_k ziw R
l* Nmmbl um albllomau nk\ilmm ' y ;o A éﬁ
ofCanads *  dsCansds | - ONMICROFICHE | “SYRMICROFICHE " . S o
T e : S .* o . f"‘
oW : I | S e
- . o
. W i .
- . . v , & v

c‘ ‘ ‘ . A l. . .‘ 'A . ) .. ‘ ‘ ) . ) . K .
UNIVERSITY/UNIVERSITE. KRS/ TH# S ‘ AN S
WHICH THESIS WAS semsn/ 2 , s S
‘ Dm% LEQUEL CETTE THESE FUT Pa: rlz J‘ﬂ A - : P S
l YEAR THi b&(es cmsmn/mv!s o'oomvnaw o€ ct oFGE_- WA b Y I
- NAME OF swsnvm/;vou ou omscrfun onutsr D C. ¢ 9 RM¢. c HﬂE £ ‘ ‘
o Nv' ' o L - . e . . N ' s
T t . \3'“ -' ‘o , L oo . T . ' X X . -- .. : &
e ea. . > 5 . . M . . ) .
Perrmsdon is horaby yhtod to me NATlmAL LIBRARY G l. aumlntlan nt par In prlnnto. occm [ ] Ia muorﬂt-
lz& - i
%DA l!gmucroﬂlm this thesis and to lénd or seli copm . aus NATIONALE DU tmmm de m/mﬂ&‘m cetta.thase }a »
of the f"m- S : L S : %dm ou de vendre du oxomploirn du'mp. ' : , ,

The author reservas othot pubncmon rights and nosthar the L‘autour a0 rlnrva Ics autres. d'am de wﬂlcatlon. nI Io

{ (

thesis - o:tenscva extracts from lt may bd priuto& or. other- lhln m‘ do Icms cxtralu dc callo—ci I,DO dolvub ltra l‘mimls

im se mpmducod w»thoutthe author s wrmen permluion. ' au outmm rmrodum nm Iautariutlcn mm do I'mm

&

A

NLeST (1179)




o e 3‘,".." .
S : ‘ .

'n-u! umvmsm o: ALBER’IA ‘

ﬁENINIST PARTY ORGANIZATION AND DEMOCRATIC THEORY. SOME LOTES

. .
_ ' .+ TOWARDS AN Ifm:sncAnou ﬂ
» . : .‘ . ;J‘-f
' f}\\‘ .
) \.\ . .
R © KLAN MICKAEL SHANDRO
s ! .,, '
. l ";’l‘/ /i ) . :
| o - / \\ - ‘ W :‘:_~
& % ATHESIS
SUBMITTED ‘1‘0 THE FACULIY OF GR.ADUATE STUDIES AND - R’ESEARCH '
JIN l’ARTIAL FULFILMENT OF THE REQUIREMEN‘I‘S FOR THE DEGREE
' OF MASTER OF ARTS £ .
- - : g
= ) - ’ ,' SRR Lo . - ;*' l
T ' DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SGIENCE S
. \\\‘ - - l- - ‘ .
. EDMONTON,. ALBERT4 - KA S



T r ‘mr. umvmsnY OF ALBER'I‘A A e Yo
B FACULTY QF- >GRADUATE STUDIES AD" Rnsi:.mt:u e

TN,

N v £ - ;.‘ "t Ml

_'c;~-’_'t’:‘ ' 'I‘he underaigned certify that t:hey haVe read, and

- racomend lto the Facugy of Graduate Studies and" Reaearch, for ’

. .
l \ ; é‘f’ acceptanhe, a thesia ‘entitled l.v... . ’.‘499.1’9 ty, Or; ‘.‘:!-?‘;’949'.‘.. .-

| - 39...“!’“"““ The°"¥ S°“’e N°t°° .?.‘.".‘ 4?.‘!‘.‘.?‘.“!? E?.G_".‘F.#?B.'.:; {f R

7

l . W v

re

£dY

b\‘:’ ‘:‘...............".......'..'..'.'....l‘..’..........‘.."‘.."‘l -
, 4

K Q . i Hem\ SHQND : .'\. ’ . '.b. ").'

submitted by . s 00 (] . .’.‘. : L] ' “se .M;g. 3 . :‘" LR B N . :{:f /’ )

in pntipl fulfilment of t:he requiremént:s £or .t:he degree of
.“_ u St .

< Ar s" N .
Mastér of .‘....9..-.‘...'4.\.'. B




"‘factora\detel‘

: spcond, 'x:he /lextremely
ty W ">“}’requ1red bfh

in‘

‘empa:ed—bgi.thé;,r aIi'zatlon t.hat th : contept of indiv!i.duallnghts; i‘s B







"""ed drastic an

,.M

*‘¢>.,

standtng. of the'orgmmﬁo al. 'trucﬁqri'







N .

v e ? . ‘

) ; Lo

-
_.. N ~F R4 Y e
PO .
. o .
' .

v, VEE

. A
B ! .
[ .
. -
‘
. L .
Le T / .
o )
o .
. " :...‘.‘:!“;
x 1 :
. i ’
PRI
. .t

cmpmh T “.?

. . ._ .f:n—, s 33 i " ' . -
Lt "1. .nir. LENINIST 'ruxoat, or me,oncmzz».now EPUTSINURE. SIS
ST

,; “ e .
. * i S B 6. < ‘v‘ NS A : ‘f. . . AN )
e ' . ' ." FOOTNQIES. A R : .o - ~ « o l o e \0, .
n '.‘ ‘ " ‘. BIBLIOG;A?HY -_‘A,‘ . '.‘." c‘ ‘ ob "- "."- . : N Te i'o' _i'u.‘o' .

3 : - ‘ e

4 .
N . s . ' -
N -, s
L ] o
. L4 ‘ .
+ M - . - . . ~ -
. \ -
, . .
. : . . “n. L e
2 . N : o ‘ ; ‘
.
. L ] . e . ~ . .
L2 . ~
- . ~ '
L)
e : P K PN |
. .
s S )
L .
] B B Y . -
. ) L
. . ' f

s
. N .-
. ‘. .‘ - .
: - .
oo e o s oy e et g Moy
. . ) .
" . N
N S, . '_ )
- A Rt
L T - L 4
.. -
- T .. 1 . PR S |
. - :
e . ‘e .
- . . - ’
\' ‘ ) . . ’ . G . .
. Iy c .t ' Y Ao
L . ’» viii N | I
. . . e , . F)
: % . : . =\ : ) g




Do T P
PR g TR
i ." = A, > ._.':.7'\‘ o
: é &, .'-‘t-'“ :o\ R K , -.».nla ‘ ,'. . 1}'* . ’J‘;“‘ , ST A . e S

L UV STNE : ; Con ST .

T SRR A cumm : i e : S

et 'nm um;ms-r 'RHEJRY or p&z?o&cmzmﬁu O T

) ‘. ) . 'I'. '\ - ;‘Y ‘ "'~- vy A""t »t - ;Q ° ’ o . ‘ ‘ R n ' ’ { ".""‘

.l;. ‘t e ‘: e ;. : .. "'. ‘g, T B (( ;

R s;;‘ The wet sty theoty og?the~parqy 1s. an outgrowth#pf claasicd? _
N e ‘ , G
A fMaruigp It dbnstitubdt pcsyatamatic ntspodhe to. the requiramenta posed

AR T - ® 4
A for the ntd&etanian revofutionary moveuant by Marx and Engels' analyaea
S e .,

. of cap\talist society. gp this ch&ptar Igﬂl outline the Marbcist

. Loy a}‘:' N B
, theory of 1:he atate ahd the ideological superstructure.-vﬂxis vﬂﬁ . :
T s N W s
' hu»‘serve as -a basis for understanding the role that a political party must
"play in a revolutionary movement. The naturo of thé functions which a
. P /v

revolgtionary party must perform are such that the groblem of party ff.f

e ,1,'orgggization~uill be seen to bé important._ The chapter will eonclude

P

| . wfth a’ fairly detailed account of Lenin 8, theory of party organization

'»and it will be seen,_en route, ﬁou t&!s theory deals‘vith :hg stratagic

.Pro’-\lems facing a revolutionary pa/y. W AR A R )
- SRR . A3
Peoa 0 se .
. S "The most general propositions of historical materialism, taken
. . A-""" I

together with Marx s brilliant dissection of capitalist relations of

production, demonstrate in an- abstract fashion the necessity of pro- o

» oL

Te : letarian nevolutiog'k But the" first precondition of proletag}an revolu-

tion is the seizure of state power by the working class so as to be

K4

'able to smash the existing bourgeois state apparatus. This is the K :.3ég

P

;f' - nodal pOint around which a11 strategy and . tactics must revolve. The'

party must be, in the ‘irst place, an instrument for the seizure of

T e - ey e ot ooy b e - iy

state power by the proletariat.1 Any instrument must be understood fn. %

\

terms:oﬁz 'gigzkﬁﬂﬁzsince the ‘use of the party is to seize state power,
. ‘YQ, . e . ) o’ ) ', ) . ) . K B R ) ,. A ; . i \» .



1£, u-ofur as 1t

offeet _f thil qrgsniza-‘ &

%means 15 the distinction between tﬁote 1nstitutiom which o dontr

rel‘ataivel mq;e»autonogbus.: 'rhe -tete‘apparatus :ls constitu ed By r.he

police, t e amy,‘ and tile Pureaucracy. lts ‘violence 1s the ff\ect

) 'weapon* of the rul:lng class when a11 else has faﬂed ic. In the\ absence o

-

v of a revolutionary situation the ,state appatatus implements a.nd' eqforces
tﬁe legislation of thq ruling class outlawing, de faéto or de jure; A

,‘,_'activities wh:lch are necessary to’ the stmgglér oi the oppressed class.
: _‘" However, the state apparatus in the most develoﬁd .eapithlist countries A
: o et so'~"

e {e typically unde't t & herity oi a legl.slature elected by universal s

g l? < '

- suffrage. , To contro'_?;i ,:i egislat re, the representatives of the

' -capitalist class n;usf

, class. 'Bhus , barrir;g a, ‘rew:lt of the state appaf‘atus aga:lnat the

o o T A\.'- . ‘-’

o .'-»-elected ofﬂaials of the state (which,. histonea;lly, has characteri.he‘d

.‘ S N\ h . : .

I . every pfoletarian revolution to some ext:ent)
bourgeoisie can comnand the stat“e only if that cl&ss posseses id.l(:gi.c— o

. e e N bt ’A .;.‘ . 0 S

4y hegemony throughmt. , ; S

o

- e

Let us make no mistake. T‘ne 1deologica1 hgé ﬂ of the

gemsxe 15 not. a matter of a free and open debate of polit*caln.’_-i




" va:;,oq. rltuﬁﬁoﬂ practlcu,

;s 1dedIOgicquy hegemonic,

'h;‘ r *l,’

ct‘»“‘ .'

chg@ﬂhtuti

.; -,._; . m."‘

.R,-‘-“J

of the repressive state appa:‘atus. 5 'tbis mdicatea not: oi‘; y

valgg by th& capitalist. Repeat:ed miilions of r.imes, ﬁch practiceb

" 'cayiti{

, Q

RE . LA . f,w’Jﬂ

tme-wages , refnforces the *ﬁu :l:hai: the w nl.la. fy

eddbéu 8
1abour-power,- but hid labourmund é% o'bfuscateo f.ha thefr. of eurplua- )

form &, complex and radical %nd dpon the ptoletarian. . Secﬁu,.thaae

ideologiul institutions and prauices omly operatp béhind:the "shi.ald" R

<,

./v v o P ~ ‘

of the state apparatus as che final line bfl defencev oE the bourgoo:lsie,-

.lp.'

only t:he‘ :'.nterve qn of repreésion ab an‘y po:l,nt i

st soej.ety the condu .t a:nd, admin:lgtrat;lon of educat::lon




: ‘1"’,;-}1 tﬁit Fﬁe botrsecieia tecum ﬁeoﬁgical ‘iism“? - F

4 A ; o B v
_x" this extent then, ressstdnce can achieve.regorms but it caqnot achtevd‘fz'
§ ' " ’ v ,' -.,.’r'v‘

T :.Ehe rev¢1utionaryqcransformhtion of society 4n the in;erésts oﬁ the_ f‘ K
L verkdniclass: AslLenfnberd, e AT T
:- 2 ,' o’ / ; : - A:... ». o
5, u:\thé wbrking class, exclusively by :I.ts own .

o etfort '8 ahha te. develop only’ ;5;43.7 R

: L nnton cbnsci usnesty, 1.2, the conviction "”'\‘
et that it 4E nece&saryxto combingein. unio o
D ti 70 fight the .emiployers, and strivil to doiip ..'&,%f'
Cus L the ‘government -to’ pass necessary rabour R
S TR L legtslatiofy ete. ‘The theory of socialism,

LAl i L howevers g;j_ out of the philosophic, By
;i stotical; -and’ ecénomic théories’ elaborated RE
%y edutated rqp:esentativez ‘of the: propertiéd
c&asses, by"; ellettw -

..{A

re O less inchohte, moﬂ§ or. less unconséidus 3nd undirectea st ug_f'




s 'be."' ddiesl"-by & poﬂﬁéql m_

* zméc:igla ~and ehuoraucm :
" @cee'sﬁ* _gxolutioﬂ, howeﬁer, i

LT S

- \prienca-\ 4th‘e .,ccessity q.f s&nist revolut:‘.ton.nnugs this nma a‘I@g

.{{,x _.

which mn&sts in c&ﬁprehensive and um;emitting oppositi,anwo the b .
boun’&ebisie‘ In order to defend ita reVé‘lutibnaty iddﬁlqu aga’:lmst the

o o R

eni:t‘opehmengs .of gradebuniouisg&‘ reforg,ist ﬂeeology, which Lenin re-

. Z-F'V"ﬁf;' illegal Open and clandestine activ:itiea. Thus, a A.igh dzegree-(ofﬁ
x s‘écreCy 15 necessaty and this :lh t:urn meap cheﬁarty ca 104 ‘i:-., e :
v'; — everyone, :lt: must» ‘be an exélusive organiza{’ion distinct from the wrking ‘
. -.‘ ‘T-Pr A - - -*.- S N ..-1.;,3.. ) ‘ 7.‘ N . . ) P Vo .’).:- LR s 5‘
‘ c’lass as a whele.:,; L B l e = ' - “ -
'f.__f ".'T{_ The funct:ion ‘of .the na\'ty i'sv t‘: _effect: a synchesis of itself dnd
BATCE -\
. Y y o ‘ -
- -t ) st - .
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. the working class on the ba7is of revodutionary politics and socialist

ideology and theory. - ?“

vy

The_unidn_of_the_hroad_pgpuiar_massea with

- ah aim reaching beyond.the existing social - !
ordetr, the union of the daily struggle with®
the great. world transformation, this is the
task of the social democratic government, ) .
which must logically grope on its road of . N

- . develdpment between the following two rocks: '

~ abandoning its final aim, falling into bour-

. geois reformism or into sectarianism, anarch-
ism or- opportunism.

'This-quotation from Rosa'Luxemburg.correctly locates the recurring

dangers which a revolutionary party must face.\\Eg;,&uxemburg, howeVer,
e
the party "gropes". This is indeed an apt description of the social

%m”democratic‘parties at.the turn of the century. But it is also the

index of a theoretical lacuna, prec1SEly the problem of party organiza-
'g. -
tion. It was Lenin,:forced to operate under the weight of Russia s

" Tsarist autocracy, which ‘made organization a particularly difficult -

' and crucial practical problem who first posed it as a theoretical s

B

' problem. In hlS work of 1902 1903 and particularly in his pamphlet

What is to be Done’, Lenin began to elaborate his theory of party

embershlp, organxzational ‘structure, “and party d“‘ciplihe. "The "theory
. i - . i o . ' '
is best understood’ by treating them in that ordeﬁ ’ o
5 . .
'  Qualifications for membership 1n the party became the subJect of

3

a debate between Lenin and the Menshev1k “Julius. Martov during and after

-the Second Congress of the’ Ru551an SOClal Democratic Labor Party, held . P

-

in Brussels and London in July August, 1903, Martov s formulation of

Paragraph 1 of the .Party Constitution, which was’ accepted by the Con-

. gress,-is as follows: "p member of»the Russian Social-Democratic Labour'"



. - u-

Party is one who accepts its programne, supports the Party financially,

.

and renders it regular personal assg{stance under the direction of one

of its organizatiqns."?

-

Lenin s formulation, Qgich appears'to differ
from Martov's onlyuinsignificantly,'is this: "A membegaof the Party is

one who accepts its program:and who supports the Party both financially
and by‘personalAparticipation in one of the Party organizationa.‘“8 The

‘difference may be ed up by saying thet, for Lenin, qne cannot be a

membér of the Party without being a member of a Party organizatiah, P,

whereas for Martov, this is not the case. With Martov~s_£prmulation it
is unclear whether it is the individual or the organization which de-

cideés what activitaes the individual shall updertake. Lenin wants to -
. ) - .. . _ . - ‘ <
combat this unclarity, to say in no uncertain terms that“an’individual'

member is subject to the - dlSClPllne of a Party organization. But it is
¢ ) S

- ¥

not solely, or even mainly, a question of discipline. It is just as

much a matter of the individual member actively carrying out thegParty'-

programme. . Here again, Leniﬂyand Martov would seem to be in accord

-

But the concrete application of the Party programme has . its own logic

) in the sense that it must organize the available resources and relate"

© —

,them to a given set of tasks in the most éfficient manner possible.

2

This logic, however, may not accord with the act1v1t1es ‘or preference'

of an individual Let us take, for example, the task of populafizing

'a'revolutionary newspapar, Tbis task has two elements. ,reading and

"discussing the newspaper,and selling it. -Through discussion the

>

salient points of articles are broughyout and comprehended; through

. G : “ . ) :
selling the response of the masses can be discovered The better the

understanding of the- newspaper, the more efﬁhctively is it explained»to -

——

the masses. Conversely,.explaining the Party line, listening to- the
. ) . L _ o

-



¢ B cL ’ '. . . . - ‘.‘ . . o D
\ ' =

questaons and opinions of the masses, provides a more objective basis

: for improving the. newspaper.' As individuals, party members may wajlrto

-

per, Insofar as it remains

: a.matter of individual choice, people may "vote with their feet” how,

. ‘or even if, the task should’ be carried out.‘ When it is a question for

e S

the collective decision of the organization, members must argue for

o

'their views, thinking them through and formulating them as best they
s

- can and nsciously attempting to come to' grips with opposing v1ews._;
' \

e »

#Thus; as was prevwously stated the difference between Lenin and Martov -

is not simply over discipline but also.oVer the nature of the activities

..

of. party members. Lenin intervenes, hdt only on behalf of party disci--

pline, but also on behalf of party organizations as a means of actfvely

-

.| o v oo . . -

‘;and consciously involving party members in the li;e of the party.'
\

Lenin is also concérned here W1th the circumstances of the
. growth of the party;- In building the party from a small group, primarily |

¥ ) s
. \
. composed of intellectuals to a ‘mass: organization primarily composed of

"workers, Lenin emphasiZes, not the size, but the unity of the party and
its adh ence.to-its revolutionary goal If party membership were open o

to everyone who expressed agreement w1th the party s program, there -

:_ would almost certainly be an 1nf1ux of people whose COmmitment to

s ahs S T TSI
- po ke e Ve e

revolutionary soc1alism is slight oF ephemeral This would pose.a
threat to the continued dominance of revolutionary ideology and theory

within the party. By making 1t a precondition of party membership that

'of the party, Lenin tries to ensure that only those whose views coincide

|

with those of the party and whose commitment to those views is very

’strong-will Joinwthe_party. ThlS is meant to give primacy, at any given



- .propagandistic activities of the party ark directed towards the entire ﬁ\fi

v )

;Leninist party work° In answering this question, it must be

. 'that “the Paity is not merely the sum total of Party organizations.»;ihcaQ;i

ﬁjsecond 'organiz~tions of professxonal revolutionarles._ The first

.................

'nunit of Leninist parties\as the "workplace cell" 12 The‘workplace cells:'“

'.foccupational rather than geographical baS1s.a Organized in the factory:

":time, to. the theory and prdgram of the party as already constituted. The ?

S o gL e L Lo ‘ 9. B
.perty is’buiitzonly“ver B iy, "from the top down" by drawing more ]v=@¢

: d'ﬁking class and alI pther oppressed or diSaﬁfected groups, thé party

ﬂthe organizations 1n the party are not homogeneous nor are the relationsj

' rfbetween them homoveneous. Lenin distinguished two categories of organi-fﬁ“?

':fparty; composed of the baSic units or celks_of the party, located'amdbg__

~"'the masses of workers, peasants, and other groups. bﬂppggyiyf.;{ﬁ

» 37 o

. 1or workplace, cells possess strong\bonds of party solidarity, built up

in the practical work of the party. Thus, while the agitational and

L

L

LS c-ﬁ

A

_does not seek to encompass the enLire prﬁletariat organizationally.ﬂﬂ~.:‘7.'

What are the organizations in which the individual.members of

[rememb_w

<

Like an yothet social 1nst1 utioﬁ,i 3

formal union into a singl '.""_le'l 1

'9’

I 4 v- '."

/- . 4

ization within the party first, "organizations of workers (and of

e

‘ategory corresponds to the most w1despread, the base, Ievel of the o

)

LRV

>’

Maurice Duvergen fnrther characterizes the basic organizational o

: Cn

¢

. ' b
Ais distinguished by 1ts reletively small number of members and by 1ts

L
,,

b




By ,
”::varie

-

d as'gossible" 13‘ Party cellsﬁfhould be organized in miliﬁ
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©rete situattén tn which

1ts intégration-int




vof thet state -‘:alppar

S

-

Seconc’ Len{ Beld that the class war "is a hundred

j_timeszmofé di’ff;icult, 'piotracted and complex than the most stubborn "f

N "‘ S B ST b .
oiéd;itna‘%'y ary.: "betW‘?en*st'atg's"' ‘

@th oi\i{:ical "savvy" acquired from_,’lon




'[1operation of‘the Central Committee is.not\confined €0’ itraight forward .
, p . e

;{fmechAnical applica?ions ofyperiodically elaborated principles.‘ Nor is . f

N A
. .‘~,"v--» f-fv‘.

w'l""-."‘._’zis‘tri,ve to’ develop tha ciosest possibte prdcticsl ties with aL party o
Lt . , —
v organizations. In the first place, the Centnal Committee must keep it- .

f»self informed of significant events in all areas of the country, of the

} mood of the masses, of the activities, difficulties hnd requirements ﬂ-;".

. - P

.f of party otganizations. It analyzes this information according to ; R

’

-

/Marxist-teniaist theory, determining the general direction of the so- ;*;7"
. ‘. 4.V

ciety, the key struggles at any given moment, the preciég balance of

f7‘ ; forces.nand the needs of the tevolutionary movement.- On tbis basis it : \75
. " N } ) . ‘ ) ‘,‘.'. . -
-formulates a system of propaganda as a. useful guide for ail militants, fﬁ 7

f}emphasizing the key'issues and struggles while re&éting them to every

-?form ‘of oppression and struggle in‘/gciety. The Central Committee also '

ff;formulates directives which engage the party organizations on current

Aﬁftasks and concentrate the forces of the party on the most decisiue ﬁw‘
' 18
"

;»“aftasks.- The liason organization act as. a-"transmission beIt between -g;v

e M
_.L.. s

‘ﬁhthe Central Committee and the cells.. They are of twa typés.-¢Wbere the

.~.‘ 5

"”party is 1arge enough toﬂwarrant it there ar' regional or local com-?f-wiﬁf‘

e e 2 L

mittees.— The function of these committe‘s is to ca—orﬂinate and guide

the activities of the cells in a particular area,.‘eferring to the Cen-;i

' tral Commiﬂtee information, difficulties,and disagreements which are of
v'3fi;sufficient importance. The second type bf liason organization is com—lff'

Jpe I8

' prised of units which ‘are formed around Specialized tasks necessary for ,,*

"ffgathering of iangmation and the formulation and dissemination of propa—sffj

'Trsqganda and directives.¢ Examples are groups formed to research specific _?5

ﬂf;subjects, groups which operate the media of propaganda, such as the




C

\"I
o .ptintihg of newspapera,* n
S i , v |

[P g = % .

“ and police“agents. Without going intovany'
AR R TR ' o
S the party apparatus can become largé‘ana—comﬁté P ~‘ e v\- i
R T B SR VISR R o
N SR Hitherto, we have considered party organization only from thg )
. - -."“ - . PRE

"y

>Roiﬁt of view of a "technical division of labour" that is, as-the :

?optimum, the most efficient distribution of the nécessary functions of‘“

--\-

%’the party among its component elements. But party organization is ho
more a. purely technical matter,than‘is the organization of a society ori;“~

wof a factory.. The aims of the éarty ate political and 50Ci&1 ana the 'f;“

‘ﬂ_f. development of 1ts activities will inevitably generate diSputes over

~ B ,,.\

) . ‘6 , ‘.q
A ,"the party line", ranging £rgm the general strategy of the party to the 5

'Ltactics to be emg;o%ed in a very specific situation. Although many dis- hli

R e BN .
Tputes can 1 be resolved without recourse to/ﬁuthority, the party must maih-‘f,
:gf‘tain definite relations of authority so as tO ensure the resolution °f Py

ry.

V;can be outlined as ﬁollows. _ : ﬂ%oﬁ ' '?:‘Ef
'n;g RN SR T A o ORI
[ “(1) the individual 1s subordinate to the TR L

‘ S R organization, : T el

(2) - the: minority is subordinate to the E'W“u f*

i maJority,z

N .. .
e A G e e iy a s

e higher level"and o :
o, "7 7(4) the entiré membership is subordinate
- Au'?’f.«‘f jfgh‘y; L to the Central Committée.;.;}j~~




. may take the 1nit1.ative to canvepe the Congrqs earlgr or tq postpone
. Y "_ \}i‘ s

party s. political line f'or the coming period C There. 15 ho aspecu of the
X RN 4
' party s activityx upon which t.he Congx:ésa; carmot deliberate and.»pass ‘

h a limited period of time and beybnd this period 1ts‘iuthor1ty passes tof

et

the Central Cemmittee, it is tHe latter which is typ&ﬁnlly the highest j;

RS DR

»f 'party membé%s will not agree with a decision.of éhe party, all must" :"ﬂ3

= accept itﬁbstrtVe témimplement it, and support and defend it outsiﬂe

B A,'SK T

V:L=phrty circles.- This is necessxtated by the engagemeht of all party ;b

w

*;members in the practlcal work of theAparty and by the need for coherenc

A A "

RS and unlty in this WOrk., Such,"iron’disczpline", as’ Stalin’puts it’

“']i"does not preclude\ﬁﬁt bresupposescrit1ciSm and conftict within tHe

; '-' ..,'

f-fParty, fee ey does not preelude but presupposes conSC1ou§,and voluntary'lﬁf;f%

e 7 o
. 'Isubmissio' 20

. ..‘,- |—~

@ T

“}'3; and of tha alternet1ve por)cies préposed ;f
;.6. o ,,ﬂ_, e




’fgiit three ways hatween thoso, led hy'Trgtsky y

snﬂ Bukhari :nho

pf the"h: ,
Dk \ Wl r" : _"‘?«“
Central Commit:ée, who took a "midd;,e" 'course. dvoeaéing aui:onomy of L

the stase, and those, 1ed by Lenin end comprising the n%sjorit{

b ﬁhe trade unions frotn the state. ; Throug‘h the initiative of the Central x

. conmittee, the deBate yss conducted through the'press, through qnmerous g”A

.'“1'

i W
neetinga. and threqih the publicetion ofﬁpamphlets outiining and sdvo-

K cq;iqg each position. In the oourse of thggﬂebate, the great majority L

J“g

of party members were united around che "middle" position. The.point 1sf o

:Vf not simply that the party members wexg,dble to learn a’ great deal abbﬁt f
although'{ o

;f' trade union polioy through engaging in an intensiVe diScussion,
. -

”because thenparty policy '

R

this is;doubtiess true. Nor is it only that.

R

fi wss arrived at through widespread disqussion, the'minority who disagfegd,ii}

i

majority, but s Verg large majority, ie neeeseary%} and the likelihood

"ﬁh—of this emerging increasee as more members sre drawn into the~di

‘f practical experience of more people

“isvbrought to bear 0 the questio . Ti

7’*f5:fi1j ‘ Measures to ensure the unity of the party extendw eyond"this‘
P f T o ',




peated attelim:s by the enemies og the e Par y, who\ have wormed t'he:lr ‘ ,

“’f__; wayad.nto 1:,"’:0 wtdeh the cleavage axwgco use 11: for councer-revblution- '

o dty purposez‘ 2# FAcmnalism leads to the w kening of 'team-work be- H

tuc:lonalize t:he divisions\ amons‘-’"_ff he party mem- C

""f'_cause it tends to_‘_ :lnsti

" -'bers and so makes t:hem more difficult to ovetqgn@ 2

: ’_i.organiz.at;ions the membersf are grouped according to.

\

) ’.have to perform together..- ‘Factio .'",

o b » Q
= "ariea, because t{\e:lr segregatiop cends tov?ard backroom Po 1t:l.cking anﬁ
% > fw .

_ _cons‘piracy.-_ Thus, they 1nr.t=.r

o

_'t;par\ty member has a**policy whlch he want.s t:o prfomOte,

i:-facr,ional organization to cempaign fo

."':-jneed"‘ to form a specia
nization ,witixin

and should present:‘s:*il: to éme par-ty{ ;ga

o .-'»Ra'her, _he can

. trai ’.Comitte’ ,’ *and chrough““they Central Comitteei_t: ;‘ the party as a




-

,%1
letarian revolution, In tbis chapter th Wheory w:l 11 be e:gamined from _

»,

political ethic&‘% Sbecifically‘,rthi '

t:he poinf: of v:.ew o£-5

,;.t.

' 2ol oAf political organizatmn, j
T, :
because it precludes’&

f g*"eat m ority Everr mor:e

. wil.’ be raxsed’, - No cbnclusm?&wzll'be draﬁn as to th,.-democratic or

.o.

bas:.s fqr suc’n Econclusmn.-
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v o -

society, is that provided by what 1 shall call liberal—democratic ‘

-

theory Liberal democratic tneory acknowlndges the original conception 'ﬁ-

of democracy as the rule of thé peopl@ but, recognizes that in-any large

'!-o

andhﬂhh lex society the people as a whole cannot continuously engage in
P ?

-

rulings The state—must—be—set_up_as_a_specialized agency to rule on

) behalf of the people as a whole. This, however, necessitates that

g

-

certain measures be taken to- ensure that the state really does rule on

behalf of the people, that the persons who control the state act ‘as the,

v

representatuvns of the people and not as their rulers.” Liberal dgmo- . .
cratic theory meets this problem by stipulating thdt ‘the important

‘. . 0"? .
affairs of ‘ the government be decided on the basis of some form qof ma-

‘.joritarianism by persons electnd by the whole people. ThiS'solution is

tself cubJect to two problems. 'First, therc is no guarangee that a
stable naJority would not ebuse minorities. Second, it is possible that .
o
the elected representatives ‘of the people could use the power of the

state tB suspend or manipulate electoral and constitutional arrange- L

‘ ments and efﬁectively entrench‘themselves in power indﬁpendently -of . the

<

' will of the: people To protect minorities and to ensure that electoral

l'competition will be uair\enough to give the electorate control over

their representatives, liberal democratic theory uses- the concept of.
: o

individual rights..__

The- concept of indiVidual rightslis the lynch pin of libetal—

o . .

democratic theory as well as ’'its most distinctive feature. ln our in-

R A -

tuitive conception of then, rights seem to delineate a sphere of auto- SRR
omous action, of actiVity which ought to be free and uncoerced For .

example, that I have a right to vote maans, not that I will vote or that

-

I ought to vote, but th‘t I am free to vote or not as'I please. - Most
L .- . hg‘ . - -

I
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rights of any ' ficance imply correlative dbligations.. Thﬁs, my

right to vote obligates certain persons, gor example. the polling clerk,
to agsist me should I decide to vote. That I have the right, and thus
.5 that certain others have the correlative obligations, is a consequence

‘______—of—my“occupying—a—certain—stateslin—a—eellsetivity+__ln_the_present

example, I hold the status of citizen, aéove a specified age, of 'some’ e

country.. The concept of individual rights functions, in liberal-demo-

——

-
cratic theory, as a limitation upon the actions of any other persons

with reigect to an individual and particularly upon the legitimate ase
of state power. There are certain areas of activity within whith eachh:
individual is sovereign and may not be ‘interfered with. Most important-
ly for.our purposes, popular ‘control of representauives requires that o
each. citizen or member of a- coliectivity have the right to freedom ofV
speech and freedom of association. Minorities may use these rights to
' organize and publicize opposition to the present governmﬁnt, providing
N the people.with alternatives from which to choose their representatives. L
The poasibility of replacement makes the representatives reSponsible to
the people. In liberal-democratic th individual rights and majority

‘rule are complementary, not contradictory. '

Judged in terms of liberal democratic theory, the Leninist party

o,

is undemocratic because the rights of individual members of the party: are'“

o e

4 .
) severely circumscribed and because there is no pﬁhusible guarantee of the :

e

enforcement of those rights which do exist. To have any control over the

-

_ party leaders, members must have the’ right to try to shape “the policies

- of the party.' This implies that members ‘have the rights to freedom of {

speech. But from our outline of democratic centralism it is evident .

hat‘this right is subject to several restrictions First, freedom of
. : .- 4 .
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speech is restridted to wiews which do not contradict the party s com- fdt.

' prehenaive Marwist world view or its political program. This, howeVer,

is not a restriction which would be. EEIt as such by the members because R

membership in the party is contingent upgp acceptance of its political

: &

’ Sion had set it, that Wes rern Europe would‘remain quiescent.. Those who

continued to adhere to Trotsky s View were expelled from the Party.

‘.auseful’Or harmful to the revolutionary cause becomes appareat only over R

ver._further restricted by . the =
development of the party s,cctf5itiab and of its. progran, which is
elaborated in respbnse to the challenges encountered in pursuance of its o

activities. Perhaps the most important historical example of this is the fj

debate which took place among the Bolsheviks after their se!zure of

power as to the force with whom the RuSSian proletariat should ally

Self Trotsky s view was that the. only ally of the Russian pro ariat RS
was’ the Western European proletariat The workers would notﬂfind sup~‘

port among the RuSSian peasantry and so must bend their forts to: kindle

the fire of revolution in Western Enrope. The opposin view, championed

by Stalin, was that foreign workers, while sharing a' ultimate interest

& X
in socialist revolution, were in no position to come to the aid of the

fledgling Soc1et state. Therefore, the RUaSIan workers, far from carry- -

ing 8 "permanent revolution" beyohd 'their borders must ally themselves"hY

i
T .‘q‘

With the peasantry so as to\construct a. SOClallat bastion in one. country

\
t

For several years after the RUS81an Revolution it appeared ‘as’ though the3 o

.y

Western European proletariat might well make a revolution. But by the

mid 1920s it had become eVident that a- period of revolutionary depres-

EE R

vt . .
. . ’

Whether the objective consequences of a given strategy or tactic are o

..1.

time. Thus views. whose adequacy\is debatable at one time may later be ﬁtﬂ;;‘

N




u"

_a__————tt—simpiy—~this—means—that—one—ca et—Spead—all—ene—s—time—debatin5'":“‘

e

o N
- in the gprty, where they come indb\contact w1th non party members they

ftuted by the need to carry out the pracﬁical tasks of the party._hTo put R

E not likely to limit all v1ews equally.} Rather, the vaews of minorities

“Q effeotivness in’ practicei

successes in\theory.“ While not. strictly speaking; a restriction on

"Bolshev1k seizure of pOwer. Intra-party debate over t prépdsQAI;ﬁ'

the opportunity slipped away.v Two members of the Bolshevnk Central .

o

one is‘going m:doif anything is actually going to be done at all This 5i:ﬂ

restriction is not specific to Leninist parties but it is more pronounced”ff_
in them because of the greater extent of their practical activities and fhflﬂ
R . ‘ S

the involvement of every party member’in ﬁhese actiV1ties. It should be ,7"‘

il .Jf

noted however, that this is.a restrictron, not upon what can be said

«.,,\\. / LN -

in debate’Anm upon the extensiveness ef debate. Nevertheless, it is ;nf

*

S r

are liable to be handicapped in- comparison wifh’%hbse of the maJority

because the latter w111 initially be put into practice and even limrted

'111 tend “o speak more loudly than'great

,\

freedom of speech, this is a restriction upon the effective participa-

tion of some members of the party. Finally, freedom of speech.‘,:ii'

limited to intra-party debate.. Although party memberslmay disagree With

and try to change some of the party s polic1es by 1nitiating debate'w1th ‘

- are bound to- expla~n and defend the program and p011c1esfofuthe drty

despite whatever personal reservation.fthey may hold Illustrations;of.

‘.‘ ; R el Ll ‘_y -' L .,_-«
" 3 ‘,..A e

kel "
surrectnon Was limited bﬁ‘the necess1ty of reaching a defis on b'ﬂlge




\!Leninist party. But a revolutionary /party eeking to trans,form the:;'













"fhuman EXietenCe, at which point compdlsive gOVernment would no longer

N 5
. J;be needed" - Is the Leninlst vanguard state democratic° In dealing

./- : - .,,

"with this qﬁestion chpherson s account is both substantive, in that 1t

.ftis an analysis of the institutional strutture of the Leninist vanguard

S L
o state, and conceptual in that Macpherson dlstinguishes two different

";bfsenses of Hemocracy. In what follows, I will be mainly interesteB in

".’ché

x’s’ ‘{'r"

v;ceptual aspect of Macpherson s account._ Thls should be borne 1n

¥

concerned"in thls the51s with the nature of the ¢eninlst E rtz While
these two problems are of course, distlnct the concept of democracy ‘
bears upon both of them.,.; f

e

- government but to a kind of‘soc&ety. Democrady*in thls broad sense"




' '*} each individual has certain rights. ghus,ﬁ

1a liberal in one important sense,

he.Leninist vanguard state

-

"i would be construed as merely a dangerous and unfortunately necessary

step towards the‘fullest possible realization of the 1deals of liberai-r_.»

,\
Co

democracy. ‘Macpherson s" flrst sense of democracy does not provide a

’

basis for a distinct;ve Leninist conctption of democracy. ,h" ‘E"fyj‘é‘ ngi
Macpherson enploys democracy, 1n a. second and narrower sense, h,i';’,f
as "a system of choosing and authorizing gQVernments" 8 A democratic‘sf,ﬁiﬁp

r system implies government by the people orﬁat 1east by the choice of

the people so that the people have some control over their leadEif iéiff

vanguard state as: such, cannot be democratlc in this sense because the .

)

f rationale £or vanguard rule 1s the incapac1ty of most of the pebple to g_af




Qtion appears to be

B : @h‘ ’
‘f”membership is to be open. rs it to be "open" ‘to. all those who agree wit

LW
.v,

-'every theoretical, strategic, tadtical and organizational st‘

ut ,

arty has ever made? Or is it to be open to everyone, including-those

"..l“.‘

teoiop
?n&f'?;yho violently opposing the revolutiOnary social order and ﬁhe,aims of‘ ;

"'[_\’. T
~},»; the party, desire to Join the party in order to change the direction of

y 1ts act1v1ty and subvert its aims° Clearlj, both of these extreme
tf-#.., N R
g alternatives are ludicrous, the first because any party implementing a

v Q n *
"program of positive social reform will want to have at 1ts disposal thw

But we should not be blinded by‘

“-_'could surV1ce on this basis.

‘Maepherson has laid ogt 1t can only befthe decis

‘1.

ion »a;‘ng'm cha




,\-\ N _
sum.: It fs a politrcql qugstion which vagai‘

~
4“\

accofding to,a» ﬁrgnciple or\af:cording to a procedure.'

»..first of these altetnativeswill 1mp1y\ éome conception of“'individual

' rights. Thus, on-,, '




' .wxji_.j:eﬁ "’I‘rue._democr‘aCy, the? abo].i.;ion of théﬂ spLit beéween rights and‘ |

ssed in the £if3c c&apter... There it wa,s seen that.l.enin,insisted that




theory "by right"

whet:hér hé, Peter,\'

Lt

. °the *fotmation‘

"’AD'.: .




a party members.

to gain 8 measure of colleﬁhlve control over the cirailntancea in which
0

they exist.‘ On this conception, the Leninist- ' is democratic bq'

e

. total personality in the prax1s of the movement "14

- B e If every member of the'party commits. his

organizdtion dbans that they will be actively invoived—in—t

task of establishing a socialist society. Organized in cﬁlls which are

* 1

P, >

, ‘of party members will be extensive and continual Such a degree of

political activity both. presupposes and reinforces a strong commitment

» . -
o . .

coinc1de with those of the collect1v1ty, ds 1 prima facie plausible in

.‘: "\

' the case of the Leninist party, then the absence of indiv1dual rights

srgnifie not the absence of protection for the i\HrV1dua1 but the

. -
absence of limitations upon the energy and- 1nie1at1ve W1th wh1ch the
. ) .

Y

. ¢

, common prOJect is pursued and‘las Lukacs says, ‘Mthe absorption of ‘the.

- & : . . o
.

. ’

d

- tween the Central Committee and party members‘ is not one in whlch the .

~ . ;

cohtrol of one- group by the other 1s 8 problem. Lukacs writes,

- -'whole, personality and his whole existence
e+ . . . to the'party .. .,. then ‘the ... centralizing. .
o 'and disciplinary principle will .preside over
the" ‘Fiving - Jmteraction between. the'will of
*«the members and that of the party leadershlp
* and will ensure that ‘the will and the wishes,
the proposals and the: criticisms of the N
p members are given due- welght by the party . B .
vleaders. ‘Every decision: "of the party must

RV party and every ‘slogan leads to deeds in
- which indiv1dual members risk- their whole
R jphy51cal ‘and - moral existence, ‘For this very
4 . reason. they are not only well placed to offer

B ’
T .
' ’ Voo A .

o closely in touch with the day -to- day acrivities of the masses, the work . .

to this realization ‘af socialism., Where the interests of each individual

T

"~f S On this conception, the relation between leaders and masses, be-~

LT v‘t result in actions by all the members of the R '.f';

© - R e . . . -




-criticism, they are forced to do so«together
with their experiences .and their doubts,
A «eos (T)he active participation of all
v . members, in thie .daily life of the party, the. .
: _neceSSityﬁto,commit,oneself with one's whole 7 & -
- personality to &1l the party's actions is the —
'only'means by which to compel the- leadership

AP

meke~their;reso%

*

Q

‘ .party 'S inte:ests. o ': _ j o o ' “-:"3 o rf. w

hensible to the«memberg and to” convinceggembers
/
- of th@ir correctness, v PR S
. ' . i ' N
‘The Céntral<Committee member~is not'a representative'of the party

—
JESUE,

»~
members, that is, he dOes not ‘act in their pIace or on their behalf

ﬁ'Rather, his e&perience and theoretical ability maLe him a guide and a

f

senior participant in an ongOing discussiona' That his views may pro-' .

' I e
' vide the basis for party policy more often than those of-an ordinary

.’

party member‘does not indicate that he has _some sort of power OVer the o

s but that he is able to grasp more fully and qu1ck1y than

others the ost adeqaath neans for the practical realization of. the g

e
o

This line of rqasoning presupposes that the party does indeed
oo
constitute a genuine communit& of interesLs that a11 of the party

v, -

members are genuinelyinterested in the realization of socialism and that
this means approx1mately the same thing foi all of them.' But this is

to reason without acknowledging the influence of external factors, par-

3
’

ticularly non-soc1alist ideologies, ,upoen party members.' Socialist .Pi

<oy ‘5-
ideology and dedication to soc1alism do net exist in an.ideological

“
°©

4 vacuum. The market mechanism of capitalist society is accompanied by a

l . v .
pervaSive indiVidualist ideology which constitutes each person as a . .

-
- -

possessor of certain (tangible and intangible) commodiries_yhich have a
2

E2E
value relative to those possessed by others.btif ideologies are under-jf,;‘

'~-astood as in the first chapter,«to be "imbcdded" in thé practices in

M.

LN . " LA . ne'-

which each indiVidual engages, then no one in capitalist soc1ety or]the el

-8
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'41eaders of" a Leninist party wbuld be expected to be more fully dedicated ﬂh;."'

- B T T S A S IRE T SR R

first stages of sociali;‘P not even the most dedicated Leninist, can he o

totally free of the influence of individualist ideology. Although the 1ng
N _

' “to socialism than others, the practices associated with leadership and

"the prestige accorded to leaders may be particularly supportive of

:Aindividualist ideology.: This is not to say that leaders would repudiate

.

as identical with tne good of the party and of the working class. This

§

’ . [y

sooialism or- even be conscious of departing from it.; The point is simply

that a leader particularly when successful may come to see his own .
theoretical or political abilities as being of decisive importanqé‘to th.fh:
the party’and hence may come to regard the dominance of his own views
0 \ B

K
\

process could conceivably go so far as to pléce the Central Committee in‘fzt7f

v I

OPPOSitmﬂ' to the. paltt.nbership.. The Ieaders could deVelop an inter-_.vv-‘

est in the conti uance of - their oWn leadership separate from and opposedfﬁ"

" »* e

to.the interestS"f the party as a whole.A Thus, the aétive engagement

W e

of the party memb r% in a common prOJect does not constitute ilguarantee'i‘”'“'

of unity among t. different levels of party organijgtion, only a tend-’ :

v,

ency supportiv 'of it. 3 h"ff-fr: 7'.{{ 24"::jh!;_;;p;i.;*“

Theret\}e, Lenin‘st theory must pose the problem of control of

the Central Committee by the masses of party members. Hitherto, Leninist ff'lﬁia

theoret1C1ans have failed to do this and t;\g failure 1s reflected in

Lukacs' acoount of the'Leninist conception of democracyAbut this is not

'.o

to say that the prdblem is 1msolub1e for Leninist theory Events in

0

L certain approaches to 1Ls solution in practice, for example the assign-;{vhtf

ment of high level party cadres to manual labour but these pract1Cal

"o R T

. advances have not as yet yieldnd an adequate theoretical solution.v?fflff”f BN

China 51nce the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution seem to indicate ;;fff‘




.dvof democracy 1n a. Leninlst state.r

.fhaving posed thﬁ% problem and of having suggested_

" C:‘B ”Macpherson has the mer t, of

‘solutlon but as_w

i

e

' conceptlon of democracy.. The fact that there are competing concept1ons

have seen, his solutionxwas not a Leninist one.;ab&-;

To;pacapitulate._ in thxs chapter I have shOWn that‘the conceptp 5

G ]_,‘A‘ .
absenﬂ'?rom Lenlnist theory and 1 have outlined a distinctively Leninist‘

i

of democracy mUst be appreciated before the Len;nist party can be fﬂfff
} / 7 . v | N ,' o RN ,'
evaluated adequately. . In evaluating the party ilb terms of the Leninist .

T

concept1on of democracy, lt was seen that this conception contains a

'solution to th1s problem was seen to be of great importance. I am not
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