialist	nations	were	operating	under	fundamentally	
different	laws	of	motion	than	those	under	capitalism.	

Cereseto	divides	capitalist	nations	into	three	categories,	based	on	GNP	per	
capita:	rich,	middle	income,	and	poor.		She	finds,	not	surprisingly,	that	the	
physical	quality	of	life	is	better	in	rich	nations	than	in	poor	nations.	

What	is	significant	is	that	socialism	improves	the	physical	quality	of	life	and	
better	meets	the	basic	human	needs	of	its	members	than	does	capitalism.		All	
socialist	nations	fall	within	the	middle	income	category	based	on	GNP	per	
capita,	even	though	many	were	desperately	poor	before	their	
revolutions.		Cereseto	uses	a	variety	of	statistics	on	such	things	as	inequality,	
infant	mortality,	life	expectancy,	literacy,	and	health	care	and	finds	that:	1.	the	
socialist	nations,	all	middle	income,	do	better	than	the	capitalist	nations	taken	
as	a	whole	in	meeting	the	basic	human	needs	of	their	members;	2.	the	socialist	
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nations	do	far	better	in	meeting	these	human	needs	than	do	capitalist	nations	
with	the	same	resource	base	(i.e.	middle	income	capitalist	nations),	and	3.	
socialist	nations	do	about	as	well	as	rich	capitalist	nations	in	meeting	basic	
human	needs.		Cereseto	also	finds	that,	while	inequality	is	increasing	both	
within	and	between	capitalist	nations,	inequality	is	declining	both	within	and	
between	socialist	nations.	
Cereseto's	findings,	then,	confirm	the	central	tenet	of	Marxism:		socialist	

revolutions	are	in	fact	good	for	human	beings.		With	their	social	ownership	of	
the	means	of	production,	the	Socialist	Pact	Nations	have	been	able	to	eliminate	
the	mass	poverty,	starvation,	and	ignorance	generated	by	the	capitalist	system	
and	have	begun	to	create	more	egalitarian	societies.	
Protosocialism,	however,	is	not	a	free	and	democratic	social	

order.		(Neither,	for	that	matter,	are	the	Overdeveloping	Capitalist	
Nations.)		Freedom	and	democracy,	in	the	bourgeois	senses	of	these	terms,	are	
luxuries	which	cannot	be	afforded	by	any	nation	under	threat	of	subversion	
and	invasion.		The	Protosocialist	Nations	are	no	different	in	this,	and	use	
whatever	means	at	their	disposal	to	protect	themselves.		Although	this	may	
offend	the	sensitivities	of	liberal	critics	used	to	the	"freedom"	of	the	
Overdeveloping	Capitalist	Nations,	it	is	unreasonable	to	expect	that	things	
could	be	much	different.	
However,	political	repression	in	the	socialist	countries	is	certainly	no	

greater	than	it	is	in	capitalism.		In	the	capitalist	world,	there	has	been	
increasing	institutional	violence,	political	assassinations,	and	state-sponsored	
torture	paralleling	the	growth	in	economic	inequality	since	WWII	(Chomsky	
and	Herman	1979:8,	citing	Amnesty	International	1975).		By	contrast,	most	
observers,	both	Marxist	and	non-Marxist,	would	agree	that	political	repression	
has	declined	in	the	socialist	world	since	Stalin's	time.		Although	there	has	been	
no	systematic	study	of	the	relative	severity	of	repression	on	a	world	scale	
comparable	to	Cereseto's	study	of	inequality	and	human	needs,	it	is	likely	that	
such	a	study	would	produce	equally	striking	results.	

Was the Red Flag Flying in the Soviet Union 
However,	political	repression	in	the	socialist	world	is	certainly	no	greater	

than	it	is	in	capitalism.		In	the	capitalist	world,	there	has	been	increasing	
institutional	violence,	political	assassinations,	and	state-sponsored	torture	
paralleling	the	growth	in	economic	inequality	since	WWII	(Chomsky	and	
Herman	1979:8,	citing	Amnesty	International	1975).		By	contrast,	most	
observers,	both	Marxist	and	non-Marxist,	would	agree	that	political	repression	
has	declined	in	the	socialist	world	since	Stalin's	time.		Although	there	has	been	
no	systematic	study	of	the	relative	severity	of	repression	on	a	world	scale	
comparable	to	Cereseto's	study	of	inequality	and	human	needs,	it	is	almost	
certain	that	such	a	study	would	produce	equally	striking	results.	
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Such,	at	least,	is	the	implication	of	the	careful	studies	of	Albert	Szymanski	
(1979,	1982,	1984).		Using	the	data	of	Western	Sovietologists	(who	may	be	
assumed	not	to	be	prejudiced	in	favor	of	the	Soviet	Union),	Szymanski	found	
that	there	was	much	more	political	freedom,	democracy,	and	effective	
participation	in	the	Soviet	Union	than	most	bourgeois	scholars	acknowledged,	
and	that	the	Soviet	working	class	probably	exerted	more	effective	freedom	
and	control	than	do	the	working	classes	of	the	United	States	or	other	
imperialist	nations.		It	is	not,	thus,	a	question	of	"freedom"	versus	
"totalitarianism",	but	rather	of	the	structural	locus	of	such	freedom,	and	of	
what	class	interests	are	being	served.	
Szymanski	concludes	that	the	Soviet	bureaucracy	served	the	interests	of	the	

Soviet	working	class	as	well	as	our	own	bureaucracies	serve	the	bourgeoisie	
(and	much	better	than	Western	bureaucracies	serve	the	working	class).		The	
Soviet	Union,	in	other	words,	is	an	authentic	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat.	
Szymanski's	conclusions	on	the	relative	power	of	the	Soviet	working	class,	

clearly,	are	at	odds	with	the	opinions	of	many	other	observers,	such	as	Charles	
Bettelheim	(1985).	But	regardless	of	which	view	one	accepts	on	this	issue,	it	is	
difficult	to	accept	Bettelheim's	view	that	the	Soviet	Union	is	capitalist.	Soviet	
workers,	with	guaranteed	jobs,	free	health	care,	and	free	education,	are	in	a	
much	better	position,	structurally,	than	workers	even	in	the	overdeveloping	
capitalist	nations.		And	there	is	quite	simply	nothing	in	the	socialist	world	to	
be	compared	with	the	mass	poverty	and	starvation	of	the	countries	oppressed	
by	global	imperialism.		The	underlying	structure	of	socialism	is	fundamentally	
different	than	that	of	capitalism.	
Such,	in	broad	outline,	is	the	difference	between	socialism	and	

capitalism.		Capitalism,	while	expanding	the	productive	potential	of	humanity,	
is	getting	progressively	worse	in	terms	of	meeting	the	human	needs	of	our	
species.		The	socialist	countries,	whatever	their	faults,	are	making	progress	in	
meeting	these	needs	and	eliminating	poverty,	ignorance,	and	inequality.	

Before	the	Twentieth	Century,	the	demands	of	working	class	struggles	
tended	to	focus	on	working	condition,	pay,	and	public	expenses	such	as	
pensions,	education,	and	health.	Rachel	Carson	noted	that	we	have	no	
constitutional	guarantees	of	clean	air,	clean	water,	and	a	nuclear	free	world,	
but	that	is	because	our	founding	fathers	could	not	have	realized	that	these	
things	were	necessary.	
As	I	concluded	in	the	1980s,	it	is	one	thing	to	compare	life	in	the	Soviet	

Union	with	the	life	of	wealthy	or	middle-income	people	in	the	rich	imperialist	
countries	such	as	the	U.S.	and	Western	Europe,	quite	another	to	compare	the	
Soviet	Union	with	the	poverty,	disease,	and	illiteracy	of	the	masses	of	people	in	
Africa,	Asia,	and	Latin	America.	As	the	studies	we	examined	above	indicate,	the	
quality	of	life,	both	physical	and	cultural,	in	socialist	countries	was	superior	to	
life	in	non-socialist	countries	with	the	same	economic	resources.	More	than	
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this,	surprisingly,	recent	studies	indicate	that	sex	was	better	in	socialism	than	
even	wealthy	capitalism:	
When Americans think of Communism in Eastern Europe, they imagine travel 
restrictions, bleak landscapes of gray concrete, miserable men and women languishing 
in long lines to shop in empty markets and security services snooping on the private 
lives of citizens. While much of this was true, our collective stereotype of Communist 
life does not tell the whole story. 

Some might remember that Eastern bloc women enjoyed many rights and privileges 
unknown in liberal democracies at the time, including major state investments in their 
education and training, their full incorporation into the labor force, generous 
maternity leave allowances and guaranteed free child care. But there’s one advantage 
that has received little attention: Women under Communism enjoyed more sexual 
pleasure. 

A comparative sociological study of East and West Germans conducted after 
reunification in 1990 found that Eastern women had twice as many orgasms as 
Western women. (Ghodsee 2017, you really need to read the whole thing) 

What	more	can	one	say?	(Ghadsee	even	developed	a	gross	orgasmic	But,	as	
one	reviewer	of	Ghodsee’s	book	suggested:	
More orgasms alone might be a fine thing. But a change in the structural conditions 
under which more orgasms might be possible is another level of turn-on entirely.  
Rebecca Mead  January 16, 2019 

As	socialism	spread,	it	became	increasingly	threatening	to	the	imperialist	
rulers	of	our	planet,	leading	to	intensified	counterrevolutionary	policies	on	the	
part	of	the	international	bourgeoisie,	in	short,	the	Empire	had	to	strike	back.	

The Empire Strikes Back: The Neoliberal 
Counterrevolution  
As	the	Empire	struck	back,	the	counterrevolution	was	directed	not	only	

toward	the	Soviet	Union	but	working	class	and	revolutionary	forces	
throughout	the	globe.	Imperialism	was	kicking	ass.	As	American	military	
strategy	moved	from	the	“counterinsurgency”	of	Vietnam	to	the	“low	intensity	
warfare’	of	Central	America,	the	Soviet	Union	acquiesced	as	socialism	was	
overthrown	and	replaced	by	“democratically	elected”	counterrevolutionary	
forces	in	Eastern	Europe.	Perhaps	the	worst	year	was	1991,	which	began	with	
the	bombing	of	Iraq	in	Desert	Storm	and	ended	with	the	Yeltsin-Bush	
counterrevolutionary	coup	and	the	dissolution	of	the	Soviet	Union	itself.		
In	one	sense,	this	neoliberal	counterrevolution	may	be	regarded	as	the	

culmination	of	the	Cold	War,	whose	consequences	have	been	thoroughly	
documented	by	such	authors	as	William	Blum,	Killing	Hope,	and	the	American	
Holocaust,	Edward	S.	Herman,	and	Noam	Chomsky,	Manufacturing	Consent:	
The	Political	Economy	of	the	Mass	Media,	and	Max	Blumenthal,	The	
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Management	of	Savagery:	How	America's	National	Security	State	Fueled	the	Rise	
of	Al	Qaeda,	ISIS,	and	Donald	Trump		
These	authors	document	that	it	was	not	only	through	overt	and	covert	

military	means	that	the	counterrevolution	was	able	to	prevail,	the	mass	media	
played		vital	role	in	“manufacturing	consent”	for	this.	

	The	economic	policies	that	go	under	the	name	of	neoliberalism	were	also	
important.	To	understand	the	neoliberal	counterrevolution,		we	need	to	
understand	neoliberalism,	about	which	some	folks	are	confused	but	the	reality	
is	quite	simple.	
Neoliberalism	was	originally	called	“Reaganomics.”	As	Jesse	Jackson	

explained	it	to	us:		everyone	who	would	listen	
According to Reaganomics, problem is, rich people don’t got enough money. 
According to Reaganomics, problem is, poor people got too much money. 
So once you understand the problem, the solution is simple: 
You take from the poor and you give to the rich. 
It’s called, robbin’ the ‘hood. 

And	this	is	all	you	need	to	know	about	Neoliberalism.	Now,	of	course,	
academics	can	write	volumes	on	Neoliberalism	without	ever	once	discussing	
its	real	nature.	But	that,	of	course,	is	why	they’re	paid	the	big	bucks.		
Some	Marxists	call	this	‘accumulation	by	dispossession,	in	comparison	with	

the	so-called	Primitive	Accumulation	of	Capital	discussed	by	Marx,	and	there	is	
much	to	be	said	for	this.	Like	Marx’s	Primitive	Accumulation,	the	Neoliberal	
Accumulation	has	been	carried	out	under	conditions	of	reckless	terrorism,	
both	internally	within	the	U.S.	and	externally	throughout	the	Empire.	
This	was	arguably	the	biggest	defeat	in	the	history	of	the	working	class	and	

socialism.	Our	movement	has	withstood	numerous	setbacks,	in	1848,	1871,	
and	1914,	and	we	have	always	recovered.	But	when	George	H.	W,	Bush	
proclaimed	a	New	World	Order	(AKA	McWorld),	Margaret	Thatcher	talked	
about	TINA	(“There	Is	No	Alternative”),	and	Frances	Fukuyama	saw	the	“End	
of	History,”	many	in	the	working	class	and	socialist	movements	agreed	that	the	
struggle	between	capitalism	and	socialism	was	over	and	capitalism	had	won.	
Even	hard	core	Marxist-Leninists	like	Irwin	Silber	told	us	that	our	philosophy	
had	“exhausted	whatever	potential	it	might	once	have	had,”	and	we	were	
urged	to	rid	ourselves	of	“all	‘isms’—including	Marxism.”	
Some	of	us	resisted	this	advice,	but	our	voices	were	few	and	weak.	Although	

resistance	to	the	New	World	Order	continued,	only	rarely	did	that	resistance	
take	the	form	of	a	class	conscious	struggle	for	socialism.	We	saw	the	Zapatistas	
emerge	in	1994,	the	French	Strikes	of	1995,	the	WTO	Protests	in	Seattle	in	
1999,	and	most	dissent	crushed	in	the	wake	of	9-11	in	2001.	But		after	the	
crisis	and	bailout	of	2008,		and	the	Occupy	movement	of	2009.	All	of	these,	
however,	were	more	anarchist	that	socialist			
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We	were	encouraged	by	Latin	American	leaders	like	Hugo	Chavez	of	
Venezuela	who	were	advocating	for	a	Bolivarian	Revolution	and	a	new	kind	of	
socialism,	which	they	called	“Socialism	of	the	Twenty-First	Century.”	Others	
pushed	for	ecosocialism.	
However,	underlying	these	attempts	at	finding	a	new	kind	of	socialism	was	

the	view	that	twentieth	century	socialism	had	failed	because	of	its	own	
inadequacies,	that	the	industrial	socialism	of	the	Soviet	Union	was	no	better	
than	industrial	capitalism	when	it	came	to	solving	the	urgent	problems	of	
humanity,	including	ecological	devastation,	global	warming,	and	the	threat	of	
nuclear	annihilation.	As	demonstrated	above,	this	view	is	simply	wrong.	
Nevertheless,	it	underlies	nearly	all	of	left/socialist	discussion	about	what	is	to	
be	done	at	present,	so	much	so	that	it	constitutes	what	my	comrade	Gary	Hicks	
calls	the	ABC	of	Socialism	(“Anything	But	Communism”),	even	among	folks	
who	call	themselves	Marxist.	It	is	with	reference	to	such	people	that	Marx	
reportedly	said,	"All	I	know	is	that	I	am	not	a	Marxist."	Indeed,	having	
someone	who	does	not	understand	the	Soviet	experience	design	a	course	on	
socialism	is	like	having	a	Catholic	priest	design	a	course	on	sex	education.	It	
won’t	be	education	but	rather	mis-education.	
For	my	part,	I	continued	to	argue	that	Marx	was	right	in	the	Nineteenth	

Century,	and	Lenin	was	right	in	the	Twentieth	Century,	and	that	our	task	in	the	
Twenty	First	Century,	is	to	do	for	Leninism	what	Lenin	did	for	Marxism,	
namely	apply	the	scientific	socialism	of	Marx	and	Lenin	to	the	changed	
conditions	of	the	Twenty	First	Century.	
But to do this, we must first have a scientific understanding of Twentieth Century 
socialism, in all its forms. This is precisely what is lacking in most attempts to 
develop a new socialism, whether it be the Bolivarian Socialism of the Twentieth 
Century, Ecosocialism, or the various forms of neo-Marxism, post-Marxism, and 
others, such as the Frankfurt School, Western Marxism, analytical Marxism, 
structural Marxism, Marxist humanism, critical theory, and others. Like 
Trotskyists, they simply misunderstand the nature and significance of the Soviet 
Union and other twentieth century forms of  socialism which have survived, and 
thrived, into the Twenty First Century. 
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Twenty First Century Socialism  
As	explained	above,	my	use	of	the	term	Twenty	First	Century	Socialism	

should	not	be	confused	with	the	“Socialism	for	the	Twenty	First	Century,”	
espoused	by	some	leftists.	The	Bolivarian	Revolution	of	Hugo	Chavez	is	only	
one	form	of	socialism	in	the	Twenty	First	Century.	Like	other	forms	of	
socialism,	it	deserves	our	support,	but	it	must	be	placed	in	context	and	
examined	scientifically.		

Although	the	two	were	on	different	sides	of	the	Cold	War,	with	Venezuela	
supporting	the	U.S.	and	Cuba	supporting	the	Socialist	Bloc,	relations	warmed	
after	the	election	of	Hugo	Chávez	who	described	Castro	as	his	mentor	and	
called	Cuba	"a	revolutionary	democracy".	A	characteristic	of	Cuba-Venezuela	
ties	is	that	both	nations	are	exchanging	assets	which	are	inexpensive	for	the	
sending	country	but	of	high	significance	for	the	receiving	country,	e.g.	medical	
aid	from	Cuba	and	oil	from	Venezuela.	Nonetheless,	they	express	a	high	level	
of	solidarity	between	these	two	socialist	countries.	

It	is	important	to	stress	that	socialism	was	pushed	back,	but	not	defeated	by	
the	U.S.-led	neoliberal	counter	revolution.	The	Spectre	of	Communism	
continues	to	haunt	the	global	capitalism	system,	taking	several	forms	in	the	
survival	of	socialist	bloc	countries:	the	People’s	Republic	of	China	(a	socialist	
state,	governed	by	a	democratic	dictatorship	of	the	people	led	by	the	workers	
and	peasants	which	is	in	essence	the	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat),	the	
Socialist	Republic	of	Cuba	(which	defines	itself	as	a	socialist	state	guided	by	
the	ideology	and	example	of	Martı	́and	Fidel	and	the	social-	political	ideas	of	
Marx,	Engels	and	Lenin),	Democratic	People’s	Republic	of	Korea	(an	
independent	socialist	State	representing	the	interests	of	all	the	Korean	people,	
the	Socialist	Republic	of	Vietnam,	and	Laos	(the	Lao	People's	Democratic	
Republic,	an	openly	socialist	republic,	governed	by	the	Lao	People's	
Revolutionary	Party,	formerly	the	Pathet	Lao,	under	the	guidance	of	Marxism-
Leninism.		
Although	each	of	these	socialist	nations	have	their	distinctive	

characteristics,	they	all	retain	their	socialist	heritage,	which	includes	a	social	
safety	net,	a	collection	of	services—including	welfare,	unemployment	
insurance,	healthcare,	free	education,	right	to	housing,	and	other	rights—
which	prevent	individuals	from	falling	into	poverty	beyond	a	certain	level.	
Further,	they	all	have	elections,	trade	unions,	constitutional	guarantees	of	free	
speech	and	expression,	as	well	as	equal	rights	for	men	and	women.	Of	course,	
the	extent	to	which	these	constitutional	guarantees	are	actually	manifested	in	
social,	economic,	political	life	varies,	just	as	it	does	in	American	or	European	
societies.	
The	constitution	of	India	calls	India	a	sovereign,	socialist,	secular,		

democratic	republic,	with	words	"secular"	and	"socialist"	added	to	the	
preamble	in	1976.	Also,	the	Constitution	of	Nepal	defines	it	as	an	
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"independent,	indivisible,	sovereign,	secular,	inclusive,	democratic,	socialism-
oriented,	federal	democratic	republican	state."	
Further,	socialism	remains	the	dominant	ideology	of	resistance	to	the	

capitalist	status	quo,	whether	such	resistance	is	rooted	in	Marxism-Leninism,	
reformism,	or	some	combination	of	the	two.	Thus,	we	have	the	Naxilite	
comrades	who	walked	with	Arundati	Roy,	the	ruling	communist	party	of	
Kerala,	as	well	as	Lula	da	Silva’s	Workers	Party	and	the	Landless	Workers	
Movement	in	Brazil	as	well	as	Hugo	Chavez	and	the	Bolivarian	Revolution	and	
the	Pink	Tide	in	the	Andes.	
Even	without	making	an	encyclopedic	survey,	it	is	obvious	that	while	

socialism	suffered	a	severe	setback	when	the	Empire	struck	back,	socialism	
was	never	extinguished.		
Perhaps	socialism	fared	worst	in	the	United	States	where	it	never	

recuperated	from	McCarthyism.	But	socialism	began	making	a	comeback	with	
of	the	Seattle	WTO	protests,	the	Wall	Street	Crash	of	2007-8,	and	the	Occupy	
movement	of	2011.	By	2012	socialism	was	named	as	Word	of	the	Year,	
prompting	me	to	write:	
While Americans may be mis-educated and mis-informed about socialism, this is not 
the case in the rest of the world. The world’s two most populous countries, China and 
India, have both incorporated socialism into their constitutions, while socialist and 
communist parties regularly get strong support throughout Latin America, Europe, and 
Asia. Most recently, we have seen the electoral victory in Venezuela of the successor 
of Hugo Chávez, Nicolas Maduro of the United Socialist Party. Socialism is not dead, 
contrary to some pundits, but remains alive and very much on the global agenda. 
Ruyle 2013, Socialism: Word of the Year for 2012  Published: 08 May 2013  Peace and 
Freedom Website. http://www.peaceandfreedom.org/home/7-articles/general/1070-
socialism-word-of-the-year-for-2012 

In	November	2013,	Socialist	Alternative	(SA)	candidate	Kshama	Sawant	
was	elected	to	the	Seattle	City	Council,	in	what	Philip	Locker,	a	national	
organizer	for	SA,	says	"was	a	watershed	moment	for	the	socialist	movement	
across	the	country".	But	then	the	floodgates	opened	with	Bernie	Sanders.	
In	his	2016	Primary	campaign,	Bernie	not	only	received	more	votes	than	

any	other	socialist	presidential	campaign	in	U.S.	history,	but	more	than	ALL	
previous	socialist	presidential	campaign	in	U.S.	history,	nearly	13	million	
votes.	

In	2018,	the	“Squad’	of	four	socialist	women	of	color	were	elected	to	
Congress.	In	addition,	down	ballot,	at	least	46	Democratic	socialist	candidates	
and	two	DSA-backed	ballot	measures	won	their	primaries	in	2018,	according	
to	DSA.	
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China in the Twenty-First Century 

Just	as	the	socialism	of	the	twentieth	century	built	upon	the	
accomplishments	of	the	Nineteenth	Century	in	such	s	way	as	to	overcome	its	
failures,	so	we	in	the	Twenty	First	Century	must	build	upon	the	
accomplishments	of	both	the	Nineteenth	and	the	Twentieth	Century	even	
while	seeking	to	overcome	their	failures.	Unfortunately,	Trotskyist	and	
bourgeois	narratives	about	the	Soviet	Union	see	only	the	failures	and	do	not	
give	us	a	balanced,	objective	view.	They	cannot,	therefore,	provide	a	basis	for	
understanding	the	task	before	us.	The	major	portion	of	this	essay,	therefore,	
had	to	do	with	reclaiming	our	history	as	socialists.	
It	is	important	to	understand	the	various	forms	of	socialism	that	emerged	

before	the	defeat	of	the	Soviet	Union,	or	even	before,	but	it	is	even	more	
important	to	understand	the	socialisms	of	the	socialist	camp	that	survived	the	
imperialist	counterattack	of	the	late	20th	century,	in	China,	Cuba,	Korea,	
Vietnam,	and	Laos.	Most	American	leftists	view	the	response	of	Cuba	rather	
favorably,	but	Cuba	is	a	small	island,	encompassing	less	than	one	percent	of	
our	species.	It	provides	an	inspiring	example	of	how	socialism	can	survive	in	a	
hostile	imperialist	world,	but	its	ability	to	effect	change	in	a	world	ruled	by	
military	and	economic	power	is	unclear.	
This	consideration	brings	us	to	China,	the	world’s	oldest,	largest,	and	some	

feel,	wisest	civilization,	encompassing	perhaps	a	fifth	of	humanity.	China	has	
already	passed	the	United	States	to	become	the	world’s	largest	economy	(in	
terms	of	GDP	PPP).	China	sees	itself	as	entering	an	advanced	stage	of	socialism	
by	2050,	and	by	then	the	world	will	be	a	much	different	kettle	of	fish.	It	may	
well	be,	as	our	comrade	from	Boston,	Wadi’h	Halabi,	has	argued,	the	future	of	
humanity	will	be	written	in	Chinese.	(My	own	corollary	is	that	by	2052,	POTUS	
will	be	Chinese).	Note	here	also,	the	recent	prediction	by	Bloomberg	for	2050:	
Goodbye	Milton	hello	Marx).	
As	Foreign	Affairs,	the	lead	journal	for	the	U.S.	ruling	class,	noted,	at	the	9th	

Party	Congress	in	October	2017,	Xi	Jinping	“recommended	that	other	countries	
draw	on	‘Chinese	wisdom’	and	follow	‘a	Chinese	approach	to	solving	the	
problems	facing	mankind.’	Not	since	Mao	Zedong	had	a	Chinese	leader	so	
directly	suggested	that	others	should	emulate	his	country’s	model.”	(China's	
New	Revolution:	The	Reign	of	Xi	Jinping.	By	Elizabeth	C.	Economy.	Foreign	
Affairs,	May/June	2018.	https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/china/2018-
04-17/chinas-new-revolution?cid=nlc-fa_fatoday-20180418.)		
The policy of the United States toward China for over four decades has been premised 
on two assumptions: first American values (and, to a lesser extent, interests) are 
universal and thus worth of promulgation; and second, notwithstanding some serious 
counter-indications, such as the 1989 Tiananmen Square massacre, as Chinese 
economy develops, its domestic and foreign policies will evolve in ways generally 
supportive of U.S. interests. For the foreseeable future, however the opposite is true. 
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Under Xi’s leadership, China’s domestic political and economic landscape does not 
reflect progress toward an open, transparent, or democratic system.  Pp.235-236 
Economy 2018   --- see also above, p. 233 Heading: How the United States Looks at 
China 

Clearly,	reports	of	the	death	of	socialism	were	premature.	China,	Cuba,	and	
also	Nordic	Socialism—all	provide	useful	examples	from	which	American	
socialists	can	and	should	learn.		
We	should	also	learn	from	our	home-grown	socialists	as	well	as	we	will	

argue	later.	But	first	let	us	look	at:	
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Socialism with Chinese Characteristics:  
   Anthropological Perspectives. 
It may well be that Chinese socialism is related to European socialism just as 
Chinese philosophy is related to Hegelian philosophy. But it is an amusing fact that 
the oldest and most unshattered Empire on this earth has been pushed, in eight 
years, by the cotton ball of the English bourgeois toward the brink of a social 
upheaval that must have most profound consequences for civilisation. 
   When our European reactionaries, on their next fight through Asia, will have 
finally reached the Chinese Wall, the gates that lead to the seat of primeval reaction 
and conservatism, who knows, perhaps they will read the following inscription on 
the Wall: 
                         République Chinoise 
                         Liberté, Egalité, Fraternité 
                                                                                         KARL MARX 
 
Marx	wrote	this	in	1850,	commenting	on	a	report	from	the	German	

missionary	Herr	Gützlaff	who,	returning	to	“civilized	people	and	Europeans”	
after	twenty	years	among	the	Chinese,	heard	talk	of	socialism	and	asked	what	
it	was.	When	he	was	told,	he	exclaimed	in	alarm:	'Am	I	nowhere	to	escape	this	
ruinous	doctrine?	Precisely	the	same	thing	has	been	preached	for	some	time	in	
China	by	many	people	from	the	mob.'	Gützlaff		was	referring	to	the	Taiping	
Rebellion,	probably	the	most	destructive	war	in	history,	organized	around	a	
curious	mixture	of	Christian	and	Chinese	beliefs,	including	gender	equality,	
land	reform,	and	banning	the	opium	trade..	
It	is	worth	noting	here	that	Asians	did	not	submit	meekly	to	European	

conquest,	with	the	Java	War	of	1825-30,	in	which	Dutch	killed	an	estimated	
200,000	Javanese	to	preserve	their	colony,	and	the	Sepoy	Rebellion	in	India	I	
1857,	in	which	the	British	killed	nearly	half	a	million	Indians.	By	contrast,	we	
American	colonists	were	able	to	gain	our	freedom	in	the		American	Revolution	
of	1776-1780	at	a	cost	of	an	estimated	6,800	white	Americans	killed.	Racism,	
anyone?	

Back	to	China.	Clearly,	Marx	was	not	prophesizing	here,	but	this	and	other	
passages	do	appear	prophetic.	They	also	show	that	Marx	was	quite	
anthropological	in	his	interests.	Although	not	explicitly	a	critic	of	
Eurocentrism,	which	didn’t	even	have	a	name	in	Marx’s	lifetime,	his	work	has	
inspired	a	generation	of	postwar	critics	of	Eurocentrism	and	provides	
surprising	insights	into	our	current	crisis,	not	only	in	U.S.-China	relations	but	
globally,	a	crisis	that	has	drawn	the	attention	of	scholars	from	different	
disciplines	across	the	political	spectrum	from	Foreign	Affairs,	the	journal	of	
what	we	lefties	call	“Wall	Street’s	Think	Tank”	to	the	independent	socialist	
magazine	Monthly	Review.	but	it	is	amusing,	as	Marx	might	say,	to	see	how	
relevant	Marx’s	comments	are	to	our	current	crisis,	not	only	in	U.S.-China	
relations	but	globally,	a	crisis	that	has	drawn	the	attention	of	scholars	from	
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different	disciplines	in	the	pages	of	the	ultra-establishment	Foreign	Affairs	as	
well	as	the	independent	socialist	magazine	Monthly	Review.	
Why Anthropology 

After	completing	Volume	One	of	Capital	in	1867,	Marx	turned	to	an	
intensive	study	of	Anthropology,	leaving	the	completion	of	Volumes	Two	and	
Three	to	his	friend	Friedrich	Engels.	In	particular	he	studied	the	work	of	the	
American	Anthropologist	Lewis	Henry	Morgan	who	“discovered	anew	the	
materialist	conception	of	history,”	referring	in	part	to	Morgan’s	observation	
that	“the	next	higher	plane	of	society	to	which	experience,	intelligence,	and	
knowledge	are	steadily	tending	…	will	be	a	revival,	in	a	higher	form,	of	the	
liberty,	equality,	and	fraternity	of	the	ancient	gentes”	(referring	to		the	clan	
societies	of	the	Iroquois	Indians	and	ancient	Greece).	
Anthropology	has	never	lost	its	interest	the	full	range	of	human	society	

from	earliest	times	to	the	present,	though	we	no	longer	describe	human	
development	as	“Progress	from	Savagery	through	Barbarism	to	Civilization.,”	
the	subtitle	of	Morgan’s	work.	But	Marx	never	criticized	Morgan’s	
Eurocentrism,	for	even	term	was	not	invented	until	after	his	death,	nor	did	he	
criticize	Morgan’s	racism.	His	work,	however,	provides	a	framework	for	
combatting	racism	and	Eurocentrism	and	better	understanding	China’s	place	
in	the	development	of	our	species.	
The	work	of	Andre	Gunder	Frank	is	of	great	interest	in	this	regard.	Frank	

taught	at	the	University	of	Chile	until	he	was	forced	to	flee	after	the	1973	coup	
that	overthrew	the	socialist	government	of	Salvador	Allende.	Frank	is	well	
known	for	his	concept	of		“the	development	of	underdevelopment.”	He	also	
applied	this	framework	to	China	in	his	book,	ReORIENT.	As	I	understand	
Frank’s	argument,	before	the	rise	of	the	West	in	the	Fifteenth	century,	over	
half	of	our	species	lived	in	Asia,	in	what	we	call	the	Orient,	while	Western	
Europe	was	a	mere	backwater	in	terms	of	cultural	development.	The	Orient,	
particularly	China,	was	the	center	of	the	then	world	economy.	Like	it	or	not,	
according	to	Frank,	the	Twenty	First	Century	will	be	a	period	where	humanity	
ReORIENTs	itself,	where	Asia,	particularly	China,	will	return	to	its	previous	
position	as	center	of	the	now	global	economy.	(Frank	1998)	
Frank’s	provocative	view	was	not	possible	in	Marx’s	time	for	it	was	not	

until	the	late	Nineteenth	and	early	Twentieth	Centuries	that	Anthropology	
made	the	spectacular	fossil	discoverues	revealing	the	antiquity	of	our	species	
and	the	spectacular	archaeological	discoveries	in	the	Near	East,	China,	and	
India	showing	that	civilization	developed	in	these	areas	thousands	of	years	
before	classical	antiquity	in	Greece	and	Rome.	

Also,	it	was	not	until	the	early	Twentieth	Century	that	Anthropology	
developed	the	new	relativist	perspective	that	attempts	to	see	non-Western	
peoples	in	their	own	terms	rather	that	as	primitive,	backward,	or	undeveloped	
forms	through	what	Europe	had	already	passed.	Certainly	no	one	man	was	
responsible	for	this,	but	if	there	was,	it	would	be	the	Father	of	American	
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Anthropology,	Franz	Boaz.	The	Boasian	relativist	revolution	basically	
overthrew	the	then	almost	universal	pseudoscience	of	racism,	it	also	
established	cultural	relativism	as	the	dominant	paradigm	in	Anthropology	
through	his	students	at	Columbia	University:	Margaret	Mead'	(Coming	of	Age	
in	Samoa,	1928)	and	Ruth	Benedict	(Patterns	of	Culture,	1934).		

Morgan’s	work	in	ethnography	(League	of	the	Iroquois)	ethnology	(House	
Types),	ethology	(The	American	Beaver),	and	advocacy	on	behave	of	the	
Indians	(n	which	he	played	a	role	in	the	Supreme	Court	decision		which	
established	the	principle	of	Indian	sovereignty	with	the	United	States)	remain	
as	examples	of	the	highest	professional	standards	employed	by	Morgan.	
But	perhaps	the	classic,	and	certainly	the	most	eloquent	statement	of	this	

perspective	is	found	in	the	work	of	the	British	ethnographer,	Bronislaw	
Malinowski,	specifically	his	study	of	the	Kula	Ring,	the	spectacular	trading	
system	among	the	Trobriand	Islanders	in	the	Western	Pacific,	Argonauts	of	the	
Western	Pacific	(1922).	After	an	extensive	discussion	of	his	actual	fieldwork	
experience	Malinowski	writes:	
   These three lines of approach lead to the final goal, of which an Ethnographer should 
never lose sight. This goal is, briefly, to grasp the native's point of view, his relation to 
life, to realize his vision of his world. We have to study man, and we must study what 
concerns him most intimately, that is, the hold which life has on him. In each culture, 
the values are slightly different; people aspire after different aims, follow different 
impulses, yearn after a different form of happiness. In each culture, we find different 
customs by which hs satisfies his aspirations, different codes of law and morality which 
reward his virtues or punish his defections. To study the institutions, customs, and 
codes or to study the behavior and mentality without the subjective desire of feeling 
by what these people live, or realizing the substance of their happiness—is, in my 
opinion, to miss the greatest reward which we can hope to obtain from the study of 
man. 
   These generalities the reader will find illustrated in the following chapters. We shall 
see there the savage striving to satisfy certain aspirations, to attain his type of value, 
to follow his line of social ambition. We shall see him led on to perilous and difficult 
enterprises by a tradition of magical and heroical exploits, shall see him following the 
lure of his own romance. Perhaps as we read the account of these remote customs 
there may emerge a feeling of solidarity with the endeavours and ambitions of these 
natives. Perhaps man’s mentality will be revealed to us, and brought near, along some 
lines we have never followed before. Perhaps through realizing human nature in a 
shape very distant and foreign to us, we shall have some light shed on our own. In this, 
and in this case only, we shall be justified in feeling that it has been worth our while to 
understand these natives, their institutions and customs, and that we have gathered 
some profit from the Kula. 

Anthropology	began	as	a	professional	discipline	with	the	study	of	dead,	
dying,	and	doomed	cultures	as	part	of	our	commitment	of	understanding	the	
full	variety	of	our	species.	This	Malinowskian	perspective	helped	us	challenge	
the	systematic	misunderstanding	and	denigration	of	“savage”	and	“primitive”	
cultures	and	develop	a	better	understanding	of	our	species	as	a	whole.	As	we	
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moved	into	the	study	of	modern,	“civilized”	societies,	the	question	became	
more	complex,	namely	“which	natives?”	Modern	state-level	societies	are	
characterized	by	a	rich	array	of	different	ethnicities,	gender	identities,	and	
classes	which	have	sharply	different	world	views.		Further,	as	I	complained	
over	forty	years	ago	(Ruyle	1979WWW),	the	fact	that	many	of	our	“natives”	
have	become	“Communists”	does	not	relieve	us	of	this	responsibility	of	
understanding	them,	“from	within,”	so	to	speak.	The	issue	is	rarely,	if	ever,	
addressed	directly,	and	this	Malinowskian	perspective	was	simply	not	applied	
to	the	Soviet	Union,	the	People’s	Republic	of	China,	Cuba,	or,	Heaven	forbid,	
the	Democratic	People’s	Republic	of	Korea.	
This	essay	is	an	attempt	to	address	this	failing	in	the	hopes	that	it	will	

stimulate	further	discussion.	The	question	is	not	simply	an	academic	one	of	
encouraging	liberal	values,	it	is	of	crucial	political	significance	if	we	are	to	deal	
with	the	existential	threats	to	our	very	survival	as	species.	This	was	
recognized	in	comments	on	a	recent	book	by	a	Council	on	Foreign	Relations	
senior	fellow:	
For the first time in modern history, we have a communist country poised to be the 
biggest and most important driver of the global free market. That's astonishing. And 
we still don't know what makes China's political leadership and Xi Jinping in particular 
tick. If that freaks you out (and it should), Liz Economy's book, The Third Revolution, is 
the place to start. (Ian Bremmer, President and Founder, Eurasia Group. Book Jacket of 
The Third Revolution: Xi Jinping and the New Chinese State.  2018. by Elizabeth C. 
Economy. Council on Foreign Affairs.) 

I	agree	with	Bremmer’s	diagnosis	of	the	problem,	but	not	his	proposed	cure.	
While	of	course	we	must	draw	upon	the	work	of	mainstream	social	science,	we	
must	also	recognize	that	the	academic	social	sciences	(Economics,	Political	
Science,	Sociology,	and	others)	are	views	from	the	outside,	not	from	the	inside.	
Specifically,	they	are	Eurocentric	in	that	they	impose	Western	values	and	
beliefs	on	non-Western	societies	such	as	China,	but	also	that	they	impose	the	
values	and	beliefs	of	only	one	class	within	Western	society,	the	bourgeoisie.	As	
such	they	are	anti-Communist	and	reject	Marxism	as	a	social	science.	We	need	
a	working	class	social	science,	we	need	Marxism.	

In	order	to	understand	Socialism	with	Chinese	Characteristics	from	within,	
one	must	understand	socialism	and	its	roots	in	the	work	of	Marx,	Engels,	and	
Lenin	as	well	as	understand	China,	as	China,	not	as	some	inscrutable	variation	
from	Europe.	
For	some	background.	Let	me	note	that	as	an	anthropologist,	I	wanted	to	

focus	my	doctoral	work	on	Japan,	but	my	advisor,	Morton	Fried,	wisely	
advised	to	include	China	as	a	secondary	field,	possibly	because	it	would	
increase	my	employment	prospects.	My	field	work	in	Japan	was	done	in	close	
collaboration	with	members	of	the	Japan	Communist	Party	to	whom	I	owe	
much	of	my	understanding.	
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With	this	background,	let	us	take	a	closer	look	at	how	these	anthropological	
perspectives	can	help	us	understand	socialism	with	Chinese	characteristics	

China as a Civilizational State 
There	have	been	some	excellent	studies	by	Martin	Jacques	(2009)	and	

Zhang	Weiwei	(English	translation,	2012)	on	China	as	a	civilizational	state,	
fundamentally	different	from	the	nation-states	that	developed	in	Europe	in	the	
modern	period.		
While	the	general	contrast	is	important,	China	no	less	than	Europe	and	the	

rest	of	the	world,	has	been	a	class	society	with	a	history	of	class	struggles.	
These	class	struggles	have	led	to	alternating	periods	of	unity	and	peace	to	
periods	of	disunity	and	strife,	both		lasting	centuries.	This	inner	dialectic	of	
Chinese	history	has	a	geographical	base	in	the	giant	river	systems	in	the	
Chinese	sub-continent,	the	Yellow,	the	Yangtze,	and	the	Pearl	Rivers,	and	the	
works	of	water	control	associated	with	each,	as	Chʻao-Ting	Chi	(1936)	argued	
in	Key	economic	areas	in	Chinese	history	as	revealed	in	the	development	of	
public	works	for	water-control	These	are	lacking	in	European	civilization,	for	
example,	which	has	a	maritime	as	opposed	to	a	continental,	riverine	base.	
Further,	China	has	been	repeatedly	conquered	by	barbarians,	most	notably	

the	Mongols,	who	established	the	Yuan	dynasty,	and	the	Manchu,	who	
established	the	Qing	dynasty.	Along	with	the	Han	and	the	Tang,	these	were	
two	periods	of	maximum	geographic	expansion	of	the	Chinese	Empire.		

But	the	Chinese	have	a	saying	that	“you	can	conquer	China	on	horseback,	
but	you	cannot	rule	China	on	horseback.”	For	that	you	need	the	scholars,	the	
literati.	And	many	have	persuasively	argued		that	the	real	ruling	class	of	China,	
ever	since	the	Han	dynasty,	irrespective	of	who	occupies	the	Celestial	Throne,	
has	been	the	scholar-gentry	class.	

From	one	perspective	Chinese	history	has	been	a	history	of	the	Chinese	
civilizing	these	barbarians,	but	these	Western	barbarians	that	conquered	
China	in	the	Nineteenth	Century	posed	new	challenges.	For	one	thing,	the	
arena	was	no	longer	just	the	Chinese	sub-continent	but	now	the	entire	world.	
Further,	the	civilizing	ideology	is	no	longer		Confucianism	but	Marxism.	This	
changes	everything.	
Historically,	this	is	not	the	first	time	China	has	been	conquered	by	

barbarians,	but	China	has	always	civilized	the	barbarians,	although	sometimes	
it	took	centuries.	Perhaps,	China	will	once	again	civilize	the	Western	
barbarians.	This	time	this	the	basis	will	be	not	Confucianism	but	Marxism-
Leninism.	
Perhaps	it	should	not	be	necessary	to	write	this	section	because	everyone	

knows	China	as	Communist	China,	and	China	defines	itself	as	socialist,	
governed	by	a	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat.	Yet	in	spite	of	this	many,	if	not	
most,	on	the	left	would	say	that	China	is	Communist/Socialist,		in	name	only.		
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But,	as	Foreign	Affairs	correctly	argues,	that’s	simply	wrong.	(McGregor	
2011.	5	Myths	About	the	Chinese	Communist	Party:	Market-Leninism	lives.	
Richard	McGregor,	January	3,	2011	https://foreignpolicy.com/2011/01/03/5-
myths-about-the-chinese-communist-party/)		
Before	deciding	whether	China	is	a	socialist	country	or	not,	certain	

clarification	is	necessary.	Let	me	quote	Wikipedia:	
Several past and present states have declared themselves socialist states or in the 
process of building socialism. The majority of self-declared socialist countries have 
been Marxist–Leninist or inspired by it, following the model of the Soviet Union or 
some form of people's or national democracy. They share a common definition of 
socialism and they refer to themselves as socialist states on the road to communism 
with a leading vanguard party structure, hence they are often called communist states. 
Meanwhile, the countries in the non-Marxist–Leninist category represent a wide 
variety of different interpretations of the term socialism and in many cases the 
countries do not define what they mean by it. Modern uses of the term socialism are 
wide in meaning and interpretation. 

As a sovereign state is a different entity from the political party that rules that state at 
any given time, a country may be ruled by a socialist party without the country itself 
claiming to be socialist or the socialist party being written into the constitution. This 
has occurred in both one-party and multi-party political systems. In particular, there 
are numerous cases of social democratic and democratic socialist parties winning 
elections in liberal democratic states and ruling for a number of terms until a different 
party wins the elections. While socialist parties have won many elections around the 
world, especially in the Nordic countries, many of those countries have not adopted 
socialism as a state ideology or written the party into the constitution. 

Several countries with liberal democratic constitutions mention socialism. India is a 
liberal democracy that has been ruled by non-socialist parties on many occasions, but 
its constitution makes references to socialism. Certain other countries such as 
Croatia,[1] Hungary,[2] Myanmar[3] and Poland[4] have constitutions that make 
references to their communist and socialist past by recognizing or condemning it, but 
without claiming to be socialist in the present. (Wikipedia: List of socialist states) 

The	socialist	constitution	of	China	requires		more	careful	examination,	for	it	
is	quite	different	from	the	constitution	of	a	bourgeois	democracy	such	as	the	
United	States.	
With	this,	we	shall	turn	to	the	native’s	point	of	view	and	how	this	is	

embodied	in	the	Constitution	of	the	People’s	Republic	of	China.	

The Native’s Point of View: 
   The Constitution of the People’s Republic of china 
INSERT	DELETE???	

China	is	Socialist.	Deal	with	it.	
As	a	long-time	scientific	socialist,	I	have	been	following	the	discussion	on	

the	nature	of	Chinese	society	with	increasing	interest	over	the	past	few	years.	
Of	course,	I	expect	little	from	the	mainstream	press	which	base	their	reporting	
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on	the	CIA	and	what	“everybody	knows.”	Such	nonsense	needs	to	be	
monitored	and	refuted,	but	that	in	itself	is	a	full	time	job	which	I	generally	
leave	to	others	such	my	comrades	in	the	VFP	China	Working	group.			
Right	now	I	am	concerned	that	few	of	my	comrades	in	the	leftist,	peace,	and	

socialist	communities	have	bothered	to	deal	with	what	the	Chinese	themselves	
think	of	their	society.	This	is	what	I	want	to	address	in	this	essay.	
Of	course,	there	are	1.4	billion	people	in	China,	nearly	twice	the	population	

of	Europe,	with	equally	great	linguistic,	religious,	and	cultural	diversity.	Given	
this	diversity,	as	well	as	age,	gender,	urban/rural,	and	income-level	
differences,	perhaps	it	is	unreasonable	to	speak	of	what	the	Chinese	
themselves	think	of	their	society.		But	this	is	not	the	case.	
The	Chinese	know	who	they	are	and	have	stated	this	quite	clearly	in	their	

Constitution	which	has	consistently	affirmed	the	socialist	nature	of	the	
People’s	Republic	of	China	(PRC)	ever	since	it	was	first	promulgated	in	1954.	
Lest	it	be	thought	that	the	Constitution	of	the	PRC	was	thrown	together	by	a	
secretive	bunch	of	Politburo	bureaucrats,	this	is	not	the	case.	In	reality,	it	is	the	
product	of	perhaps	the	most	open,	transparent,	and	democratic	processes	of	
any	Constitution	in	the	world.	
The	latest	version	was	discussed	and	approved	by	the	2000+	members	of	

the	2018	National	People’s	Congress,	elected	by	several	hundred	million	
Chinese,	the	largest	electoral	process	in	the	world.	It	has	the	approval	of	the	
Communist	Party	of	China	(CPC),	the	largest	Marxist	party	in	the	world	whose	
90	million	well	educated	and	disciplined	members	know	their	Marxism-
Leninism	far	better	than	most	U.S.	leftists.	It	also	has	the	approval	of	the	All-
China	Federation	of	Trade	Unions	(ACFTU),	the	largest	labor	organzation	in	
the	world	with	302	million	members.	The	Chinese	people	regularly	give	their	
government	approval	ratings	of	about	90%,	whereas	the	U.S.	government	gets	
less	than	40%	approval	from	its	people.		
Ever	since	Beard’s	classic	study,	An	Economic	Interpretation	of	the	

Constitution	of	the	United	States	(1913),	it	has	been	understood	that	
constitutions	are	not	just	scraps	of	paper,	they	reflect	and	enforce	particular	
class	interests.	In	the	case	of	the	U.S.,	it	was	written	to	protect	the	class	
interests	of	the	rich	merchants,	bondholders,	and	slaveowners,	and	to	prevent	
the	emergence	of	a	new	feudal	nobility.	For	this	reason,	we	Leninists	call	ours	
a	dictatorship	of	the	bourgeoisie,	In	the	case	of	China,	the	constitution	was	
written	to	protect	the	class	interests	of	the	working	people	of	China,	in	
particular	the	workers	and	peasants,	led	by	the	Communist	Party	and	guided	
by	Marxism-Leninism.	For	this	reason,	we	Leninists	call	it		dictatorship	of	the	
proletariat.	.		

The	fact	that	leftists	in	the	U.S.	do	not	hesitate	to	give	their	opinions	on	
China	which	usually	directly	contradict	this	official	view	is	not	only	
unscientific	but	disrespectful	toward	the	Chinese	people.	



July, 2021 

2021-Socialism	for	Americans	2021	Page 74 of 117	

We	this	background,	let	us	begin	with	the	views	embodied	in	the	
Constitution	of	the	People’s	Republic	of	China	(PRC).	
The	PRC	Constitution	begins	with	a	brief	discussion	of	achievements	of	

thousands	of	years	of	Chinese	history,	including	how	China	was	reduced	to	
semi-feudal,	semi-colonial	status	by	European	imperialism	before	the	
Liberation	of	1949.	and	the	proceeds	as	follows	(this	of	course	is	a	brief,	edited	
summary:	
Article 1 The People’s Republic of China is a socialist state governed by a people’s 
democratic dictatorship that is led by the working class and based on an alliance of 
workers and peasants.  [EER-NOTE: The Preamble adds the clarification: “which in 
essence is a dictatorship of the proletariat.” This is hard-core Leninism, following the 
wording in Lenin’s Soviet constitutions of 1918 and 1924.] 

The socialist system is the fundamental system of the People’s Republic of China. 
Leadership by the Communist Party of China is the defining feature of socialism with 
Chinese characteristics. It is prohibited for any organization or individual to damage 
the socialist system. [EER-NOTE: The Preamble expands on this referring to: “the 
leadership of the Communist Party of China and the guidance of Marxism-Leninism, 
Mao Zedong Thought, Deng Xiaoping Theory, the Theory of Three Represents, the 
Scientific Outlook on Development and Xi Jinping Thought on Socialism with Chinese 
Characteristics for a New Era, (upholding) the people’s democratic dictatorship . . .  
http://www.npc.gov.cn/englishnpc/constitution2019/201911/1f65146fb6104dd3a279
3875d19b5b29.shtml (Accessed Thu, Dec 10, 2020) 

There	is	not	a	word	in	the	PRC	Constitution	about	Confucius	nor	any	
feudalistic	ideas	such	as	a	Mandate	of	Heaven.	It	is	based	solely	on	modern	
science,	including	scientific	socialism.	
Of	course,	modern	Chinese	Communism	draws	upon	earlier	communism	in	

Chinese	history,	just	as	Marx	and	Engels	drew	upon	earlier	Christian	
communism	(“from	each	according	to	their	ability	to	each	according	to	their	
needs”)	to	illustrate	their	views.	

BUT,	look	at	Mao’s	1949	essay	on	the	New	Democratic	period	
ON	THE	PEOPLE'S	DEMOCRATIC	DICTATORSHIP.	In	Commemoration	of	the	

Twenty-eighth	Anniversary	of	the	Communist	Party	of	China.	June	30,	1949	
But for the working class, the labouring people and the Communist Party the question 
is not one of being overthrown, but of working hard to create the conditions in which 
classes, state power and political parties will die out very naturally and mankind will 
enter the realm of Great Harmony. 

we must unite with the national bourgeoisie in common struggle. Our present policy is 
to regulate capitalism, not to destroy it. But the national bourgeoisie cannot be the 
leader of the revolution, nor should it have the chief role in state power.  

	
There	are	articles	(35	&	36)	guaranteeing	freedom	of	speech,	the	press,	

assembly,	association,	and	demonstration	as	well	as	freedom	of	religion.	
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Irrespective	of	what	most	American	may	think,	I	know	of	no	evidence	that	
these	rights	are	not	observed	in	China	at	least	as	well	as	they	are	in	America,	
probably	better.	
The	is	also	an	equal	rights	clause	in	China	(Article	48)	guaranteeing	women	

equal	rights	with	men	in	every	sphere	of	life,	as	well	articles	dealing	with	
ecology,	the	environment	and	world	peace.	None	of	this	is	in	the	U.S.	
Constitution.	
The	Chinese	understand	that	they	have	many	problems	that	need	

correction.	Having	studied	Marx,	they	understand	that	socialism	is	not	a	
perfect	society	since	“defects	are	inevitable”	in	the	early	stages	of	the	
transition	to	socialism	characterized	by	Marx	as	the	dictatorship	of	the	
proletariat.	
My	own	view	is	that	this	Chinese	view	of	themselves	and	the	world	they	live	

in	is	on	the	whole	correct,	far	more	so	than	the	world-view	of	the	American	
ruling	class	as	reflected	in	U.S.	policy,	the	media,	and	even	most	leftists.	The	
idea	that	Marx	would	Marx	would	“roll	over	in	his	grave”	if	he	saw	
“Communist”	China	is	truly	bizarre	for	anyone	who	has	actually	studied	Marx,	
in	particular	his	Critique	of	the	Gotha	Program.	As	the	British	Communist	
Kenneth	Neill	Cameron	has	suggested	in	another	context:		
Marx would have regarded these deficiencies  in general as inevitable consequences of 
a society but shortly emerged from capitalism, feudalism, and a century of humiliation 
at the hands of imperialism, and existing in a still dominantly capitalist world intent on 
the destruction of any society that dares to insist on self-determination. Marx would 
have seen that whatever its faults, this society is on the whole the best that history 
can produce at present and that those who lamentingly parade Utopian blueprints are 
trying not to help but to hinder. He would have seen also that it is a vigorous and 
growing social organism, and that if we had a world of nations like the PRC, there 
would be neither war nor imperialism, neither exploitation, mass oppression, poverty, 
nor starvation and no threat of nuclear annihilation (adapted from Cameron, Marxism:  
The Science of Society.  An Introduction. 1985). 

Of	course,	the	Soviet	Union	was	overthrown	by	U.S.	imperialism	shortly	
after	Cameron	wrote.	China	was	not.	

My point in all this is that before we simply dismiss or ignore what the 
Chinese think, we should study seriously what they actually say. 

For the record, I have considered myself a socialist for nearly sixty years, 
ever since I first entered graduate school in 1963 and joined the Yale 
Socialist Club and New Haven CORE. I couldn’t accept what my 
Anthropology professors were telling me about the world, but I couldn’t 
really figure out why. That took a long time, but eventually I, along with 
many others who came of age in the social, political, and intellectual 
ferment of the sixties came to the understanding that the war in Vietnam 
was an imperialist war waged by a racist country against a socialist country 
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which only wanted the freedom to determine its own destiny and that the 
American people had nothing to gain from that war, and everything to lose.  

Pretty much the same is true today. 

 
	

	

	
   The People's Republic of China is a socialist state governed by a people’s democratic 
dictatorship that is led by the working class and based on an alliance of workers and 
peasants . . .  which is in essence the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

   China will stay in the primary stage of socialism for a long period of time. The basic 
task of the nation in the years to come is to concentrate its effort on socialist 
modernization. Under the leadership of the Communist Party of China and the 
guidance of Marxism-Leninism, Mao Zedong Thought, Deng Xiaoping Theory, the 
important thought of Three Represents, the Scientific Outlook on Development, and 
the Xi Jinping Thought on Socialism with Chinese Characteristics for a New Era, the 
Chinese people of all ethnicities will continue to adhere to the people’s democratic 
dictatorship and the socialist road, to turn China into a socialist country with a high 
level of culture and democracy. 

   The future of China is closely linked with that of the whole world. China adheres to 
an independent foreign policy and strives to safeguard world peace and promote the 
cause of human progress. 

All citizens of the People’s Republic of China who have reached the age of 18 have the 
right to vote and stand for election, regardless of ethnicity, race, sex, occupation, 
family background, religious belief, education, property status, or length of residence, 
except persons deprived of political rights according to law. (Article 34) 

Article 35: Citizens of the People’s Republic of China have the freedom of speech, of 
the press, of assembly, of association, of procession, and of demonstration.  

Article 48: Women in the People’s Republic of China enjoy equal rights with men in all 
spheres of life, including in political, economic, cultural, social, and family life. The 
State protects the rights and interests of women, implements equal pay for equal work 
irrespective of sex, and trains and selects female cadres. (Article 35) 

The State protects and improves the living environment and the ecological 
environment, and prevents and controls pollution and other public hazards. 
The State organizes and encourages afforestation and the protection of forests. 
(Article 26) 

Before	addressing	the	question	of	how	well	this	constitution	is	actually	
implemented	in	Chinese	social	life,	it	is	important	to	stress	certain	things.	
Stress	that	the	PRC	Constitution	also	includes	a	section	on	ecology	and	

world	peace,	China’s	future	is	linked	to	the	entire	world	and	world	peace	
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The	PRC	Constitution	is	patterned	after	the	Soviet	Constitutions	of	1918	
and	1924,	and	like	them,	links	socialism	with	the	dictatorship	of	the	
proletariat.	(following	Marx’s	comments	in	the	Critique)	
First	of	all,	China	defines	itself	as	a	socialist	state,	but	their	concept	of	

socialism	is	not	the	Bernie-style	socialism	embraced	by	most	American	
socialists.	Instead,	it	is	openly	Marxist-Leninist,	a	tradition	explicitly	rejected	
by	most	American	socialists.	Consequently,	confusion	is	inevitable.	
While	American	socialists	tend	to	view	socialism	as	a	society	that	conforms	

to	their	ideal	of	what	socialism	should	be,	namely	as	nearly	perfect	a	society	as	
possible.	Marxism-Leninism,	explicitly	embraced	by	the	CPC	views	socialism	
as	an	imperfect	society,	part	the	revolutionary	transition	from	capitalism	to	
communism.	
Clearly,	trying	to	understand	Chinese	socialism	in	American	terms	can	only	

lead	to	the	same	confusion	that	we	saw	with	American	interpretations	of	
Chinese	labor	unions.		
Continuing,	when	the	PRC	Constitution	talks	about	the	people’s	democratic	

dictatorship,	most	Americans	will	reject	this	as	communist	gobblydegook	or	
sheer	hypocrisy,	as	democracy	and	dictatorship	are	seen	as	polar	opposites.	
But	the	Chinese,	being	guided	by	Marxism-Leninism,	look	at	the	matter	
differently.	For	Lenin,	all	states	are	class	dictatorships,	in	that	they	are	
instruments	by	which	the	ruling	class	oppresses	the	oppressed	classes.	In	
State	and	Revolution,	Lenin	quotes	Engels	on	this	point:	
The ancient state was, above all, the state of the slave-owners for holding down the 
slaves, just as the feudal state was the organ of the nobility for holding down the 
peasant serfs and bondsmen, and the modern representative state is the instrument 
for exploiting wage-labor by capital. Engels Ch IX 

Lenin	thus	distinguishes	between	the	essence	of	the	state,	that	it	is	used	by	
the	ruling	class	to	protect	its	interests,	and	the	form	this	may	take,	for	example	
a	constitutional	monarchy	in	England,	a	two	party	system	in	the	U.S.,	and	a	
parliamentary	system	in	France—these	are	differences	in	form,	but	the	
essence	is	the	same:	they	are	all	variations	of	the	dictatorship	of	the	
bourgeoisie.	

Lenin	also	draws	heavily	from	Marx’s	analysis	of	the	first	dictatorship	of	the	
proletariat,	the	Paris	Commune	of	1871	
If	we	want	to	understand	Chinese	socialism,	it	is	important	to	understand	

the	differences	between	the	Marxist-Leninist	concept	of	democracy	and	the	
American	concept	which	tends	to	be	uncritically	accepted	by	many	who	
consider	themselves	socialists.	This	was	brought	home	to	me	when	I	gave	a	
paper	the	hundred	and	fiftieth	anniversary	of	the	Communist	Manifesto	in	
Havana	in	1998.	At	one	of	the	sessions,	an	American	asked	our	Cuban	hosts	
how	they	can	talk	about	democracy	when	they	have	only	one	party.		The	
Cuban	response:	“Under	Bautista,	we	had	seven	political	parties,	and	no	
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democracy.	Now	we	have	one	Party,	and	we	have	democracy!”	For	the	socialist	
Cubans,	the	real	democratic	process	lay	in	the	participatory	process	by	which	
the	Cubans	selected	the	candidate	of	the	Communist	Party,	not	the	formal	
process	of	casting	a	ballot.	This	distinction	goes	back	to	Marx’s	analysis	of	the	
world’s	first	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat,	the	Paris	Commune	of	1851:	

The	Leninist	view	is	based	on	Lenin’s	discussion	in	State	and	Revolution	
(1917,	before	the	October	Revolution)	in	which	he	analyzes	Marx’s	Critique	of	
the	Gotha	Program.	For	our	present	discussion,	two	passages	are	important.	In	
one,	Marx	discusses	the	lower	and	higher	phase	of	communism	as	a	way	of	
stressing	that	communism	does	not	appear	all	at	once	after	the	revolution,	but	
instead	undergoes	a	development.	Lenin	says	that	the	lower	phase	is	
“generally	called	Socialism.”	As	far	as	I	can	tell,	Marx	nowhere	makes	this	
terminological	distinction	between	the	two	phases	of	Communism	in	this	
manner,	nor	to	the	best	of	my	knowledge,	does	anyone	else	before	Lenin.	
However,	Marx	does	say	that	such	questions	“can	only	be	answered	
scientifically.”	For	me,	that	means	we	must	have	empirical	data	of	an	actually	
transition,	which	did	not	happen	until	October	1917,	when	Lenin	declared		A	
few	months	later	(INSERT	QUOTE	FROM	REED	10	DAYS)	
The	American	view	is	idealistic,	based,	in	one	way	or	another,	on	the	idea	

that	socialism	is	an	ideal	which	must	be	realized	in	order	to	transform	our	
government	so	that	the	needs	of	the	majority	are	met,	and	not	just	the	one	
percent.		
We shall deal with the American view in a later section. For now, we will examine 
more closely the view of socialism found in Marxism-Leninism, also known as 
scientific socialism because it understands socialism as it exists in reality, not just 
our hopes and dreams. In short, socialism is a reality that can, and must, be 
scientifically studied. Defects are, as Marx noted, “inevitable” as the working class 
gains the political maturity to rule as a class. 
The	problem	of	determining	what	we	anthropologists	call	“the	native’s	

point	of	view”	is	a	difficult	one,	for	even	in	the	societies	traditionally	studied	
by	anthropologists,	with	small,	ethnically	uniform	populations,	we	see	
individual,	gender,	and	class	differences	.	And	in	a	complex	civililzation	such	as	
China	taking	the	written	constitution	as	reflecting	“the	native’s	point	of	view”	
may	seen	problematic	for	how	can	a	single	scrap	of	paper	reflect	the	“point	of	
view”	or	determine	the	actual	behavior	of	1.4	billion	people	speaking	over	300	
different	languages	with	different	kinship	and	family	systems,	religions,	and	
subsistence	patterns?	
In	reality,	however,	the	problem	is	not	that	difficult.	Ever	since	the	

publication	of	An	Economic	Interpretation	of	the	Constitution	of	the	United	
States	by	Charles	A.	Beard	(1913),	social	scientists	have	understood	that	these	
scraps	of	paper	not	only	the	reflect	the	interests	of	ruling	classes	but	also	help	
determine	the	actual	behavior	of	the	entire	population	as	we	see	every	
presidential	election	decision	of	the	Supreme	Court.		
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We	this	background,	let	us	begin	with	the	views	embodied	in	the	
Constitution	of	the	People’s	Republic	of	China	(PRC),	which	represent	the	
views	of	the	workers	and	peasants	of	China	as	expressed	by	th	the	ruling	
Communist	Party	of	China	(CPC),	just	as	our	own	U.S.	Constitution	represents	
the	views	of	the	slaveowners	and	merchants	at	the	time	it	was	written,	as	
Beard	tells	us	in	his	Economic	Interpretation	of	the	US	Constitution.	
The	PRC	Constitution	begins	with	a	brief	discussion	of	achievements	of	

thousands	of	years	of	Chinese	history,	including	how	China	was	reduced	to	
semi-feudal,	semi-colonial	states	by	European	imperialism	before	the	
Liberation	of	1949.	and	the	proceeds	as	follows	(this	is	a	brief,	edited	version):	
The People's Republic of China is a socialist state under the people's democratic 
dictatorship led by the working class and based on the alliance of workers and 
peasants. . . . which is in essence the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

   China will stay in the primary stage of socialism for a long period of time. The basic 
task of the nation in the years to come is to concentrate its effort on socialist 
modernization. Under the leadership of the Communist Party of China and the 
guidance of Marxism-Leninism, Mao Zedong Thought, Deng Xiaoping Theory, the 
important thought of Three Represents, the Scientific Outlook on Development, and 
the Xi Jinping Thought on Socialism with Chinese Characteristics for a New Era, the 
Chinese people of all nationalities will continue to adhere to the people's democratic 
dictatorship and follow the socialist road, to turn China into a socialist country with a 
high level of culture and democracy. 

   The future of China is closely linked with that of the whole world. China adheres to 
an independent foreign policy and strives to safeguard world peace and promote the 
cause of human progress. 

The State protects and improves the living environment and the ecological 
environment, and prevents and controls pollution and other public hazards. 
The State organizes and encourages afforestation and the protection of forests. 
(Article 26) 

All citizens of the People’s Republic of China who have reached the age of 18 have the 
right to vote and stand for election, regardless of ethnicity, race, sex, occupation, 
family background, religious belief, education, property status, or length of residence, 
except persons deprived of political rights according to law. (Article 34) 

Citizens of the People’s Republic of China have the freedom of speech, of the press, of 
assembly, of association, of procession, and of demonstration. (Article 35) 

Article 36 Citizens of the People’s Republic of China shall enjoy freedom of religious 
belief. 

No state organ, social organization or individual shall coerce citizens to believe in or 
not to believe in any religion, nor shall they discriminate against citizens who believe in 
or do not believe in any religion. 

The state shall protect normal religious activities. No one shall use religion to engage 
in activities that disrupt public order, impair the health of citizens or interfere with the 
state’s education system. 
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Religious groups and religious affairs shall not be subject to control by foreign forces. 

Article 48 Women in the People’s Republic of China enjoy equal rights with men in all 
spheres of life, including in political, economic, cultural, social, and family life. The 
State protects the rights and interests of women, implements equal pay for equal work 
irrespective of sex, and trains and selects female cadres. (Article 48) 

The Constitution of the Communist Party of China The Communist Party of China is 
the vanguard of the Chinese working class, the Chinese people, and the Chinese 
nation. It is the leadership core for the cause of socialism with Chinese characteristics 
and represents the developmental demands of China’s advanced productive forces, 
the orientation for China’s advanced culture, and the fundamental interests of the 
greatest possible majority of the Chinese people. The Party’s highest ideal and 
ultimate goal is the realization of communism. (From The Constitution of the 
Communist Party of China, Revised and adopted at the 19th National Congress of the 
Communist Party of China on October 24, 2017.) 

The Communist Party of China uses Marxism-Leninism, Mao Zedong Thought, Deng 
Xiaoping Theory, the Theory of Three Represents, the Scientific Outlook on 
Development, and Xi Jinping Thought on Socialism with Chinese Characteristics for a 
New Era as its guides to action.  

In	reading	even	this	brief	except,	certain	things	stand	out	which	we	shall	
consider	more	fully	below.	
But	also,	while	it	is	necessary	to	understand	what	the	constitution	says	

about	what	the	devil	these	communists	think	they	are	up,	it	is	also	vital	to	
enquire	about	whether	their	deeds	in	fact	match	their	words.	As	Marx	noted	in	
his	classic	formulation	of	the	materialist	conception	of	history	1859,	

“Just as our opinion of an individual is not based on what he thinks of himself, so can 
we not judge of such a period of transformation by its own consciousness; on the 
contrary, this consciousness must be explained rather from the contradictions of 
material life (Karl Marx)..[1] 

Contemporary	China	is	part	of	the	revolutionary	transition	from	capitalism	
to	Communism.	
At	the	same	time,	we	remember	the	cautionary	words	of	Marx	in	his	Preface	

to	A	Contribution	to	the	Critique	of	Political	Economy	(1859):	
In studying such transformations it is always necessary to distinguish between the 
material transformation of the economic conditions of production, which can be 
determined with the precision of natural science, and the legal, political, religious, 
artistic or philosophic – in short, ideological forms in which men become conscious of 
this conflict and fight it out. Just as one does not judge an individual by what he thinks 
about himself, so one cannot judge such a period of transformation by its 
consciousness, but, on the contrary, this consciousness must be explained from the 
contradictions of material life, from the conflict existing between the social forces of 
production and the relations of production. 

DUPLICATION HERE OF LONG FORM BELOW 
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In the social production of their life, men enter into definite relations that are 
indispensable and independent of their will, relations of production which correspond 
to a definite stage of development of their material productive forces. The sum total of 
these relations of production constitutes the economic structure of society, the real 
foundation, on which rises a legal and political superstructure and to which 
correspond definite forms of social consciousness. 

The mode of production of material life conditions the social, political and intellectual 
life process in general. It is not the consciousness of men that determines their being, 
but, on the contrary, their social being that determines their consciousness. 

At a certain stage of their development, the material productive forces of society come 
in conflict with the existing relations of production, or — what is but a legal 
expression for the same thing — with the property relations within which they have 
been at work hitherto. From forms of development of the productive forces these 
relations turn into their fetters. 

Then begins an epoch of social revolution. With the change of the economic 
foundation the entire immense superstructure is more or less rapidly transformed. In 
considering such transformations a distinction should always be made between the 
material transformation of the economic conditions of production, which can be 
determined with the precision of natural science, and the legal, political, religious, 
aesthetic or philosophic — in short, ideological forms in which men become 
conscious of this conflict and fight it out. Just as our opinion of an individual is not 
based on what he thinks of himself, so can we not judge of such a period of 
transformation by its own consciousness; on the contrary, this consciousness must be 
explained rather from the contradictions of material life, from the existing conflict 
between the social productive forces and the relations of production. 

(Paragraphs but no italics in ME-IA) 
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1859/critique-pol-economy/preface-
abs.htm 

China Is Socialist, 
but is not perfect, has defects, and makes mistakes 
 

China Is Socialist, 
but what kind of socialism? 
As	we	can	see,	China	defines	itself	scientifically,	not	idealistically	or	in	a	

Utopian	manner.	The	question	is	not	whether	it	conforms	to	the	idealist	and	
utopian	conceptions	of	Americans,	but	does	it	conform	to	its	own	Marxist-
Leninist	conception	of	socialism,	which	is	similar	to	the	views	throughout	the	
non-Western	world,	in	Asia,	Africa,	and	Latin	America.	
As	we	see	from	Article	1	of	the	Constitution,	the	PRC	not	only	defines	itself	

as	socialist,	but	a	particular	kind	of	socialist,	namely	“a	socialist	state	governed	
by	the	people's	democratic	dictatorship	led	by	the	working	class	and	based	on	
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the	alliance	of	workers	and	peasants.	.	.	.	which	is	in	essence	the	dictatorship	of	
the	proletariat.”	
This	is	quite	different	from	the	view	of	socialism	held	by	Bernie	Sanders	

and	his	supporters	which	they	call	Democratic	Socialism	but	which	others	
insist	is	Social	Democracy.	Whichever	name	is	chosen,	both	are	characterized	
by	the	same	rejection	of	the	actual	course	of	socialism	after	October,	that	is,	
after	the	word	historic	revolutions	of	the	twentieth	century..	Since	they	reject	
the	actual	course	of	socialism	after	gaining	power,	they	look	inside	their	own	
heads	for	more	pleasing	ideas	about	socialism.	For	this	reason,	I	follow	Engels	
and	describe	their	version	of	socialism	as	Utopian	socialism,	a	form	of	
idealism.	

The	differences	between	these	two	kinds	of	socialism	are	diagramed	below.	
	

 
Leninism sees socialism as phase in the revolutionary transition from 
capitalism to communism, an objective global process driven not by ideas 
alone but by its own inner dialectic and which can and must be studied 
scientifically. 
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The	Utopian	view,	as	Engels	pointed	out,	can	only	lead	to	the	confusion	we	
actually	see	among	Bernie-style	socialists	and	generally	among	Marxists	in	the	
West	.	
By	contrast	Marxism-Leninism	sees	socialism	as	phase	in	the	revolutionary	

transition	from	capitalism	to	communism,	a	global	process	driven	not	by	ideas	
alone	but	by	its	own	inner	dialectic.	The	revolutionary	class	struggles	
generated	by	capitalism	lead,	not	directly	to	communism	but	to	the	
dictatorship	of	the	proletariat,		which	itself	leads	to	the	abolition	of	classes	and	
a	classless	society,	communism.	In	this	process,	the	state	will	not	be	abolished,	
it	will	wither	away.	But	before	that	can	happen,	all	capitalists	must	go,	and	this	
will	require	an	entire	epoch	of	intensified	class	struggle.	
This	concept	is	drawn	from	the	writings	of	Marx,	clarified	by	Lenin,	and	

further	developed	based	on	the		actual	experience	of	the	October	Revolution	of	
1917	and	further	developed	by	Stalin,	Mao,	Fidel,	and	others	through	actual	
experience	in	the	Soviet	Union,	China,	Cuba,	and	other	socialist	countries	
But	Bernie-style	socialist	will	have	none	of	this,	and	Western	Marxism	is	

also	defined	by	its	rejection	of	this	view.	If	American	socialists	want	to	
embrace	Utopianism,	that	is	of	course	their	decision,	but	in	doing	so	they	also	
abandon	all	hope	of	understanding	China	and	the	nature	of	the	modern	world.	
So	we	will	turn	to	the	analysis	of	Socialism	with	Chinese	Perspectives	from	

a	scientific,	not	utopian,	perspective	

As	we	have	seen,	China’s	scientific	concept	of	socialism	includes	the	
following	characteristics:		
[1]	the	product	of	a	socialist	revolution	a	socialist	state,		

[2]	led	by	a	Communist	Party	guided	by	Marxism-Leninism	
[3]	under	the	democratic	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	A.		democracy	—	for	

the	workers	and	peasants,	not	the	capitalists		B	democracy	—	China	is	the	
world’s	largest	

[4]	operates	according	to	the	law	of	socialist	development,	as	defined	by	Stalin,	
and	A.	objectively	benefits	workrs	

[5]	State	Capitalism	which	benefits	workers	more	than	capitalists	
[6]	workers	and	peasants	support	

[7]	will	last	an	entire	epoch	
[8]	will	lead	to	Communism	

	Other	questions	may	arise,	but	these	are	central.	
Both	the	Soviet	Union	and	the	People’s	Republic	of	China,	as	well	as	Cuba	

and	Vietnam	conform	to	this	scientific	definition,	to	a	greater	or	lesser	degree.	
No	other	countries	do.	To	be	sure,	there	is	much	diversity	within	the	socialist	
camp,	as	Lenin	himself	expected	(include	Lenin	quote).	Lions,	tigers,	and	
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leopards	are	quite	different	from	each	other	and	from	wolves,	but	they	are	all	
carnivores	and	should	not	be	confused	with	bunny-rabbits..		
	

NSERT	WIIPEDIA	QUOTE	HERE?	
	

Let us examine this matter more fully. 

China is Socialist [2] 
			led	by	a	Communist	Party	guided	by	Marxism-
Leninism 
All	serious	analysists	agree	that	the	Communist	Party	of	China	(CPC)	is	the	

ruling	party	of	the	People’s	Republic	of	China	(PRC).	There	is	a	direct,	
unbroken	line	from	Lenin,	to	Stalin,	to	Mao,	to	Deng,	and	on	to	Xi	Jinping.	To	be	
sure,	there	were	divisions	within	the	International	Communist	movement,	but	
the	Khrushchev-Brezhnev-	Gorbachev	line	ended	with	its	overthrow		by	the	
Bush/Yeltsin	coup	in	1991.	The	CPC	has	never	been	overthrown	as	happened	
in	the	Soviet	Union	and	Eastern	Europe.	

Despite	its	frequently	turbulent	history	since	1949,	the	CCP	remained	in	
control	in	China,	even	though	there	were	challenges	such	as	Lin	Biao	in	1971,	
the	Gang	of	Four	in	1976	,	Zhao	Ziyang	in	1989,	and	Bo	Xilai	in	2012.	
SEE;https://monthlyreview.org/2012/10/01/the-struggle-for-socialism-in-
china/	<https://monthlyreview.org/2012/10/01/the-struggle-for-socialism-
in-china/>	The	Struggle	for	Socialism	in	China	The	Bo	Xilai	Saga	and	Beyond	
The	existence	of	not	very	well	understood	power	struggles	within	the	CPC	

does	not	alter	this.	Further	the	existence	of	diverse	schools	of	political	thought	
within	China	is	accepted	by	the	ruling	party.	(see	Cheng	Enfu	2012.	An	
Overview	of	China’s	‘Seven	Schools	of	Thought’,	Including	Neoliberalism.	MAY	
24.	2012.http://ouleft.sp-mesolite.tilted.net/?p=1912)	

The Communist Party of China (CPC) 

In	his	analysis	of	the	world’s	first	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat,	Marx	
skillfully	delineates	the	essential	difference	between	bourgeois	democracy	and	
proletarian	democracy:	

Instead of deciding once in three or six years which member of the ruling class was to 
misrepresent the people in Parliament, universal suffrage was to serve the people, 
constituted in Communes . . .  

The Commune was formed of the municipal councillors, chosen by universal suffrage 
in the various wards of the town, responsible and revocable at short terms. The 
majority of its members were naturally working men, or acknowledged 
representatives of the working class. The Commune was to be a working, not a 
parliamentary body, executive and legislative at the same time. Marx 1871 The Civil 
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War in France https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1871/civil-war-
france/ch05.htm 

Now	clearly,	bourgeois	democracies	(which	the	West	usually	just	called	
democracies,	as	if	they	were	the	ONLY	form	of	democracy)	vary	considerably	
in	the	contemporary	world,	from	the	two	party	system	in	the	U.S.	and	the	
parliamentary	system	of	France	or	Germany,	to	the	constitutional	monarchy	in	
the	U.K.	and	Emperor	system	of	Japan,	but	they	are	all,	in	their	essence,	
dictatorships	of	the	bourgeoisie,	designed	to	protect	bourgeois	private	
property.	The	dictatorship	of	the	proletariat	in	socialist	nations	such	as	Soviet	
Union,	China,	or	Cuba	are	in	fact	more	democratic,	but	they	are	democratic	in	a	
new	way.	They	are	democratic	for	the	formerly	oppressed	classes,	the	working	
class	and	the	peasantry.		

For	socialists,	the	vital	question	is,	democracy	for	which	class?	The	
bourgeoisie	or	the	proletariat?	If	they	are	democratic	for	the	bourgeoisie	they	
are	authoritarian	toward	the	proletarian,	just	as	the	democracies	of	ancient	
Greece	and	Rome	were	democracies	for	the	slaveowners,	not	the	slave.	This	is	
the	Marxist	view.	
The	Australian	journalist	Richard	McGregor,	writing	for	the	left-

establishment	journal	Foreign	Policy,	correctly	argues,	the	idea	that	China	is	
not	really	Communist	is	simply	wrong.		
“China Is Communist in Name Only.” Wrong. If Vladimir Lenin were reincarnated in 
21st-century Beijing and managed to avert his eyes from the city’s glittering 
skyscrapers and conspicuous consumption, he would instantly recognize in the ruling 
Chinese Communist Party a replica of the system he designed nearly a century ago for 
the victors of the Bolshevik Revolution. One need only look at the party’s structure to 
see how communist — and Leninist — China’s political system remains. (McGregor 
2011. 5 Myths About the Chinese Communist Party: Market-Leninism lives. Richard 
McGregor, January 3, 2011 https://foreignpolicy.com/2011/01/03/5-myths-about-the-
chinese-communist-party/)  

This is almost certainly an overstatement, for the CPC has made dramatic 
changes since 2011, but these changes have almost certainly made the CPC mosre 
effective in terms of how it serves the people. See White Paper on China's Political 
Party System, 2007 | US-China Institute. The State Council Information Office 
published on Thursday [ed. November 15, 2007] a white paper entitled China's 
Political Party System. https://china.usc.edu/white-paper-chinas-political-party-
system-2007. 

How about Jack Ma? 

Many	American	leftists	claim	that	since	the	CPC	admits	capitalists,	it	cannot	
be	a	real	Communist	Party,	that	it	has	abandoned	Leninism.	The	sectarian	
socialist	parties	of	the	U.S.,	on	the	other	hand,	believe	they	are	“real”	socialist	
parties,	
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Such	a	view	is	based	on	a	dogmatic	view	of	Leninism.	As	Eric	X.	Li,	a	
successful	venture	capitalist	points	out,	a	capitalist	can	become	a	member	of	
the	upper	class	in	China,	even	a	member	of	the	Communist	Party,	but	never	a	
member	of	the	ruling	class.	
What	happened	to	Jack	Ma,	the	founder	of	Alibaba	and	one	of	the	richest	

men	in	Asia	and	a	member	of	the	CPC,	earlier	this	month	is	instructive.	
“What happened to Ant reinforces that sense that it’s really essential to show respect 
for party-state authority,” said Kellee S. Tsai, the dean of the School of Humanities and 
Social Science at the Hong Kong University of Science and Technology. “Capitalists 
have to play by the political rules of the game.” 

In Halting Ant’s I.P.O., China Sends a Warning to Business, Investors in what would 
have been the world’s largest share sale are getting refunds, as Beijing shows 
entrepreneurs the importance of listening to the Communist Party. 

This was supposed to be the week that one of China’s biggest tech companies threw 
the most lucrative coming-out party in history, sending a swaggering message about 
the country’s economic might during the pandemic. 
   Instead, China sent a different message: No private business gets to swagger unless 
the government is on board with it.  
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/11/06/technology/china-ant-group-ipo.html 

 

China is Socialist [3] 
			governed	by	the	democratic	dictatorship	of	the	
proletariat	 

Vladimir Lenin. The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky. 
Bourgeois And Proletarian Democracy (PRRK, 1918) 

In Russia, however, the bureaucratic machine has been completely smashed, razed to 
the ground; the old judges have all been sent packing, the bourgeois parliament has 
been dispersed—and far more accessible presentation has been given to the workers 
and peasants; their  Soviets have replaced the bureaucrats, or their Soviets have been 
put in control of the bureaucrats, and  their Soviets have been authorised to elect the 
judges. This fact alone is enough for all the oppressed classes to recognise that Soviet 
power, i.e., the present form of the dictatorship of the proletariat, is a million times 
more democratic than the most democratic bourgeois republic. 

Kautsky does not understand this truth, which is so clear and obvious to every worker, 
because he has “forgotten,” “unlearned” to put the question: democracy for which 
class? He argues from the point of view of “pure” (i.e., non-class? or above-class?) 
democracy. He argues like Shylock: my “pound of flesh” and nothing else. Equality 
for all citizens—otherwise there is no democracy. 

We must ask the learned Kautsky, the “Marxist” and “socialist” Kautsky: 

Can there be equality between the exploited and the exploiters? 
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Also, Cuban Hosts, Marx, Engels, Lenin on bourgeois and proletarian democracy 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy_Index#Criticism. Democracy Index. 
The Economist Intelligence Unit Democracy Index map for 2019[1] 

https://china.usc.edu/white-paper-chinas-political-party-system-2007 

 

White Paper On China's Political Party System, 2007. The State Council 
Information Office 

	
	

A,	democracy	for	the	workers	and	peasants,	not	the	capitalists	democracy	
—	China	is	the	world’s	largest	
It	is	worth	noting	that	China,	not	India,	is	the	world	largest	democracy,	as	of	

2020:	
China and India are the two most populous countries in the world, with China home to 
about 1.44 billion people and India to 1.38 billion in 2020. China and India together 
account for about 36% of total world population and 67% of Asia population. As of 
2020, population of China is 59 million more than India.Jun 23, 2020  Comparing China 
and India by population - StatisticsTimes.com 

http://statisticstimes.com/demographics/china-vs-india-population.php 

	

China is Socialist [4] 
			operates	according	to	the	law	of	socialist	
development	
	

	
The main features and requirements of the basic economic law of modern 
capitalism might be formulated roughly, in this way: the securing of the 
maximum capitalist profit through the exploitation, ruin and 
impoverishment of the majority of the population of the given country, 
through the enslavement and systematic robbery of the peoples of other 
countries, especially backward countries, and, lastly, through wars and 
militarization of the national economy, which are utilized for the obtaining 
of the highest profits. 
The	basic	economic	law	of	development	of	China	is	socialist,	not	capitalist.	

As	Stalin	notes:	
   Is there a basic economic law of socialism? Yes, there is. What are the essential 
features and requirements of this law? The essential features and requirements of the 
basic law of socialism might be formulated roughly in this way: the securing of the 
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maximum satisfaction of the constantly rising material and cultural requirements of 
the whole of society through the continuous expansion and perfection of socialist 
production on the basis of higher techniques. 
   Consequently: instead of maximum profits - maximum satisfaction of the material 
and cultural requirements of society; instead of development of production with 
breaks in continuity from boom to crisis and from crisis to boom - unbroken expansion 
of production; instead of periodic breaks in technical development, accompanied by 
destruction of the productive forces of society - an unbroken process of perfecting 
production on the basis of higher techniques. . . .  
(Stalin. 1951. Economic Problems of the USSR. Ch 7. The Basic Economic Laws of 
Modern Capitalism and of Socialism) 
https://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/stalin/works/1951/economic-
problems/ch08.htm 

 

Is there a basic economic law of socialism? Yes, there is. What are the essential 
features and requirements of this law? The essential features and requirements of the 
basic law of socialism might be formulated roughly in this way: the securing of the 
maximum satisfaction of the constantly rising material and cultural requirements of 
the whole of society through the continuous expansion and perfection of socialist 
production on the basis of higher techniques. 

Consequently: instead of maximum profits - maximum satisfaction of the material and 
cultural requirements of society; instead of development of production with breaks in 
continuity from boom to crisis and from crisis to boom - unbroken expansion of 
production; instead of periodic breaks in technical development, accompanied by 
destruction of the productive forces of society - an unbroken process of perfecting 
production on the basis of higher techniques. 

 

To	confirm	the	operation	of	the	basic	economic	law	of	socialism,	let’s	take	a	
look	at	what	the	NY	Times	had	to	say,	for	neither	the	NY	Times	nor	the	World	
Bank,	their	data	source,	can	be	considered	biased	in	favor	of	socialism,	so	their	
analysis	must	carry	some	weight.	
Imagine you have to make a bet. 
There are two 18-year-olds, one in China, the other in the United States, both poor 
and short on prospects. You have to pick the one with the better chance at upward 
mobility. 
Which would you choose? 
Not long ago, the answer might have seemed simple. The “American Dream,” after all, 
had long promised a pathway to a better life for anyone who worked hard. 
But the answer today is startling: China has risen so quickly that your chances of 
improving your station in life there vastly exceed those in the United States. 

While	the	incomes	of	Americans	remained	fairly	flat	from	1980	to	2014,	
and	the	incomes	of	the	poorest	Americans	actually	fell,	the	incomes	of	the	
poorest	Chinese	actually	rose	by	200%,	and	the	income	of	Chinese	workers	
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roughly	quadrupled!	(The	American	Dream	Is	Alive.	In	China.	(NY	Times,	NOV.	
18,	2018)	
Echoing	this,	Nicholas	Kristof,	NY	Times	Opinion	Columnist,	wrote	the	

following	on	the	40th	Anniversary	of	the	failed	Tiananmen	counter	revolution:	
It is indisputably true that China has dazzled economically, and critics like me should 
be humbled that life expectancy is today longer in Beijing (82 years) than in 
Washington, D.C. (77 years). The 10 percent most disadvantaged Shanghai 15-year-
olds score better in math than the 10 percent most privileged 15-year-olds in America. 
(Nicholas Kristof, NY Times Opinion Columnist, June 1, 2019) (On Tiananmen) 

Many	believe	that	these	spectacular	achievement	were	a	result	of	the	post-
1980	reformism,	the	reality	is	different	

According to data provided by the World Bank, expressed at constant prices (base 
1980) and in ten-year averages, China’s economic growth rate was 6.8 percent 
between 1970 and 1979, i.e., more than double that of the United States during the 
same period (3.2 percent, also at 1980 constant prices).4 Furthermore, according to 
the official GDP series published by China’s National Bureau of Statistics (NBS) 
since its creation in 1952 up until today, the growth rate of China’s GDP averaged 8.3 
percent annually from 1952 to 2015, with a strong 6.3 percent between 1952 and 1978 
and an even stronger 9.9 percent between 1979 and 2015.  

In fact, in this new database, the average growth rates of the capital stock that we 
called “productive” (including equipment, machinery, tools, industrial buildings, and 
facilities, but not residential buildings and their land value) showed very little 
difference over the two subperiods of 1952–78 and 1979–2015: 9.7 percent for the 
first subperiod and 10.9 percent for the second. If we retain a larger productive capital 
stock, including the inventories, which are important for calculating the rotation rate 
of circulating capital, we see that the average rhythm of accumulation of such a stock 
was slightly higher between 1952 and 1978 (10.41 percent) than between 1979 and 
2015 (10.39 percent). Moreover, if we select an even larger capital stock to also 
include the constructed residential buildings and their land, not directly productive 
components, the growth rate of this very large capital stock continued to be high, 
averaging 9.1 percent from 1952 to 1978 compared to 10.9 percent from 1979 to 
2015. It is, therefore, quite clear that the capital accumulation effort is not a recent 
phenomenon, but that it has been continuously decided and planned by the Chinese 
authorities over the past six decades. 

In other words, China, whose rate of scientific and technological development 
compares favorably with the most advanced capitalist industrialized countries, did not 
start to promote its R&D activities as part of its recent integration into globalization, 
but well before—in fact, since the victory of the revolution. In recent years, the nature 
of these research activities has become considerably sophisticated. It was 
the development strategy of the revolution that set the conditions for the current 
economic success, and this success has been a continuity of the past rather than a 
contradiction. 

Other	sources	confirm	this:	
In 1949, when Mao took power, average life expectancy was 41 years old. Literacy 
rate was below 15 percent. Electricity availability — zero outside a few cities. By 
1979, before Deng Xiaoping’s economic reforms, literacy rate was in the 80s, which 
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means 100 percent of young people. Electricity coverage almost everywhere, even in 
the poorest rural areas. So you had a population being rapidly educated, and 
we’re curious, energetic. And then the economic reforms released a lot of those 
energies. Eric X. Li talks about VC, innovation in China. 
https://www.sfchronicle.com/business/article/Eric-X-Li-talks-about-VC-innovation-
in-China-6757292.php 

according to the official GDP series published by China’s National Bureau of 
Statistics (NBS) since its creation in 1952 up until today, the growth rate of China’s 
GDP averaged 8.3 percent annually from 1952 to 2015, with a strong 6.3 percent 
between 1952 and 1978 and an even stronger 9.9 percent between 1979 and 2015. . . . 
It was the development strategy of the revolution that set the conditions for the current 
economic success, and this success has been a continuity of the past rather than a 
contradiction. Zhiming Long and Rémy Herrera. 2018. The Enigma of China’s 
Growth. Monthly Review Dec. 2018. https://monthlyreview.org/2018/12/01/the-
enigma-of-chinas-growth 

	
It	is	true	that	some	Chinese	got	richer	and	faster	than	others.	According	to	

The	Guardian:	
The number of wealthy Chinese people has overtaken the number of rich Americans 
for the first time, according to a report by Credit Suisse. 

The bank’s annual wealth survey found there were 100 million Chinese people among 
the world’s top 10% of richest people, compared with 99 million in the US. 

The number of dollar millionaires in the US increased by 675,000 last year to 18.6 
million. This means about one in 14 adults in America is a millionaire. 

In China, there are 4.4 million millionaires, an increase of 158,000 on 2018, according 
to the report, and 10% of the global total. There are an estimated 1.1 billion adults in 
China. 

The Brexit-led decline in the value of the pound caused the number of UK millionaires 
to drop by 27,000 to 2.46 million. The UK held on to fourth place in the global league 
table behind the US, China and Japan with 3 million millionaires – 5% of the global 
total. 

https://www.theguardian.com/business/2019/oct/21/china-overtakes-us-in-rankings-
of-worlds-richest-people  

But	as	Deng	came	to	power,	he	could	see	that	many	Chinese	were	looking	at	
their	family	members	and	friends	living	abroad	in	the	“Four	Tigers:”	
Singapore,	Hong	Kong,	Taiwan,	and	South	Korea	and	decide	they	wanted	to	
stop	being	equally	poor	and	wanted	to	become	rich,	even	if	that	meant	that	
some	would	get	richer	and	faster	than	others.		
The	Chinese	understand	that	this	is	a	defect,	inevitable	in	the	first	phases	of	

communism,	as	Marx	understood.		
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State Capitalism benefits workers 

**4** how about the capitalist economy 
The present-day capitalist economy in China is a capitalist economy which for the 
most part is under the control of the People's Government and which is linked with 
the state-owned socialist economy in various forms and supervised by the workers. 
It is not an ordinary but a particular kind of capitalist economy, namely, a state-
capitalist economy of a new type. It exists not chiefly to make profits for the 
capitalists but to meet the needs of the people and the state. True, a share of the 
profits produced by the workers goes to the capitalists, but that is only a small part, 
about one quarter, of the total. The remaining three quarters are produced for the 
workers (in the form of the welfare fund), for the state (in the form of income tax) 
and for expanding productive capacity (a small part of which produces profits for 
the capitalists). Therefore, this state-capitalist economy of a new type takes on a 
socialist character to a very great extent and benefits the workers and the state.  
Transcription by the Maoist Documentation Project.  
Selected Works of Mao Tse-tung 
<https://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/mao/selected-works/index.htm> 
https://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/mao/selected-works/volume-
5/mswv5_30.htm<https://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/mao/selected-
works/volume-5/mswv5_30.htm 
Mao Tse-tung . ON STATE CAPITALISM. July 9, 1953 
 
[Written comment on a document of the National Conference on Financial and 
Economic Work held in the summer of 1953.] 
 
The present-day capitalist economy in China is a capitalist economy which for the 
most part is under the control of the People's Government and which is linked with 
the state-owned socialist economy in various forms and supervised by the workers. 
It is not an ordinary but a particular kind of capitalist economy, namely, a state-
capitalist economy of a new type. It exists not chiefly to make profits for the 
capitalists but to meet the needs of the people and the state. True, a share of the 
profits produced by the workers goes to the capitalists, but that is only a small part, 
about one quarter, of the total. The remaining three quarters are produced for the 
workers (in the form of the welfare fund), for the state (in the form of income tax) 
and for expanding productive capacity (a small part of which produces profits for 
the capitalists). Therefore, this state-capitalist economy of a new type takes on a 
socialist character to a very great extent and benefits the workers and the state. 
Transcription by the Maoist Documentation Project.  
HTML revised 2004 by Marxists.org 
 
Selected Works of Mao Tse-tung 
<https://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/mao/selected-works/index.htm 
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China is Socialist [5] 
			workers	and	peasants	support	CPC	
The	CPC	serves	the	Chinese	people,	not	a	separate	group	of	capitalists.	True,	

there	are	capitalists	in	China	who	can	become	rich	and	part	of	the	upper	class,	
but	they	can	never	become	part	of	the	ruling			put	in	quote	from	Eric	Li	
The	Chinese	overwhelmingly	support	their	government,	as	opinion	polls	

indicate.	The	also	trust	their	government.	
China,	not	India,	is	the	world’s	largest	democracy,	with	a	population	of		1.4	

billion	compared	to	India’s	1.3	billion.	Also,	arguably	the	most	effective,	if	one	
wants	to	compare	results:	Xi	vs	Trump	in	the	U.S,	Modi	in	India,	and	Johnson	in	
the	U.K.	

The	ACFTU,	with	over	300	million	members,	is	the	largest	trade	union	in	
the	world,	and	perhaps	the	most	effective.	
China’s	public	health	system	has	been	more	effective	

Even	if	one	were	to	believe	the	CIA,	China’s	human	rights		record	is	superior	
to	the	that	of	the	U.S.	also	consider	,	it	a	
China	is	essential	a	peaceful	country,	compared	to	the	imperialist	nations	

 
Labor relations in Socialism with Chinese Characteristics 

In the United States, labor unions are basically defensive organizations to protect 
the interests of particular groups of workers against particular employers. In this 
effort, the bourgeois state not neutral. It is on the side of the capitalist employers 
and protects capitalist class interests. Accordingly, labor unions necessarily must 
rely primarily on their own efforts, although notable examples of community 
support should be noted, and some unions are more class conscious than others. But 
the words of Samuel Gompers pretty much represent unions in the United State. 
For this reason, when American trade unionists, such as Trumka of the AFL-CIO, 
they don’t see them as “real unions” but rather as organs of the state. This attitude  
But when we come to a dictatorship of the proletariat the situation is quite different  
 Only rarely (for example, the IWW) do they claim to represent the working class 
as a whole. 
 
In bourgeois democracies such as the United States, trade unions developed as 
society industrialized and workers organized to defend their interests, both in 
wages and working conditions, from exploitation by home grown capitalists. The 
police as well as state and federal governments served the capitalists and repressed 
unions. In this situation, labor unions had to be independent both from the 
capitalists and from the State.  
In China, by contrast, the All China Federation of Trade Unions (ACFTU), now the 
largest trade union federation in the world, was organized in 1926 to fight against 
foreign capitalists while China was a semi-colonial country. Consequently, it was 
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anti-imperialist from the start, with close ties to the Chinese Communist Party 
(CCP), formed in 1921 as part of Lenin’s Communist International. When, after 
many struggles, the CPC led the Liberation of 1949 and gained state power, the 
ACFTU rose with it and became, in Halabi’s well chosen words, a union that had 
risen to state power. As such, it had to be involved in running the economy for the 
benefit of all Chinese.  
It could  and so could no longer simply narrowly serve its members, which were 
just one group of workers. The ACFTU had to represent all of the working people 
of all of China, not just their own members. A comparable situation arose in the 
Soviet Union and was reflected in the Trade Union debate between Lenin and 
Trotsky 
But this does not mean that the ACFTU does not serve its members for the ACFTU 
in fact benefits the working class far better than union in bourgeois societies, 
While labor unions and community activists in the United States criticize the anti-
union policies of Walmart, China has the only unionized Walmart in the world, 
because the CPC decided to unionize it in 2006. And when thousands of crane 
operators at the Shenzhen port terminals went on strike, shutting down one of the 
world’s busiest ports, the Shenzhen Federation of Trade Unions (SFTU) sent 
officials who settled the strike within hours, resulting in a significant victory for 
Chinese workers in their struggle against sweatshop exploitation in the export-
oriented capitalist sectors. The outcome was not perfect and problems remained, 
but the economy continued to function and, as Minqi Li notes,   
At a time when large parts of the world are suffering under the austerity of neoliberal 
austerity, China may be the only large country where the working class is making 
significant gains in their struggle against capitalist exploitation (China and the Twenty-
First-Century Crisis, 2016, p. 29) 

One of the Shenzhen crane operators demands was for union officials to be elected 
and paid by workers’ dues, but this was rejected as violating Chinese labor laws. 
Now, one might argue that workers should be allowed to elect their own union 
officials, and in an ideal world we would agree. Now with the American-style view 
of socialism, this is unacceptable: Workers should be able to form independent 
unions to struggle against their employers. But the Chinese, guided by Marxism-
Leninism, understand that they must deal with the real world and the role played by 
the Polish labor union, nominally “independent,” but as further research has 
demonstrated, received funding from the CIA. 
But China does not exist in an ideal world. It the real world dominated by U.S. 
imperialism, China has been threatened with U.S. aggression since the 1830s, when 
England .and its junior partner in America, launched the opium wars and reduced 
China to semi-colonial status. As we discuss elsewhere, and as Mao noted in his 
1949 speech, since China continues to be threatened by U.S. imperialism, it is 
understandable that the CPC would refuse to allow independent power centers to 
develop. They have learned the lesson of Solidarity in Poland which, interestingly, 
seized state power in 1989 simultaneously with the Tiananmen uprising. 
Meanwhile, we must question how “independent” U.S. unions in fact are, given the 
Taft-Hartley Act, their connections with the CIA, and their failure to protect 
workers from the neoliberal assault, leading some on the left to call it the AFL-
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CIA. See, e.g.  AFL-CIO's Dark Past: A 6-Part Series by Harry Kelber. 2004. 
http://www.laboreducator.org/darkpast.htm 
This discussion is not intended to be an exhaustive analysis of labor relations in 
either the U.S. or China. In the U.S. and China, for example, we have unions of 
skilled workers (craft unionism), a cross-section of workers from various trades 
(general unionism), or attempt to organize all workers within a particular industry 
(industrial unionism), also trade unions vs industrial unions, and revolutionary 
unions such as the IWW. Chinese unionism has also changed over the years, during 
the warlord period, the Maoist period, and during the period of Deng XiaoPing. 
Our comments are simply intended as a warning against judging Chinese unions in 
terms of an idealized and sanitized model of Euro-American unionism. 
 
This is a great presentation about the ACFTU. I worked with the ACFTU in Beijing in the 
1980s and found them to be seriously dedicated to promoting and protecting the 
interests of workers, with a very realistic understanding of the challenges involved. 
Bourgeois propaganda against China routinely distorts the truth about trade union 
rights and actions in China. This is a really welcome antidote to that web of lies. 
—Ken Hammond 

From: Kenneth Hammond khammond@nmsu.edu 
Subject: Re: Labor Relations in China. WAS Re: [rescue-pacifica] Covert Action Props 
Up U.S.-Polish Axis Against Belarus: A Deep Dive into Far-Right Regime-Change 
Activists and their Backers 
Date: September 18, 2020 at 11:53:59 AM PDT 
To: "Eugene E. Ruyle" <cuyleruyle@mac.com> 

 

China is Socialist [6] 
			will	last	an	entire	epoch	to	overcome	defects,	
etc.		
Socialism	will	not	appear	immediately	or	automatically	after	the	revolution.	

Both	Marx	and	Lenin		agreed	on	this	point.	Quote	Marx	and	Lenin.	The	
Preamble	to	the	Constitution	says	“a	long	time.”		
In our country the exploiting class, as a class, has been eliminated, but class struggle 
will continue to exist within a certain scope for a long time to come. The people of 
China must fight against those domestic and foreign forces and elements that are 
hostile to and undermine our country’s socialist system. From the Preamble to the 
Constitution 

But clearly, no one can say how long. But it is clear, in my view, that socialism can 
and must be build one country at a time 
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Is China Imperialist? 

China and war? 

 
 
Another conviction swayed that meeting. 
If the emancipation of the working classes requires their fraternal concurrence, how 
are they to fulfill that great mission with a foreign policy in pursuit of criminal 
designs, playing upon national prejudices, and squandering in piratical wars the 
people’s blood and treasure? It was not the wisdom of the ruling classes, but the 
heroic resistance to their criminal folly by the working classes of England, that 
saved the west of Europe from plunging headlong into an infamous crusade for the 
perpetuation and propagation of slavery on the other side of the Atlantic. The 
shameless approval, mock sympathy, or idiotic indifference with which the upper 
classes of Europe have witnessed the mountain fortress of the Caucasus falling a 
prey to, and heroic Poland being assassinated by, Russia: the immense and 
unresisted encroachments of that barbarous power, whose head is in St. Petersburg, 
and whose hands are in every cabinet of Europe, have taught the working classes 
the duty to master themselves the mysteries of international politics; to watch the 
diplomatic acts of their respective governments; to counteract them, if necessary, 
by all means in their power; when unable to prevent, to combine in simultaneous 
denunciations, and to vindicate the simple laws or morals and justice, which ought 
to govern the relations of private individuals, as the rules paramount of the 
intercourse of nations. 
The fight for such a foreign policy forms part of the general struggle for the 
emancipation of the working classes. 
Proletarians of all countries, unite! 
Inaugural Address of the International Working Men’s Association. (“The First 
International”) Written: October 21-27, 1864; 
 
“the war of the enslaved against their enslavers, the only justifiable war in 
history” Marx, The Civil War in France,. Section: “The Fall of Paris.”) 
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1871/civil-war-
france/ch06.htm 
 
So it was. The civilization and justice of bourgeois order comes out in its lurid light 
whenever the slaves and drudges of that order rise against their masters. Then this 
civilization and justice stand forth as undisguised savagery and lawless revenge. 
Each new crisis in the class struggle between the appropriator and the producer 
brings out this fact more glaringly. Even the atrocities of the bourgeois in June 
1848 vanish before the infamy of 1871. The self-sacrificing heroism with which the 
population of Paris – men, women, and children – fought for eight days after the 
entrance of the Versaillese, reflects as much the grandeur of their cause, as the 
infernal deeds of the soldiery reflect the innate spirit of that civilization, indeed, the 
great problem of which is how to get rid of the heaps of corpses it made after the 
battle was over!  
   To find a parallel for the conduct of Thiers and his bloodhounds we must go back 
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to the times of Sulla and the two Triumvirates of Rome.[E] The same wholesale 
slaughter in cold blood; the same disregard, in massacre, of age and sex, the same 
system of torturing prisoners; the same proscriptions, but this time of a whole class; 
the same savage hunt after concealed leaders, lest one might escape; the same 
denunciations of political and private enemies; the same indifference for the 
butchery of entire strangers to the feud. 
Marx, The Civil War in France,. Section: “The Fall of Paris.”) 
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1871/civil-war-
france/ch06.htm 
 
 
 
 
 
China and Nuclear Weapons 

Perhaps	humanity	would	survive	a	nuclear	war,	perhaps	not.	Let	us	hope	
we	never	find	out.	But	is	clear	that	after	a	nuclear	war,	the	living	would	envy	
the	dead,	as	Soviet	Premier	Nikita	Khrushchev	reportedly	said.	It	is	also	clear	
that	responsibility	for	the	threat	of	a	nuclear	apocalypse	lies	entirely	with	the	
United	States.	See	my	article,	“Lies,	and	the	lying	liars	who	build	nuclear	
weapons.”	

When	China	ended	its	century	of	humiliation	and	began	its	independent	
development,	it	found	itself	in	the	hostile	world	of	U.S.	imperialism	Threatened	
by		the	nuclear	weapons	of	U.S.	imperialism,		
It	had	little	choice	but	to	develop	its	own	nuclear	weapons.	As	Mao	

explained	to	the	Chinese	Communist	Party	Politburo	in	1956:	“In	today’s	
world,	if	we	don’t	want	to	be	bullied,	we	have	to	have	this	thing."	
China	became	the	fifth	nuclear	weapons	state,	after	the	United	State,	the	

Soviet	Union,	Britain	and	France,	to	have	“this	thing”	on	16	October	1964,	
when	it	successfully	tested	an	atomic	bomb	at	the	Lop	Nur	test	site	in	the	Gobi	
desert	of	Eastern	Xinjiang	province	in	Western	China.	China	also	became	the	
first	country	to	declare	a	“no	first	use”	policy:	“The	Chinese	Government	
hereby	solemnly	declares	that	China	will	never	at	any	time	and	under	any	
circumstances	be	the	first	to	use	nuclear	weapons.”	

China	had	initiated	its	nuclear	weapons	programme	in	the	mid-1950s,	after	
the	Korean	war.	At	the	outset,	its	efforts	were	backed	by	substantial	Soviet	
assistance,	including	advisors	and	technical	equipment.	Research	on	nuclear	
weapon	design	began	at	the	Institute	of	Physics	and	Atomic	Energy	in	Beijing,	
and	a	uranium	enrichment	plant	was	constructed	in	Lanzhou	to	produce	
weapon-grade	uranium.	
Operation	59-6	was	carried	out	at	the	Lop	Nur	test	site	in	the	Gobi	desert	of	

Eastern	Xinjiang	province,	Western	China,		
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“This	is	a	major	achievement	of	the	Chinese	people	in	their	struggle	to	
increase	their	national	defense	capability	and	oppose	the	U.S.	imperialist	
policy	of	nuclear	blackmail	and	nuclear	threats.”	China	also	became	the	first	
country	to	declare	a	“no	first	use”	policy:	“The	Chinese	Government	hereby	
solemnly	declares	that	China	will	never	at	any	time	and	under	any	
circumstances	be	the	first	to	use	nuclear	weapons.”	

https://www.atomicheritage.org/history/chinese-nuclear-program	
 
https://www.atomicheritage.org/history/chinese-nuclear-program 
 
it had to develop nuclear weapons for itself 
Project 596, originally named Chic-1 by the US intelligence agencies,[1] was the 
first nuclear weapons test conducted by the People's Republic of China, detonated 
on 16 October 1964, at the Lop Nur test site. 
The Chinese nuclear weapons program was initiated on 15 January 1955 with 
scientific and technical assistance from the Soviet Union. The decision made by 
Chinese leadership was prompted by confrontations with the United States in the 
1950s, including the Korean War, the 1955 Taiwan Straits Crisis, and nuclear 
blackmail.[5] Mao Zedong explained his decision to a gathering of the Chinese 
Communist Party Politburo in 1956: 
"Now we’re already stronger than we were in the past, and in the future we’ll be 
even stronger than now. Not only are we going to have more airplanes and artillery, 
but also the atomic bomb. In today’s world, if we don’t want to be bullied, we have 
to have this thing."[6] 
https://www.atomicheritage.org/history/chinese-nuclear-program 
 
While China is one of the five recognized nuclear weapon states (NWS), it is the 
only one to give an unqualified security assurance to non-nuclear-weapon states 
that it would not “use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-
weapon States or nuclear-weapon-free zones at any time or under any 
circumstances.” This extends the Chinese pledge that its nuclear weapons were for 
defensive purposes only and that China would  never to be the first to use nuclear 
weapons: 
The Chinese government reiterates once again that the conducting of necessary and 
limited nuclear test and the development of nuclear weapons by China are entirely for 
the purpose of defense and for breaking the nuclear monopoly, with the ultimate aim 
of abolishing nuclear weapons. We solemnly declare once again that at no time and no 
circumstances will China be the first to use nuclear weapons. . . .  As in the past the 
Chinese people and government will continue to make common efforts with other 
revolutionary people and other countries in the world which uphold independence 
and cherish peace in striving to achieve lofty aim of complete prohibition and 
thorough destruction of nuclear weapon. (Peking Review, January 3, 1969. As 
reprinted In People’s China, p. 518.) 

China signed the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) in 1996 the Biological 
and Toxin Weapons Convention (BWC) in 198 and the Chemical Weapons 
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Convention (CWC) in 1997.  Although there may be claims that China has violated 
these conventions, none of them are convincing on close examination. 
When the U.N 2017 Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons (TPNW) 
 
TEACH IN: US AGGRESSION ON CHINA: LAYING OUT THE PROBLEM 
 
Alice Slater– International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN) 
Teach In: US Aggression on China: Laying Out the Problem. Nov 29, 2020. Start; 
46:40-- min https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KOeX_iDzbhU&t=1005s. 
Accesed 12/3. 2020   Nuclear Age Peace Foundation, World Beyond War, Global 
Network Against Weapons and Nuclear Power. ICAN Nobel Peace Prize 2017. 
@48 min “On China and the Bomb, They are the best nuclear power on Earth. 
They are the only nuclear power that promises (they) will not be the first of use 
them and keeps their bombs separated from their missiles.” 
 
 
China calls for nuclear weapons to be prohibited. January 30, 2017 
 
ICAN UK welcomes the statement by Chinese President Xi Jinping that “nuclear 
weapons … should be completely prohibited and destroyed over time to make the 
world free of them.” President Xi’s remarks, made during a speech on January 18 
at the United Nations in Geneva, were consistent with China’s long-standing 
official support for nuclear disarmament, and come as the UN is preparing to 
convene negotiations on a new treaty to prohibit nuclear weapons. 
 
China gave a positive signal at the UN General Assembly last month when it 
abstained from, rather than voting against, a resolution authorizing negotiations for 
a treaty banning nuclear weapons. The resolution was carried by a majority of over 
three to one. All of the other P5 countries (those with permanent seats on the UN 
Security Council – US, Russia, France and the UK) as well as four other nuclear-
armed states, voted against this historic resolution aimed at taking concrete steps to 
free the world from nuclear weapons. 
http://uk.icanw.org/campaign-news/china-calls-for-nuclear-weapons-to-be-
prohibited/ 
	

BALLISTIC MISSILE THREAT INBOUND TO HAWAII. SEEK IMMEDIATE SHELTER. 
THIS IS NOT A DRILL.  
The U.S. Pacific Command has detected a missile threat to Hawaii. A missile may 
impact on land or sea within minutes. THIS IS NOT A DRILL. If you are indoors, stay 
indoors. If you are outdoors, seek immediate shelter in a building. Remain indoors well 
away from windows. If you are driving, pull safely to the side of the road and seek 
shelter in a building or lay on the floor. We will announce when the threat has ended. 
THIS IS NOT A DRILL. Take immediate action measures. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2018_Hawaii_false_missile_alert#The_alert 
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Henry	Kissinger,	one	of	the	architects	of	U.S.	imperialist	policy,	urged	

A.S./China	cooperaion:		
When Premier Zhou Enlai and I agreed on the communiqué that announced the secret 
visit he said “This will shake the world.” What a culmination if, forty years later, the 
United States and China could merge their efforts not to shake the world but to build 
it.   

On Kissinger: Secretary of State,1973-1977. National Security Adviser in 1969. 
Secret Visit to China, July 1971, Public Visit to China, October 1971. 1972 Summit 
between Nixon and Mao. Book, On China, 2011 
At the close of the eighteenth century, China stood at the height of its imperial 
greatness.. . . China stood preeminent in Asia; it was at least the rival of any empire on 
earth. p. 33 Chapter 2. The Kowtow Question and the Opium War 

   In his essay “Perpetual Peace,” the philosopher Immanuel Kant argued that 
perpetual peace would eventually come to the world in one of two ways: by human 
insight or by conflicts and catastrophes of a magnitude that left humanity no other 
choice. We are at such a juncture. 
   When Premier Zhou Enlai and I agreed on the communiqué that announced the 
secret visit he said “This will shake the world.” What a culmination if, forty years 
later, the United States and China could merge their efforts not to shake the world but 
to build it.   Kissinger  p. 530. Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch, 1795. 
Immanuel Kant 

 

China is Socialist [7A] 
			How	about	Tiananmen?	
Tiananmen Massacre or Battle of Beijing? Eugene Ruyle. July 1, 2014 
 
June 4, 1989 in Beijing and Poland 
 
SEE KJ NOH 6/5/2021 WEBNOTE-CHINA-TIANANMEN 
 
HINTON’S DESCRIPTION OF TIANANMEN 

June	4,	1989,	stands	as	a	stark	watershed	in	China's	modern	history.	The	
slaughter	of	unarmed	civilians	by	units	of	the	Peoples	Liberation	Army	as	they	
blasted	their	way	to	Tiananmen	Square	illuminated	the	"reform"	era	as	
nothing	else	could.	It	lit	up,	like	a	bolt	of	cosmic	lightning,	the	reactionary	
essence	of	China's	current	leading	group.	(Hinton	1990,	p.	7)	

 Make no mistake. The leaders in Beijing are not motivated by communist ideals; 
they are not revolutionary planners or socialist builders. They are newly constituted 
bureaucratic capitalists, busy carving the economy into gigantic family fiefs, ready, 
in true comprador style, to sell China out to the highest bidder. Their armed assault 
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on the square was not an aberration but rather the culmination of a process that 
began when they first assumed leading posts after the death of Mao. They set out 
then to dismantle whatever socialist institutions, culture, customs, and habits the 
Chinese people had so painstakingly built up in the course of postliberation 
reconstruction. In doing so they put in motion a chain of events that led inexorably 
to confrontation with the whole Chinese people. (p8) 
    How, in so short a span of time, did Deng go from the status of admired hero, 
defiant yet irrepressible victim of the hated gang of four, to that of corrupt autocrat 
and bloodstained oppressor? (p8) 

	

We	finally	left	the	square	abut	nine	o'clock,	and	being	ice	cream	addicts,	we	
stopped	at	the	Jianguo	Hotel	to	have	some	ice	cream	on	the	way	home.	I	think	
one	of	the	guards	there	didn't	like	where	I	put	my	bicycle:	he	let	the	air	out	of	
my	bicycle	tire,	and	at	ten	o'clock	or	so	we	started	home	with	a	flat	tire	on	the	
bike.	Things	seemed	a	little	ominous.	A	huge	crowd	of	people	blocked	an	army	
truck	at	the	overpass	just	beyond.	We	decided	not	to	worry	about	a	flat	tire,	
and	went	all	the	way	home	on	the	rim.	We	got	home	about	10:30	and	fell	
asleep	exhausted.	Already	at	that	hour	the	shooting	had	started	on	the	west-	
(Hinton	1990,	p.	179)	

END HINTON’S DESCRIPTION OF TIANANMEN 
The Great Reversal: The Privatization Of China,1978-1989. William Hinton. 
Monthly Review Press. New York. 1990 
http://www.marx2mao.com/Other/TGR90.html#s1 
 
ANOTHER VIEW, RIGHT -WING 
https://fee.org/articles/the-deep-historical-background-of-the-tiananmen-square-
massacre/?gclid=Cj0KCQiA5bz-BRD-
ARIsABjT4nifoEsASZwkpX9egojTBAdYNmYUoBn5htZ2RErIYCeSwTXSGMn
t-I4aAvCYEALw_wcB 
The Deep Historical Background of the Tiananmen Square Massacre 
Historically, Tiananmen Square held great significance in Chinese politics. 
 
Jsé NiñoThursday, June 4, 2020 
 
Through a Glass Darkly: American Views of the Chinese Revolution. WILLIAM 
HINTON. Monthly Review Pres.2006 
 
 
Will China’s economy emerge from this transition period independent, self-
regulating, and responsible to the people of China, or will it succumb to 
international market pressures, surrender one initiative after another and end up in a 
passive neocolonial position rocked by huge financial storms over which China has 
no control? I think the latter is a serious danger and should be confronted now by 
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those responsible for China’s future. Unfortunately, I see no sign that anyone who 
is in a position to do something about it takes the problem seriously. Corruption 
reaches right to the top of the government and everybody is too busy trying to get 
rich quick to worry about the long-term result. Thus, I think Mao’s original 
prediction, that in a world dominated by powerful imperialist states no capitalist 
road is open to China, will turn out to be as true today as it was when he formulated 
it in the 1920s. More and more people from all walks of life will come to appreciate 
and honor Mao’s life work, his struggle for national liberation and his struggle for 
socialism. My main point, that severe class struggle was built into the modern, 
post-liberation history of China, so that no person, no group, no party, and no 
faction had a free hand to apply socialist policy, and that the tragedies and 
casualties on all sides resulted from the friction at the interface between new 
domestic classes as they struggled for hegemony over society, above all inside the 
Communist Party, will also, I think, stand the test of time. 
On the Role of Mao Zedong, by William Hinton 
(This essay is adapted from a talk given at the 1999 Socialist Scholars Conference 
in New York City.) 
(Sep 01, 20042004, Volume 56, Issue 04 (September) 
https://monthlyreview.org/2004/09/01/on-the-role-of-mao-zedong/ 
 
 
Chai Ling (in 2009) 
Born April 15, 1966 
Chai Ling, who was recognized as the top leader of the students, gave an interview 
to Western reporters on the eve of June 4 in which she acknowledged that the goal 
of the leadership was to lead the population in a struggle to topple the Communist 
Party of China, which she explained would only be possible if they could 
successfully provoke the government into violently attacking the demonstrations. 
That interview was aired in the film the “Gate of Heavenly Peace.” Chai Ling also 
explained why they couldn’t tell the rank and file student protestors about the 
leaders’ real plans. 
After the Battle of Beijing, she fled China to the U.S., where she became a U.S. 
citizen, received degrees from Princeton University (MLA), Harvard Business 
School (MBA), and, with her current husband, Robert A. Maginn Jr., a partner at 
the firm. Bain & Company, where she worked 
Occupation: President & Chief Operating Officer of Jenzabar 
 
Operation-Yellow-Bird  
https://www.amazon.com/Operation-Yellow-Bird-Jean-Pierre-
Montagne/dp/B078MHRVWF  
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China is Socialist [8] 
			will	lead	to	a	Communism		
The	Constitution	of	the	Communist	Party	of	China	states	quite	clearly	that	

“The	Party’s	highest	ideal	and	ultimate	goal	is	the	realization	of	communism.”	
Marx	and	Engels	did	not	say	a	lot	about	the	nature	of	this	communist	future,	
but	what	they	did	say	is	quite	clear,	as	we	have	discussed	earlier.	

Quite	clearly,	however,	from	all	we	have	said	earlier,	before	the	world	can	
become	Communist,	the	U.S.	will	have	to	stop	being	imperialist.	For	this,	as	
MLK	understood,	American	will	have	to	have	a	radical	revolution	of	values.		
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Socialism in the Belly of the Beast 
Back	in	1967,	when	millions	of	Americans	were	in	the	streets	protesting	the	

war	in	Vietnam,	Che	Guevara	told	us,	“I	envy	you	North	Americans.	Yours	is	
the	most	important	struggle	of	all.	You	live	in	the	Belly	of	the	Beast.”	What	
would	Che	tell	us	in	2021,	when	we	have	a	bipartisan	beating	of	the	drums	of	
war	and	our	domestic	politics	are,	well,	interesting?	
I	think	he	would.	It’s	reported	that	when	Yippie	Jerry	Rubin	and	his	friends	

heard	Che’s	words,	theY	were	inspired.		The	country	that	massacred	the	Native	
Americans,	brought	African	Americans	here	as	slaves,	stole	half	of	Mexico’s	
land,	oppressed	Asian	and	Hispanic	immigrants,	not	to	mention	Irish,	Jewish,	
and	Italian	ones	—	where	better	to	fight	for	what	is	right?	
https://www.dailykos.com/stories/2018/7/16/1779771/-In-The-Belly-of-
The-Beast	
But	there	is	a	larger	consideration,	our	fight	is	important	because	the	

historical	mission	of	the	American	people	is	to	destroy	the	beast	itself,	
imperialism.		This	is	something	we	have	yet	to	understand,	but	no	one	else	can	
do	it.	
To	understand	this,	let	us	review	some	of	the	history	of	socialism	in	the	

United	States.	
As	the	IWW	insisted,	:It	is	the	historic	mission	of	the	working	class	to	do	

away	with	capitalism,”	and	hence	imperialism	
but	its	truth	can	be	confirmed	by	remembering		our	role	in	ending	the	War	

in	Vietnam	and	in	defeating	Fascism.		

	

 

Continuing	from	above	

Not,	of	course,	that	the	American	people	did	either	of	these	alone,	but	in	
both	cases	we	were	on	the	right	side	of	history,	of	a	revolution	that	we	
ourselves	stated.	This	means	that	we	ourselves	need	we		radical	revolution	of	
values	as	Dr,	King	so	eloquently	argued.	
No,	our	fight	in	the	United	States	is	important	because	the	belly	of	the	beast	

may	be	what	Leninists	call	the	weakest	link	of	world	imperialism.	American	
imperialism	may	not	be	taking	good	care	of	its	own	people,	and	may	be	
challenged	throughout	the	world,		
As	our	earlier	quote	from	Stalin	makes	clear,	socialism	did	not	appear	first	

in	the	“advanced”	capitalist	nations,	but	in	the	“backward”	Tsarist	Empire,	
which	was	the	weakest	link	of	global	imperialism	in	1917	
So	what’s	the	weakest	link	in	world	imperialism	today.	A	very	good	case	

could	be	made	that	it	is	our	political	system,	the	two-party	system.	Until	just	a	
few	years	ago,	the	American	Two-Party	system	was,	like,	the	rock	of	Gibraltar	
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of	global	imperialism,	now	it’s	more	like	the	Marshall	Islands	waiting	to	be	
flooded	by	rising	sea	levels,	especially	after	the	riotous	protests	of	Jan	6,	2021.		
ÍAfter	a	few	weeks	of	uncertainty,	the	newspaper	headlines	could	proclaim	

that	“Democracy	has	prevailed,”	as	the	new	Biden	administration	has	set	its	
task	as	restoring	Democracy.	But	as	Leninists	we	must	ask,	democracy	for	
which	class?	
The	impending	revolution	in	the	United	States	will	not	follow	the	pattern	of	

the	Russia,	nor	of	China,	nor	of	Cuba	

Is	there,	or	can	there	be,	a	Socialism	in	the	Belly	of	the	Beast?	What	would	it	
look	like?	To	answer	this	question,	we	must	look	at	America’s	favorite	
socialists:	Eugene	V	Debs,	Bernie	Sanders,	and	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr.,	We	
must	look	at	the	New	Deal	as	well,	and	the	contributions	made	by	socialist	and	
communists	to	the	New	Deal	Coalition	

Utopian Socialism in America 

As	discussed	earlier,	the	first	socialist	in	America	was	Robert	Owen	who	
arrived	in	1820	(??).	Since	then,	there	has	been	an	unbroken	socialist	tradition	
in	the	United	States	which	has	contributed	made	significant	contributions	to	
human	progress	and	well-being	in	American	greatly	to	American	life,	as	we	
discussed	earlier.	
Eugene V. Debs and American Socialism. 

America’s	favorite	socialist,	of	course,	was	Eugene	V.	Debs,	and	for	good	
reason.	In	many	ways,	Debs	was	the	crest	of	first	wave	socialism.	As	a	leader	of	
the	1894	Pullman	Strike,	broken	by	federal	troops,	Debs	was	imprisoned	for	
several	months,	during	which	time	he	studied	socialist	literature	and	emerged	
from	prison	as	a	committed	socialist.		
Though	he	did	not	have	a	contemporary	understanding	of	the	full	nature	of	

racism	in	America,	he	was	by	no	means	a	racist	and	he	was	a	committed	
antiwar	activist:	
“The master class has always declared the wars; the subject class has always fought 
the battles. The master class has had all to gain and nothing to lose, while the subject 
class has had nothing to gain and all to lose — especially their lives.” Canton, Ohio, 
1918. 

The New Deal: Socialism. By Another Name 
Some	might	call	it	the	pinnacle	of	American	socialism	since	American	

workers	made	remarkable	gains	without	the	violence	which	characterized	the	
Russian	Revolution.	
Also	see	Wolff	on	New	Deal	Coalition	and	Caleb	Maupin	on	impact	of	

October	on	labor	movement	in	U.S.	and	Europe	
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This	was	in	response	to	the	Great	Depression	of	the	1930s,	which	followed	
the	stock	market	crash	of	1929.	As	Canellos	argues,	“In	the	four	years	just	past,	
Roosevelt	had	transformed	the	purpose	of	the	United	States	government,	
making	it	a	constant	companion	in	the	lives	of	Americans.	The	Social	Security	
Act	of	the	previous	year	was	merely	the	crowning	achievement.	Roosevelt’s	
initiatives,	meant	to	curb	the	misery	brought	on	by	the	Great	
Depression,	directly	funded	millions	of	government	jobs,	employing	everyone	
from	photographers	to	brush-clearing	conservation	workers.	To	pay	for	this,	
he	raised	the	income	tax—which	hadn’t	even	existed	two	decades	earlier—to	
75	percent	on	the	highest	incomes.	The	rich	were	subsidizing	the	poor,	and	
that	was	A-OK	with	FDR.	
“There	is	a	mysterious	cycle	in	human	events,”	he	declared.	“To	some	

generations	much	is	given.	Of	other	generations	much	is	expected.	This	
generation	of	Americans	has	a	rendezvous	with	destiny.”	(PETER	CANELLOS	
August	16,	2019)	
https://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2019/08/16/democrats-
socialism-fdr-roosevelt-227622	
Of	course,	this	was	not	just	in	America,	many	nations	followed	what	came	to	

be	called	the	Middle	Way”	
WIKIPEDIA: Sweden: The Middle Way. 1936 international best seller FDR: “In 
Sweden, for example, you have a royal family and a Socialist Government and a 
capitalist system, all working happily side by side.” 

What	is	left	out	of	this	equalition,	however,	is	imperialism.	None	of	these	
reforms	would	have	been	possible	without	the	superprofits	of	imperialism,	as	
Lenin	noted.	
Socialism in the Sixties 

After he New Deal upsurge, the fifties were relatively quiet, Americans 
accepted the war in Korea without much dissent or enthusiasm 

Arguably one of the most famous events of the civil rights movement took 
place on August 28, 1963: the March on Washington. 

The first substantial demonstration, in October 1963, occurred when there 
were only American military advisers in Vietnam, and it opposed the government's 
support for Ngo Dinh Diem, the repressive president of South Vietnam. 

The Port Huron Statement [1] is a 1962 political manifesto of the American 
student activist movement Students for a Democratic Society (SDS). It was written 
by SDS members, and completed on June 15, 1962, at a United Auto Workers 
(UAW) retreat outside of Port Huron, Michigan (now part of Lakeport State Park), 
for the group's first national convention.[2] Under Walter Reuther's leadership, 
the UAW paid for a range of expenses for the 1962 convention, including use of 
the UAW summer retreat in Port Huron.[3] 
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US real average hourly wage (red, in constant 2017 dollars, for private sector 
production/nonsupervisory workers) trended up to a peak in 1973, trended down 
to a low in 1995, then trended up through 2018. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Real_wages> 

 

Bernie-Style Socialism in the United States 

The	success	of	the	Bernie	campaign	in	the	2016	primaries,	winning	over	13	
million	votes	for	an	open	socialist,	is	unprecedented	in	American	history.	This	
is	not	only	more	than	any	other	socialist	presidential	campaign	in	American	
history,	but	more	than	ALL	previous	such	campaigns.,	with	over	13	million	
votes	in	the	2016	Democratic	Primaries	and	probably	would	have	had	more	in	
2020,	had	his	campaign	been	allowed	to	continue.	
But	Bernie	had	always	insisted	that	he	would	not	be	a	“spoiler,”	in	referring	

to	the	accusation	many	Democratic	Party	stalwarts	made	against	the	Nader	
campaign	of	2000	(and	perhaps	also	the	devastating	loss	of	the	McGovern	
Campaign	in	1978).	Responding	to	increasing	electoral	support	for	Biden	as	
well	as	four	phone	calls	from	President	Obama,	Sanders	gave	in	to	the	party	
power	brokers.	
In	ending	his	campaign,	Bernie	insisted	that	his	campaign	won	two	

important	victories:	First,	the	ideological	struggle,	socialism	was	now	
understood	to	be	a	viable	option	in	American	political	life,	and	second,	the	
generational	struggle	in	that	a	majority	of	Democrats	under	40	now	supported	
socialism.		
Bernie’s	impact	on	American	political	life,	giving	rise	to	the	Brand	New	

Congress,	Our	Revolution,	and	Justice	Democrats	as	well	as	the	Democratic	
Socialists	of	America	(DSA).	
As a result, DSA grew healthily through the Sanders campaign, going from 6,500 
members in fall 2014 to 8,500 by election day 2016. . . .  DSA veterans and national 
staff were shocked to see that on the day after Trump’s victory one thousand people 
joined DSA (in our best past year maybe 1,200 new members joined over 12 months). 
From November 9, 2016, to July 1, 2017, over 13,000 people, mostly between the ages 
of 18 and 35, joined DSA. . . . . DSA at 24,000 members in July 2017 is the largest 
socialist organization in the United States since the Communist Party before its 
implosion in 1956 after the Khrushchev revelations about Stalin.  Swartz 2017 
https://www.dsausa.org/about-us/history/ 

It	should	be	stressed	that	the	growth	of	DSA	is	is	a	result,	not	a	cause,	of	the	
growth	of	the	Bernie	movement.	That	being	said,	the	young	people	in	DSA	
have	shown	good	sense	in	their	campaigns,	at	least,	here	in	Oakland.	So	we	
may	expect	further	growth	in	the	future.	
And	although	Bernie	has	been	criticized	for	a	lack	of	support	from	blacks	

and	people	of	color,	that	certainly	cannot	be	said	of	his	supporters	who	won	
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significant	victories	in	2018	and	2020:	the	Squad,	Cori	Bush,	and	many	others,	
overwhelmingly	young	women	of	color.	
Bernie’s	popularity	draws	heavily	from	his	support	for	a	Nordic	style	

socialism	as	well	as	his	identification	with	America’s	favorite	socialist,	Eugene	
V.	Debs.		

Let	us	begin	by	noting	that	since	WWII,	the	United	States	has	played	a	
unique	role	in	the	history	of	imperialism---note	that	the	importance	of	the	
black	experience,	now	augmented	by	the	immigrant	experience	--several	
features	unique	to	the	American	experience,	unfettered	by	feudal	hangovers,	
tocsin	for	the	French	Revolution,	Debs	and	staying	out	of	WWI,	since	WWII	
imperialist	superpower	with	nuclear	weapons	
Bernie’s	support	draws	heavily	from	his	support	for	a	Nordic	style	socialism	

as	well	as	America’s	favorite	socialist,	Eugene	V.	Debs.	Bernie’s	shortcomings	
are	serious:	his	failure	to	win	significant	support	from	black	Americans	and	his	
failure	to	criticize	U.S.	imperialism	and	recognize	the	link	between	corporate	
power	and	militarism	abroad	and	at	home.	

It	is	unlikely	that	Bernie	will	be	able	to	overcome	these	shortcomings,		but	
we	can	look	to	another,	even	more	popular	socialist,	the	Rev.	Martin	Luther	
King,	Jr.	King’s	anti-imperialist,	pro-socialist	agenda	is	rarely	mentioned	in	our	
annual	tribute,	but	as	we	will	discuss	later,	it	still	provides	socialists	with	a	
workable	agenda	for	social	transformation.	

China,	Cuba,	and	also	Nordic	Socialism—all	provide	useful	examples	from	
which	American	socialists	can	and	should	learn.	But	we	should	also	learn	from	
our	home-grown	socialists	as	well,	Eugene	V	Debs,	the	New	Deal	Coslition,	
Bernie	Sanders,	and	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr.		

The Revolutionary Socialism Of Martin Luther King Jr 
Perhaps	it’s	time	to	look	at	America’s	greatest	spiritual	leader,	the	Rev.	

Martin	Luther	King,	Jr.		
On	April	4,	1967,	America’s	greatest	spiritual	leader	gave	what	many	

believe	was	his	finest	speech,	“Beyond	Vietnam,”	in	which	King	called	for	a	
“radical	revolution	of	values”	in	order	to	combat	the	“giant	triplets”	of	racism,	
poverty,	and	militarism.	This	was	exactly	one	year	before	he	was	assassinated	
in	one	of	a	series	of	state-sponsored	killings	in	this	turbulent	period.		
It	took	15	years	of	determined	struggle	by	Black	leaders	before	his	birthday	

became	a	national	holiday	but	In	the	process	King’s	was	sanitized	so	that	all	
we	know	now	is	that	he	had	a	dream	and	practiced	non-violence.	
King’s	anti-imperialist,	pro-socialist	agenda	may	be	rarely	mentioned	in	our	

annual	tribute,	but	it	still	provides	socialists	with	a	workable	agenda	for	social	
transformation.	
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“Tonight, however, I wish not to speak with Hanoi and the NLF, but rather to my fellow 
Americans, who, with me, bear the greatest responsibility in ending a conflict that has 
exacted a heavy price on both continents.” MLK 

Now,	however,	we	have	another	version	of	the	King’s	Poor	People’s	March	
re-asserting	King’s	message.	The	campaign’s	call:	”Together,	we	will	rise	up	
and	challenge	the	evils	of	systemic	racism,	poverty,	the	war	economy,	
ecological	devastation	and	the	nation’s	distorted	morality!”	
The	campaign	shows	great	promise	for	uniting	the	left	around	common	

goals	and	helping	overcome	some	of	the	shortcomings	of	the	largely	white	left.	
It	is	rooted	in	the	black	community	and	it	challenges	militarism,	though	not	as	
strongly	as	some	of	us	would	like.	
At	this	point,	let	examine	more	closely	the	revolutionary	socialism	of		

Martin	Luther	King	Jr.	Here,	I	will	quote	rather	extensively	from	a	recent	
article,		The	Revolutionary	Socialism	of	Martin	Luther	King	Jr.,	by	Dan	Wright	
revolutionary-socialism-martin-luther-king-jr/)	
(https://shadowproof.com/2017/01/16/revolutionary-socialism-martin-
luther-king-jr/)	
On	Martin	Luther	King	Jr.	Day,	the	establishment	(and	their	media)	like	to	

celebrate	MLK’s	love	of	imperial	America	and	centrist	economic	doctrine.	The	
celebration	bears	little	resemblance	to	the	actual	man	and	his	ideas.	
There	is	a	reason	the	FBI	orchestrated	a	well-resourced	campaign	to	

destroy	King	that	included	J.	Edgar	Hoover	having	a	letter	sent	to	King	to	push	
King	to	commit	suicide	and	ended	with	the	assassination	of	King.	Although	
James	Earl	Ray,	a	white	supremacist	and	felon,	confessed,	was	convicted,	given	
a	life	sentence,	and	died	in	prison	in	1998	
In	1999,	the	King	family	filed	a	civil	case	against	Loyd	Jowers	and	unnamed	

co-conspirators	for	the	wrongful	death	of	King.	The	case,	Coretta	Scott	King,	et	
al.	vs.	Loyd	Jowers	et	al.,	Case	No.	97242,	was	tried	in	the	circuit	court	of	
Shelby	County,	Tennessee,	from	November	15	to	December	8,	1999.	

Attorney	William	Francis	Pepper,	representing	the	King	family,	presented	
evidence	from	70	witnesses	and	4,000	pages	of	transcripts.	Pepper	alleges	in	
his	book,	An	Act	of	State	(2003),	that	the	evidence	implicated	the	FBI,	the	CIA,	
the	Army,	the	Memphis	Police	Department,	and	organized	crime	in	the	murder	
of	King.[64]	The	suit	alleged	government	involvement;	however,	no	
government	officials	or	agencies	were	named	or	made	a	party	to	the	suit,	so	
there	was	no	defense	or	evidence	presented	or	refuted	by	the	
government.[3]	The	jury	found	defendant	Loyd	Jowers	and	unknown	co-
defendants	civilly	liable	for	participation	in	a	conspiracy	to	assassinate	King	in	
the	amount	of	$100.	Members	of	King's	family	acted	as	plaintiffs.[65]	

As	Dan	Wright	notes,	the	reason	for	the	FBI’s	attempt	to	destroy	King		is:	
Reverend	Martin	Luther	King,	Jr.	opposed	capitalism	and	the	American	empire.	
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In	the	last	campaign	before	his	assassination,	King	campaigned	for	a	
democratic	socialist	agenda.	Called	the	Poor	People’s	Campaign,	demands	
included	a	guaranteed	job,	retribution	of	land	and	capital,	and	more	inclusion	
of	the	poor	in	state	decision-making.	
Yes,	taking	land	and	money	from	rich	people	and	giving	it	to	poor	people	

was	part	of	King’s	dream.	King’s	own	views	of	capitalism	are	often	sanitized	in	
textbooks	and	mainstream	media	stories,	but	he	could	not	have	been	for	
explicit:	
“You can’t talk about solving the economic problem of the Negro without talking 
about billions of dollars. You can’t talk about ending the slums without first saying 
profit must be taken out of slums. You’re really tampering and getting on dangerous 
ground because you are messing with folk then,” King declared. “You are messing with 
captains of industry. Now this means that we are treading in difficult water, because it 
really means that we are saying that something is wrong with capitalism. There must 
be a better distribution of wealth, and maybe America must move toward a 
democratic socialism.” 

King’s	anti-capitalist	views	cannot	really	be	bifurcated	from	his	struggle	for	
racial	justice	as	they	come	from	the	same	spiritual	conception	of	the	world.	For	
King,	capitalism	was	part	of	materialism.	which	was	part	of	a	deadly	triple	
“When machines and computers, profit motives and property rights are considered 
more important than people, the giant triplets of racism, materialism and militarism 
are incapable of being conquered,” King asserted. 

King	also	backed	a	universal	basic	income,	believing	it	was	a	better	solution	
to	fighting	poverty	than	the	programs	put	forward	by	President	Lyndon	
Johnson’s	War	On	Poverty.In	his	1967	book,	“Where	Do	We	Go	From	Here:	
Chaos	or	Community?”,	King	made	his	position	on	fighting	poverty	and	a	UBI	
crystal	clear,		
“I am now convinced that the simplest approach will prove to be the most effective—
the solution to poverty is to abolish it directly by a now widely discussed measure: the 
guaranteed income.” 

Another	fact	left	out	of	mainstream	narratives	about	MLK	is	his	
fundamental	opposition	to	U.S.	imperialism.	Though	he	knew	he	would	make	
many	enemies—black	and	white—by	doing	so,	King	gave	a	scorching	speech	
against	the	Vietnam	War	in	1967	at	the	Riverside	Church	in	New	York	City.		
King	condemned	the	war	as	robbing	anti-poverty	programs	and	victimizing	
the	poor	Americans	who	were	having	to	fight	and	die	in	the	war.	But	his	most	
salient	critique	was	the	war’s	fundamental	opposition	to	his	goals	of	
nonviolence.	
“As I have walked among the desperate, rejected and angry young men, I have told 
them that Molotov cocktails and rifles would not solve their problems. I have tried to 
offer them my deepest compassion while maintaining my conviction that social change 
comes most meaningfully through nonviolent action,” King shared. 
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“But they asked — and rightly so — what about Vietnam? They asked if our own 
nation wasn’t using massive doses of violence to solve its problems, to bring about the 
changes it wanted. Their questions hit home, and I knew that I could never again raise 
my voice against the violence of the oppressed in the ghettos without having first 
spoken clearly to the greatest purveyor of violence in the world today — my own 
government.” 

When asked in December 1957 about the use of nuclear weapons, King replied: 
I definitely feel that the development and use of nuclear weapons should be banned. 
It cannot be disputed that a full-scale nuclear war would be utterly catastrophic. 
Hundreds and millions of people would be killed outright by the blast and heat, and by 
the ionizing radiation produced at the instant of the explosion . . . Even countries not 
directly hit by bombs would suffer through global fall-outs. All of this leads me to say 
that the principal objective of all nations must be the total abolition of war. War must 
be finally eliminated or the whole of mankind will be plunged into the abyss of 
annihilation. 

A	few	years	later,	responding	to	a	criticism	by	Robert	Williams	that	his	non-
violence	was	not	sufficiently	ant--war,	King	fired	back	saying,	“I	have	
unequivocally	declared	my	hatred	for	this	most	colossal	of	all	evils	and	I	have	
condemned	any	organizer	of	war;	regardless	of	rank	or	nationality.”	
This	discussion	has	benefited,	and	in	places	actually	quoted	from	the	

following	work	by	Vincent	Intondi:	Martin	Luther	King	on	Non-Violence	and	
Disarmament	by	Vincent	Intondi,	January	16,	2015	
http://bostonreview.net/us/vincent-intondi-martin-luther-king-nuclear-
weapons-civil-rights	
	

A Socialist Project for the Twenty First Century 
At	this	point,	November	29,	2020,	we	are	faced	with	multiple	crises	which	

bring	to	mind	the	words	of	the	Hungarian	Communist	Georg	Lukacs	at	the	end	
of	WWII	when	the	world	was	first	facing	the	possibility	of	nuclear	annihilation	
and	the	U.S.	was	entering	the	first	Cold	War:	
There is, of course, plenty of darkness around us now, just as there was between the 
two wars.  Those who wish to despair can find cause enough and more in our everyday 
life.  Marxism does not console anyone by playing down difficulties, or minimizing the 
material and moral darkness which surrounds us human beings today.  The difference 
is only - but in this "only" lies a whole world - that Marxism has a grasp of the main 
lines of human development and recognizes its laws.  Those who have arrived at such 
knowledge know, in spite of all temporary darkness, both whence we have come and 
where we are going.  And those who know this find the world changed in their eyes: 
they see purposeful development where formerly only a blind, senseless confusion 
surrounded them.  Where the philosophy of despair weeps for the collapse of a world 
and the destruction of culture, there Marxists watch the birth-pangs of a new world 
and assist in mitigating the pains of labor [Georg Lukacs].1948 

But	how	do	we	assist	in	mitigating	the	pangs?	
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Earlier,	I	mentioned	my	hard-won	conviction	that	Marx	was	right	in	the	
Nineteenth	Century,	that	Lenin	was	right	in	the	Twentieth,	and	that	our	task	
for	the	Twenty	First	Century	is	to	do	for	Marxism-Leninism	what	Lenin	did	for	
Marxism.	This	remains	my	position.	
In	addressing	this	task,	we	had,	first,	to	examine	the	actual	development	of	

socialism	in	the	Nineteenth	and	Twentieth	Centuries	and	to	review	how	much	
of	the	socialist	project	is	continuing	in	the	Twenty	First	Century,	not	only	in	
the	Socialist	Camp	of	China,	Cuba,	Korea,	and	Vietnam	and	the	Democratic	
Socialisms	of	Euro-America	but	also	in	South	Asia	and	Latin	America.	
We	may	turn	now	to	examine	what	there	is	that	is	new	in	the	human	

condition,	for	the	human	condition	dramatically	changed	in	1945	when	the	
real	possibility	of	human	extinction	had	to	be	confronted	and	has	continued	to	
change	as	we	understand	the	full	implications	of	climate	change	for	the	well	
being	of	our	species.	And	
We	now	realize	that	an	ecological	perspective	is	essential	to	understand	

these	issues.	Marx	already	understood	this	in	1867,	when	he	wrote:	
Capitalist production, by collecting the population in great centres, and causing an ever 
increasing preponderance of town population, on the one hand concentrates the 
historical motive power of society; on the other hand, it disturbs the circulation of 
matter between man and the soil; i.e., prevents the the return to the soil of its elements 
consumed by man in the form of food and clothing; it therefore violates the conditions 
necessary to lasting fertility of the soil.  By this action it destroys at the same time the 
health of the town labourer and the intellectual life of the rural labourer.  But while 
upsetting the naturally grown conditions for the maintenance of that circulation of 
matter, it imperiously calls for its restoration as a system, as a regulating law of social 
production, and under a form appropriate to the full development of the human 
race.  In agriculture as in manufacture, the transformation of production under the 
sway of capital means, at the same time, the martydom of the producer; the instrument 
of labour become the means of enslaving, exploiting and impoverishing the labourer; 
the social combination and organisation of labour-processes is turned into an organised 
mode of crushing out the workman's individual vitality, freedom, and 
independence.  The dispersion of the rural labourers over larger areas breaks their 
power of resistance while concentration increases that of the town operatives.  In 
modern agriculture, as in the urban industries, the increased productiveness and 
quantity of the labour set in motion are bought at the cost of laying waste and 
consuming by disease labour-power itself.  Moreover, all progress in capitalist 
agriculture is progress in the art, not only of robbing the labourer, but of robbing the 
soil; all progress in increasing the fertility of the soil for a given time, is a progress 
toward ruining the lasting sources of that fertility.  The more a country starts its 
development on the foundation of modern industry, like the United States, for 
example, the more rapid is this process of destruction.  Capitalist production, therefore, 
develops technology, and the combination together of various processes into a social 
whole, only by sapping the original sources of all wealth—the soil and the 
labourer.  (Marx 1867:505-507) 
From the standpoint of a higher economic form of society, private ownership of the 
globe by single individuals will appear quite as absurd as private ownership of one 
man by another.  Even a whole society, a nation, or even all simultaneously existing 
societies taken together, are not the owners of the globe.  They are only its possessors, 
its usufructuaries, and, like boni patres familias,  they must hand it down to succeeding 
generations in an improved condition.  (Marx 1894:776) 
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	A	feminist	perspective	as	Marx	well	understood.	
Anyone who knows anything of history knows that great social changes are 
impossible without the feminine ferment.  Social progress can be measured exactly by 
the social position of the fair sex.  (Marx to Kugelmann, December 12, 1868, as 
quoted by Rosenberg 1989:7) 

But	the	greatest	contribution	to	feminism	was	made	by	Engels	in	Origin	

Also	crucial	is	an	anthropological	perspective	against	Eurocentrism	and	
Racism	
We	must	also	consider	the	theological	perspectives,	from	Liberation	

theology	in	Latin	America	as	well	as	the	black	liberation	theology	in	the	U.S.	
including	MLK.	On	this,	we	need	to	quote	Machovec.	
p. 21 Marx developed his 'atheism' as a critique of the conventional nineteenth-
century representations of God, and should these change, then the genuine Marxist 
would have to revise his critique.  Twentieth-century theologians have worked out 
new and more dynamic models for thinking about God, so that often we Marxists no 
longer know whether we are still atheists or not in their regard.  One thinks of Rahner 
speaking of God as 'the absolute Future', of Braun who understands God as the 
question about the ultimate 'Whence' and Whither' of my existence, of Hromádka 
who sees God as the reason why man can refuse to give in to power, of Buber with his 
I-Thou relationship.  It is difficult to know why we Marxists should feel obligated to 
reject all these notions.  Of course Marx criticised dogmas, including the dogma of the 
existence of God, but this was to free his followers for their task of radical criticism, 
not to create a new 'dogma of the non-existence of God' for all eternity.  (Machovec 
1972:21) 

Finally,	we	must	incorporate	best	of	bourgeois	social	science.	

We	must	also	recognize	that	not	all	technological	advances	should	be	
pursued,	as	Hiroshima	and	Nagasaki	taught	us,	as	well	as	attempts	at	genetic	
modification	of	humans	

And	now	there’s	COVID-19.	

Emerging from the Belly of the Beast 
I	promised	to	finish	my	book,	or	at	least	a	working	draft,	by	the	end	of	2020,	

but	obviously,	I	haven’t	and	now	it’s	not	clear	when	I	will.	
In dealing with this present, perhaps it is time to think back to America’s 

greatest spiritual leader, who gave what many of us consider his greatest 
speech, "Beyond Vietnam: A Time to Break Silence" a few months before 
Che was murdered by the American CIA. In turn, King was himself 
murdered by the FBI/CIV exactly one year later. 

In this speech, which continues to deserve careful reading at this time, 
King relates how he tried to explain to angry black youth why violence was 
not the answer to their problems. But they asked, “How about Vietnam?’” 
And King realized he couldn’t talk about his non-violent strategy without 
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addressing the “greatest purveyor of violence in the world today,” his own 
government. And he went on to complain that America seems to have 
gotten on the wrong side of a global revolution that we ourselves started. To 
get on the right side of this global revolution, King stressed, we need a 
radical revolution of values without which the giant triplets of racism, 
poverty, and militarism cannot be overcome. 

This radical revolution of values will hearing the message of our socialist 
comrade Cornell West and well as that of our communist comrades in the 
socialist nations of China, Cuba, and Vietnam. The people of these 
countries, including the workers and peasants, overwhelmingly suppot their 
socialist governments. 

To understand this requires that we understand the global history of 
socialism, which has been the topic of this book. 

“I envy you. You North Americans are very lucky. You are fighting the most important 
fight of all—you live in the belly of the beast.” - Che Guevara, 1967 

In 1967, Rubin and several other young lefties visited Cuba illegally, traveling 14,000 
miles out of the way through the then Soviet satellite of Czechoslovakia.  Toward the 
end of their tour, Rubin wrote, “None of us looked forward to going back to the 
political bullshit in the United States.”   

But just before they departed, they had a surprise visitor:  Che Guevara.  Guevara told 
them, “You know, I envy you North Americans.  You live in the belly of the beast.”   

Rubin and company were inspired.  The country that massacred the Native 
Americans, brought African Americans here as slaves, stole half of Mexico’s land, 
oppressed Asian and Hispanic immigrants, not to mention Irish, Jewish, and Italian 
ones — where better to fight for what is right?	In	1967,	Rubin	and	several	other	
young	lefties	visited	Cuba	illegally,	traveling	14,000	miles	out	of	the	way	
through	the	then	Soviet	satellite	of	Czechoslovakia.		Toward	the	end	of	their	
tour,	Rubin	wrote,	“None	of	us	looked	forward	to	going	back	to	the	political	
bullshit	in	the	United	States.”			

But	just	before	they	departed,	they	had	a	surprise	visitor:		Che	
Guevara.		Guevara	told	them,	“You	know,	I	envy	you	North	Americans.		You	
live	in	the	belly	of	the	beast.”			

Rubin	and	company	were	inspired.		The	country	that	massacred	the	Native	
Americans,	brought	African	Americans	here	as	slaves,	stole	half	of	Mexico’s	
land,	oppressed	Asian	and	Hispanic	immigrants,	not	to	mention	Irish,	Jewish,	
and	Italian	ones	—	where	better	to	fight	for	what	is	right?	
https://www.dailykos.com/stories/2018/7/16/1779771/-In-The-Belly-of-
The-Beast	
Wikipedia - Che murdered on 9 October 1967 (aged 39) Che visited North Korea in 
1960 and 1964 
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At	the	end	of	a	long	day	of	antiwar	protests	in	Washington	on	Oct.	21,	1967,	
beat	poet	Allen	Ginsburg	was	leading	the	crowd	in	a	Tibetan	chanting	in	an	
effort	to	psychically	levitate	the	Pentagon	into	space	
.https://www.wearethemighty.com/mighty-history/hippies-tried-to-
levitate-pentagon/	

Corporations are not People. Money is not Speech. 
We, the People of the United States of America, reject the U.S. Supreme Court's 
Citizens United ruling and other related cases, and move to amend our Constitution to 
firmly establish that money is not speech, and that human beings, not corporations, 
are persons entitled to constitutional rights. (https://www.movetoamend.org) 

Even without Citizens United, it was understood that rich people ran the government. 
The U.S. was, after all, a dictatorship of the bourgeoisie 

When Che said he said envied us North Americans since we were fighting the most 
important struggle of all, this is when we were opposing the racist, imperialist war in 
Vietnam and Debs had gone to prison for his opposition to WWI. 

But somewhere along the war we seem to have forgotten that alliance between 
socialism and a militant anti-war movement. Although some of us recognize that 
corporate power and militarism go hand in hand, our voices are weak. 

We need to build allies in a united front against war 

 
About Lenny at Berkeley 

Jeff Lustig recalls Lenny Glaser as "the first soap-box speaker. He was the guy who 
legitimized the Hyde Park tradition at Cal. . . .  He changed quite a bit after he got out 
of jail, went kind of crazy. But before that, he was a terrific orator." (Conversation of 
June 11, 1992) 

http://newsprint.dailycal.org/issues/#1963 

http://newsprint.dailycal.org/sponsor/ 

The cops were out to get Lenny, and from all indications he was set up for a fall. 
Sometime after the events of October, 1964, Lenny was holding forth at Bancroft and 
Telegraph when a suspiciously (in retrospect) straight-looking guy said, "Hey Lenny! 
Have a beer!" and handed him a can of beer. Lenny took it, and a cop showed up and 
busted him for public drinking. He had thereby violated the conditions of his three-
year probation, and the judge locked him up for one to ten years. It was plain as the 
nose on your face that he was busted for advocating on October 1 and 2 that Jack 
Weinberg be freed from the car by force. 
http://content.cdlib.org/view?docId=kt687004sg&chunk.id=d0e21648&brand=calisph
ere&doc.view=entire_text 

As I mentioned earlier, I have considered myself a socialist for nearly 
sixty years, ever since I first entered graduate school in 1963 and joined the 
Yale Socialist Club and New Haven CORE. I didn’t accept what my 
Anthropology professors were telling me about the world, but I couldn’t 
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figure out why, It was only later that I, along with many others who came of 
age in the social, political, and intellectual ferment of the sixties came to the 
following understanding: that the war in Vietnam was an imperialist war 
waged by a racist country against a socialist country which only wanted the 
freedom to determine its own destiny and that the American people had 
nothing to gain from that war, and everything to lose.  

In short, it was a time very much like the present.  

 

In dealing with this present, perhaps it is time to think back to America’s 
greatest spiritual leader, who gave what many of us consider his greatest 
speech, "Beyond Vietnam: A Time to Break Silence" a few months before 
Che was murdered by the American CIA. In turn, King was himself 
murdered by the FBI/CIV exactly one year later. 

In this speech, which continues to deserve careful reading at this time, 
King relates how he tried to explain to angry black youth why violence was 
not the answer to their problems. But they asked, “How about Vietnam?’” 
And King realized he couldn’t talk about his non-violent strategy without 
addressing the “greatest purveyor of violence in the world today,” his own 
government. And he went on to complain that America seems to have 
gotten on the wrong side of a global revolution that we ourselves started. To 
get on the right side of this global revolution, King stressed, we need a 
radical revolution of values without which the giant triplets of racism, 
poverty, and militarism cannot be overcome. 

This radical revolution of values will hearing the message of our socialist 
comrade Cornell West and well as that of our communist comrades in the 
socialist nations of China, Cuba, and Vietnam. The people of these 
countries, including the workers and peasants, overwhelmingly suppot their 
socialist governments. 

To understand this requires that we understand the global history of 
socialism, which has been the topic of this book. 

“I envy you. You North Americans are very lucky. You are fighting the most important 
fight of all—you live in the belly of the beast.” - Che Guevara, 1967 

In 1967, Rubin and several other young lefties visited Cuba illegally, traveling 14,000 
miles out of the way through the then Soviet satellite of Czechoslovakia.  Toward the 
end of their tour, Rubin wrote, “None of us looked forward to going back to the 
political bullshit in the United States.”   

But just before they departed, they had a surprise visitor:  Che Guevara.  Guevara told 
them, “You know, I envy you North Americans.  You live in the belly of the beast.”   

Rubin and company were inspired.  The country that massacred the Native 
Americans, brought African Americans here as slaves, stole half of Mexico’s land, 
oppressed Asian and Hispanic immigrants, not to mention Irish, Jewish, and Italian 
ones — where better to fight for what is right?	In	1967,	Rubin	and	several	other	
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young	lefties	visited	Cuba	illegally,	traveling	14,000	miles	out	of	the	way	
through	the	then	Soviet	satellite	of	Czechoslovakia.		Toward	the	end	of	their	
tour,	Rubin	wrote,	“None	of	us	looked	forward	to	going	back	to	the	political	
bullshit	in	the	United	States.”			

But	just	before	they	departed,	they	had	a	surprise	visitor:		Che	
Guevara.		Guevara	told	them,	“You	know,	I	envy	you	North	Americans.		You	
live	in	the	belly	of	the	beast.”			

Rubin	and	company	were	inspired.		The	country	that	massacred	the	Native	
Americans,	brought	African	Americans	here	as	slaves,	stole	half	of	Mexico’s	
land,	oppressed	Asian	and	Hispanic	immigrants,	not	to	mention	Irish,	Jewish,	
and	Italian	ones	—	where	better	to	fight	for	what	is	right?	
https://www.dailykos.com/stories/2018/7/16/1779771/-In-The-Belly-of-
The-Beast	
Wikipedia - Che murdered on 9 October 1967 (aged 39) Che visited North Korea in 
1960 and 1964 

At	the	end	of	a	long	day	of	antiwar	protests	in	Washington	on	Oct.	21,	1967,	
beat	poet	Allen	Ginsburg	was	leading	the	crowd	in	a	Tibetan	chanting	in	an	
effort	to	psychically	levitate	the	Pentagon	into	space.	

https://www.wearethemighty.com/mighty-history/hippies-tried-to-levitate-
pentagon/	

 

When Che said he said envied us North Americans since we were fighting the most 
important struggle of all, this is when we were opposing the racist, imperialist war in 
Vietnam and Debs had gone to prison for his opposition to WWI. 

But somewhere along the war we seem to have forgotten that alliance between 
socialism and a militant anti-war movement. Although some of us recognize that 
corporate power and militarism go hand in hand, our voices are weak. 

We need to build allies in a united front against war 

Toward A Radical Revolution of Values 
 
 
A PARTY OF A NEW TYpE – SHARON. ALSO GOOGLE THIS 
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About the author 
Back	in	the	mid-seventies,	I	was	among	the	millions	of	Americans	marching	

against	the	war	in	Vietnam,	with	irreverent	chants	such	as	the	Fish	Cheer	
(‘One,	two,	three,	what	are	we	fighting	for?	Don’t	ask	me,	I	don’t	give	aa	damn,	
next	stop	is	Vietnam!	.	.	.	!)		
I	have	been	studying	socialism	for	over	fifty	years,	first	as	a	graduate	

student	in	Anthropology,	then	as	a	college	Professor,	and	now	as	an	Emeritus	
Professor,	still	active	with	the	Institute	for	Critical	Analysis	at	the	Niebyl-
Proctor	Marxist	Library	in	Oakland.			
	

Jeff Lustig recalls Lenny Glaser as "the first soap-box speaker. He was the guy who 
legitimized the Hyde Park tradition at Cal. . . .  He changed quite a bit after he got out 
of jail, went kind of crazy. But before that, he was a terrific orator." (Conversation of 
June 11, 1992) 

http://newsprint.dailycal.org/issues/#1963 

http://newsprint.dailycal.org/sponsor/ 

The cops were out to get Lenny, and from all indications he was set up for a fall. 
Sometime after the events of October, 1964, Lenny was holding forth at Bancroft and 
Telegraph when a suspiciously (in retrospect) straight-looking guy said, "Hey Lenny! 
Have a beer!" and handed him a can of beer. Lenny took it, and a cop showed up and 
busted him for public drinking. He had thereby violated the conditions of his three-
year probation, and the judge locked him up for one to ten years. It was plain as the 
nose on your face that he was busted for advocating on October 1 and 2 that Jack 
Weinberg be freed from the car by force. 
http://content.cdlib.org/view?docId=kt687004sg&chunk.id=d0e21648&brand=calisph
ere&doc.view=entire_text 

As I mentioned earlier, I have considered myself a socialist for nearly 
sixty years, ever since I first entered graduate school in 1963 and joined the 
Yale Socialist Club and New Haven CORE. I didn’t accept what my 
Anthropology professors were telling me about the world, but I couldn’t 
figure out why, It was only later that I, along with many others who came of 
age in the social, political, and intellectual ferment of the sixties came to the 
following understanding: that the war in Vietnam was an imperialist war 
waged by a racist country against a socialist country which only wanted the 
freedom to determine its own destiny and that the American people had 
nothing to gain from that war, and everything to lose.  

In short, it was a time very much like the present.  
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