ORGANIZATIONAL INTERLUDE

CHAPTER NINE

THE SECOND INTERNATIONAL,
1889 TO 1914

“Kant's results are made the -immediate :
beginning of these phi}osophles. 50 t}'xa
the preceding exposition, from EVth.h_;
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gues. In the 1880’s, however,
d America began to act in an organ
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Those American beginnings of the formation of the Second
International have been forgottent4¢ not only because the A, F. of
L. later became the advocate of “business unionism” rather than
international class struggle. When, in 1905, the very militant Indus-
trial Workers of the; World was organized it hardly got any more
attention from the Second International. This happened not alone
. to America, where there was no established Marxist party. The
- Russian Social Democracy, which adhered fully to the Interna-
tional's program, played a completely insignificant role. It was
small. When the great 1905 Revolution broke out and involved
hundreds of thousands it was not on the agenda as a separate
3poim. It had happened. between Congresses. In a word, the Second
International was from the beginning to the end a2 West Euro-
pean organization, It was headed by the German Social Democracy,
which was the largest political mass organization of workers in the
world. Bigness counted.
The Second International was established on July 14, 1889,
on the occasion of the One Hundredth Anniversary of the fall of
e Bastille which had opened the great French Revolution.
For.a quarter of a century the Second International was to ex-
perience unprecedented growth, be respected as a powerful or-
ization and stand for established Marxism. Suddenly, and
rainst the basis of its very existence as an opponent of capitalism,
it collapsed in the face of Western Civilization’s plunge into the
os of the first World War.
ts voting of war credits certainly was a total change of front
¥ its previous anti-militarist and anti-war manifestoes. Yet
breakup of the Second International came as the logical con-
ion to strong objective forces.
th hindsight, and much systematic study of the new stage
italistic development, Lenin traced the double transforma-
nto opposites: (1) of competition into monopoly; and (2)’2
atum of the working-class into the aristocrats of labor who
by the super-profits of imperialism.147 We will deal with /
t Part 1V, “The Great Divide in Marxism.” The point here
t the slow poisoning of Marxism, long before the collapse,
this day overlooked by people claiming to be Marxists. Karl
tsky’s works, written when he was a “good revolutionary
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d as textbooks by so-called revolutionary

theoretician," are use

theoreticians as well as by reformists 10 this day. The methodology
of presenting the results of Marx’s studies as if they were something
to be learned by rote, and disregarding the process, the relationship
ast and present in the development of

of theory to history, P

Marxism, still permeates what is left of the Marxist movement.**®
yet without the relationship of theory to actuality Marxism is
meaningless. Learning by roté pecomes, to use 2 Hegelian expres:
sion, “a pillow for intellectual sloth.” Nowhere is that intellectual
sloth more deep than among seif-avowed Marxist theoreticians.
The truth is that what has happened t0 the Second International
was only the first link in 2 continuous chain that is by no means
limited to reformists and betrayers: Itist
at the beginning: even though the “Organizational Interlude” must

of necessity be sketchy.

Engels was still al
founded, and at its birth, predicted its end. “You (Karl Kautsky)

put abstract political questions in the foreground and hide thereby
i ich the

the most jmmediate concrete questions, the questions whic!

first great events, the first political crisis i
of the day.”"*** This was true not only politically of the Erfur
Program but theoretically. In his correspondence with Kautsky 0

his books, the Economic Doctrines of Karl Marx, and on th
Erfurt Program™, Engels put his finger on the Achilles’ heel. H
e in his criticism of Kautsky's identification of planlessne

wrot
with capitalism: «When we go OVeT to trusts which monopoeli

and rule over whole pranches of industry, then not only pr‘wa
production but also planlessness ceases.” There, in a nutshell, W
the theory that dominated the Second lmernational, revolutiona
and reformist alike, throughout the span of its life. Engels col

do no more than criticize and wait for events to bear out
criticism. Meanwhile,

what was on the order of the day was!
organization of the working-class-trade union organizatioﬁ
political organization. In this, the German Social Democracy €@
<how enough gains to impress Engels in his last days. £

ime, therefor¢, 10 begin:

jve when the Second lntemational was

tself places on the order
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s; for popular education
workday and better wages; IC . ey
and‘ freeB(; 1890, when the Anti-Socialist Laws expired,
cutions. 2

165
As one German study1s? put it,
low species of human,”

Monopoly was “organized capitalism"
“the necessary stage to socialism.”

“the unorganized worker became a
fo
and looked upon as

n

i ,427,000 votes, or fully
e e ot of t]l?:%zf:.a ?’:y rf;{(:)g:e?w:my-ﬁve per cent of r.h;e _
opulation voted Socialist and sent elghty];omigls‘(;ci;e
Democrati I()l uties to the Reichstag (Parliament). y the
Igel?oc;:\t:ica ergillion members and another three million tr g
arty ; -
e ﬂ.lembel:s : 31’(‘; ;ngo:? e;::l?t::::ely organized soci'al-ist move-
e waslglh?:i ever seen, not alone in its mass political pa:;y
e ion organizations, but in coopt::rat:ves,' among ,;;
o l:m:;ol:;l women. They published an t;‘nhpress‘;:e a:r:\?oﬂd
A j amphlets. They orl
to, themse IJO:r::ei:; l:::')&f(::’ll; ':r(:::iia!;ist"l)rituais for births, wedd:no
unto themselve l'l as sponsoring organized sport, travel, 1.'ecrea c;.::.o_f
N W::) believe that their organiz?d strength, n;da:s Slﬁ-é
':‘.It‘:::‘l:z ?vi)gjl::i make capitalistic war'iull'l)ossﬂ;:fe'v;:;} ;:o:nd -
’ i ism 1o
Soci?l-DeT?c;; tl;;fo ‘::li;.)vv::;:}c;‘:iplt:eir ruling‘ ca_dre to '?e :fagz
gy i\e, ca )i(talist managers who were '-mlsmanagmgehl
o TEPIR.CE ;orces Iz:nd embarking upon colonialism and ur. :
producm'leatiou with military expenditures. . 1
e Pol’l:}l belief in organizational strength, which woteris[i_ ot
'T i sure the world against war, became c:har:su:l e
e ol mG rman Social Democracy, but of the who ; I o
allﬂﬂe * tt'wHerdie for example, the founder of the In epende
Hota - atty of Bei in, and a left winger at all the session
Lo B e, stat “A strike of British coal miners:
vities to a stand.” The

i

twenty per cent of workers. Even “colonialism,” which was fought officially, was not

-looked upon with such revulsion as anything or anybody that was
‘unorganized.” The conception seemed to be: the trade unijons
would organize the proletariat on the economic field; the Party
vi_fould organize it on the political field: and the youth would be
rganized on an anti-militaristic basis, 152 Then, when they had
_won sufficient votes, the world could be theirs,
At the highest point of the International’s development, in
907, the Congress voted for the anti-war amendment of Luxem-
urg-Lenin. Yet it is at this high point that we can discern the
inning of the end of the International. This Congress of 1907
s. the first to take place after the 1905 Russian Revolution.
flat great event, however, was not on jts agenda, much less did it
ake a point of departure for theory,
“The left revolutionaries (Lenin, Luxemburg, Trotsky) who
-make this event a new departure for thejr theory did not ask
‘Congress to do the same. None challenged the West European
racter of the international gathering at a time when the Rus.
working-class had “stormed the heavens.” None asked that
nt be put on the agenda. None challenged the dominance
he German leadership in theory as well as in practice. Luxem-
Lenin, and Trotsky!ss differed quite fundamentally among
elves. Their failure to draw a sharp line between themselves
sther political tendencies was, however, not due to their
ences. They were all more conscious of the similarity of
with those of the International than of the dissimilarity.
he spirit of 1905 entered the Congress only insofar as it was
tgrowth of the Russo-Japanese war, Luxemburg and Lenin
an amendment-to the anti-war resolution to the following
and “‘automatic.” ‘ i) that they were dl-xty-bound to do eve.rything to prevent
organization, organization. ntempt than “unorgan _a_l_l means; and (2) in case ox‘r war “to intervene in order
No word was used with greater col i 1t promptly to an end, and with all their strength to make

i ilitari tated:
cussing militarism, s ; . -
suffice by itself to bring warlike a'c‘u. loa stand.

ian, Adler, spoke of how the crime Ot
atis " bring the downfall of capitalism. No o
i 's lexicon than a

nd International’s
5\011 this was possible because of orgarflz_ 1¢

matically
popular in the Se
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In June, after the Cossacks fired on a workers' demonstration
in Lodz, Poland, and put down a

great strikes spread to Odessa and
battleship Potemkin mutinied. In
strike in Warsaw where martial law
month, there was a printers’ strike
the railways and postal ‘workers, It

ar to stir
156 d s created by the :; ol of
ic an cipitate
use of the ec«moir;rata of the people and P;i ugh to gain unan-
up the de(elpeSS- ation.”” That was general e
: 3 omin *
capitalist

link
: hat does not
imous acceptance. thing as Marxist theory &

jes apitalist

“There is no such rkers' revolt to the fPelelf Sttg:h(;i:dif new
the specific stage of ;)‘; Revolution gave birth to En iy, 1 such 3
development. Tt,le ! ization called the Soviet ( 0 ould mean only
form of workers org:;m even put on'the ag-eflda e
new pthom;ﬂotf;l;ireticians were m_Dt rec roletariat. The whol
one thing—t elaym‘s of the revolutionary P
these deepest

letariat as
Marx lived it flowed from the pro
concept of theory as

. n attempted insurrection, the
political crist the enlisted sailors aboard the
August, there was a general
was proclaimed. In that same
in Moscow, which spread to
was October before the strike

ere a Soviet of Workers'
Deputies was formed to direct and coordinate the strikes. It was
this Soviet which Trotsky came to head. But Trotsky joined jt;
he did not create it. The

the printers’ demand for shorter hours
of the workers in his d-ay pr and higher wages. The strike spread. The nucleus of the Soviet
its source. The concrete :r.trugglzst of theory. Tt isn't tlfat 1“—'-’-;“:_? s formed by fifty printing shops which elected delegates and
1(;8 sd the break in Marx’s Com]:;pt as we saw, the actions of structed them to form a council,
uce: “ideas.” But, t t,heol'Y'
k out ‘'10e to work ou
tuals must wor X

e Ma .
dcond“:'::l:ltk:f the 1905 Revolution, 190
as a

ional
d International Wi
the theoreticians of the Sia:;l;uld be seen the fa
not do {0,21 for Marx’s theory. In tha o tion was beginnif
1861-7; (;::co nd International as af;ll ?rg::;herence to Marxist
that the . . ite their )
rails. Despite thought.
go off ‘hi Nim:;;t no organization of Marxist £
" ther
guage-

They were soon joined by
tive body of the heretofore
and it immediately assumed
the centuries-old autocratic
ously considered fleeing, The
character of this new council
rom the fact that the deputies represented no fewer than

0 workers. That is to say, fifty per cent of al) .workers in the
_had taken part in the elections. After further elections,

d the Soviet decided to

workers created the

t trades. This was the first elec
s e
such thing happen

franchised Russian working class

hority which overshadowed
ist regime. In fact, the Tsar seri
er and authority and political

- ] he Be mnin 0’ the E"'d o the 83601;(1 jﬂtﬂﬂa“oﬂal‘_
f v
FO’m 0’ Wolkﬂs O'lgaﬂlzathﬂ. ”IC SOUtet

Soviet in Russia seems :r)\sk the grea
es ] .
eneral strike in Ivanov?ﬁfs’cow It was mad
oo ta(;g hundred miles south o nd similar informal
center tw factories a jalist unde
' delegates from of the socialis
workers’ de f industry. None 00
all types ob } . who was
drawn frol?:l an;{;ttemic‘“ to }[_ Tl'otskg‘tr Petersburg Sovi
grovt. me us of these Soviets, the St.
Lo
the most am

- he possible
riting about ¢ :
inland. He was busy ¥ is theory of permar
then in F}llnl:{luSSian revolution, and hlﬁntlhe Prayved the
ment of t -eh he then elaborated Certal- tY as the SPecm
lution whic activity later. But the Soxg;:d. not fructify th
tremendous-le that was so totally new, |
workers’ Tu

workers demanded constitutional freedom as well as
CF wages and shorter hours. It was clear that the Soviet of

g never before seen in Russian
nd it was on a higher historic scale than the Paris Com-

ne then knew it was the dress rehearsal for 1917, 1
on federation.

ched its peak in October. The
ogan was for the eight hour day and for the convocation
tuent Assembly. The workers were joined by the sailors.
mutiried. On October 17th, the Tsar was sufficiently

a Manifesto promising a constitution, civj] liberties,
al suffrage. But, while the liberal Prime Minister, Count

The very first

118
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anifesto, General Trepov gave police or-
» It was then that Trotsky addressed the
our foot on the neck of
Is a promise of

Witte, composed that M

ders to “‘spare no bullets.
crowds: “Citizens, now that we have put

the ruling clique, they promise us freedom. . . .
freedom the same as freedom? Our sirength is in ourselves.”

The workers, through the Soviet, had indeed instituted iree-
dom of the press by requisitioning printing offices to print their
own papers and those of the Socialist parties and groups. They
acted as if indeed they were an alternative government. They issued
permits for indispensible work to be done; they countersigned
municipal orders and imaintained their own discipline. The Soviet
asked the workers to enforce the eight-hour day on their ships. It:
was strong enough to prevent the summary execution of leaders

of the Kronstadt mutiny and, before that, to secure amnesty for

many political prisoners who were simply released from jail. Only. : part
Y. {2) These councils were spontaneo

us

in mid-December did the Autocracy dare to hit back and arrest d ma
. sses of people. No one had ol d the

the Executives of the St. Petersburg Soviet.
The St. Petersburg Soviet lasted fifty days. During that- tim

it (1) took charge of the general political strike; (2) proclaime
freedom of the press; (3) proclaimed the eight-hour day -faﬁ
called upon the workers to institute it by refusing to work mor
(4) organized the November strike in defense of the arreste
Kronstadt sailors and of revolutionary Poland where martial*’
had been declared; (5) assisted in the creation of trade iii
and took the initiative in organizing and supporting the une
ployed; (6) issued the Finance Manifesto in which it called upe
the population not to pay taxes; (7) called for a Consfitue
Assembly and autonomy for national minorities, as well:
peoples’ militia instead of the standing army. In the genera
of revolution it was joined by waves of liberation movemer

oppressed nationalities.
It was the only democra

down in blogd.
There are philisti

' philistines wh

tion of the word “Sovies.” °

draw the conclusion that “if"

{and thus a Labor and Trad

are ;
or “'Cou:g;vnbusy explaining the defini.
u,” after which they go on to

the Russi
ussian workers had had unions

never have been charged Witﬁs a(l',‘loulrllcil) the word “Soviet” wou d
the political and

revolutionar

Y

. overtones, The
y forget onl .
No “vanguard nly one thing—the
. 4 1 aav Stub
ished them wiglr Oxlp";gs- invented” these coun?i(;rn facts: (1)
volutionary phraseology Quite Sthnor embel.
. < COntrary‘

c;ve'r Russia toward the end
utionary “overtones”

cy and civilization that Russt

ever known. The brutality and ferocity with which it wi
down was because it had, in such a short time, done s0 mi
undermine the hated Tsarist regime. Indeed, when the: mem
of the St. Petersburg Soviet were arrested in mid-Decemb

Moscow Soviet first reached its climax. It called for
strike and the Socialists!®* were determined to make this'the

dlng their e
mbryonic, s
er as re, ..+ Spontaneous, inf :
1-hé)’. (Pghairlcijsst-c omposition and method ofI}I?:::'al §nd diffuse
son, when L;;ZCS)-ShOUt about the disappea::nmg' S
widy : . Fan
£ bureaucra'tl: lc:;gg] tg Plleces of parliamem:fy t;fﬂ;en;e
f di . iberal ‘penny-a.li . . § by
L -GIrect policical activity Ofpthe X;:::g;s gve way to
n people’ who

Bl
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i of
in their simple way directly and immediately de's;troyf the;_;::g;tives
:Jn ression of the people, seize power, appropriate cuf- emaclves
Wl:l}'ll:.t was considered to be the property of all sorts om‘llpmm)on -

i isely when the sense 2
le—in a word, precisely . "
Ofiltltilznsigpdowntmdden people is awakening, notf onily‘ ft:" il;zaln ::r eg
boo . ivi i or his -
i living human action,
books, but for action, for
L r1186 -
atwe;es: .this “sense and reason of millions of d.oxfrntrOQden pe:::;
le” nl:)t only was no part of the theory of philistines; it was
pa of the bty of he Corman Sl Doty e
i the
The 1905 Revolution ha mis °f baving taken
esses. “Therefore” it was not germ
Placedbeu:eggogmll\lg; one gave any serious consideration ]td t.i;e
o . e
a%:::lo?nenon of the soviet. Luxemburg spoke of the genlt-'.‘t::.l , ; r:i e
Ia)nd tried to build her theory on that phenomenon.me nin did
no more than join Luxemburg in an amendment to
Resog;?)?t;tionary theory is a hard taskmaster. It does notle:r;;li\;i
out of good will. It has no source but that of the prole

iat chat
in revoli—the ever deeper and lower layers of the F!;:it;;:ris bt
remain true to its revolutionary being. “The prole

ician
lutionary or it is nothing,” said Marx to Lassalle, The theoreti

i ow of his:
who is not permeated with this concept ,to the very Illllar:adica] e
being is fatally drawn to the “solution posefi bylt e ol
tellegtual which, in essence, is the bourgeois solution. e

as neither the first nor the last of the Marxists whg wasdw;i:::r
::: settle for much less than this concept. When |:l'u:f i;or:he N
nationa! did not steep itself in the‘new m?pull:e: 1:to e
sian working class revolt, it of 'ne;:.e.:sxg; :zfl:clt;ien gat 0 impuls
DOosi e—capitalis . at > i
fll;g'l; ;*:ewzflz?)ﬂil:xg ifgolr:. Indl::ed, the proof is not hmm;;iu :}:;h
her;omenon of betrayal but includes the revtolntflo:‘.'x::;;ga(l Retonc
5110 wanted to blame the working class as a class o A

mien
He thus anticipated the next stage of development, the developmen

i €
of bureaucracy after the Revolution, 1917-28. For mtl;:e '};e;‘::::i;[t
Lenin's death Trotskyism is the phe.niomc'monbto wa:r= < ‘.mrkers.” ;
compelled to create a forced idf:nt:flcatlon etwe 0 workess
and statified property that did violence to the very concep _

backward Africa and the Zulu Rebellion—-whose |

the: British proleta
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ism. Abstractions have ever been

idealists. As a result, they can no more penetrate the dialectic
in action than they *¢an penetrate it :n thought. Instead, these
theoreticians create “new Notions™ cut of their own brain waves,

freed from the dialectic of the objective movement and subjective

- 3 i, M [l [ -
proletarian aspirations.! (We will return to this subject later.)

the refuge of ultra-leftists as for

3) The End of the Second Internation

al: New Stage of Capitalist
Production and Stratification of th

¢ Proletariat

The twentieth century opened with the first billion dollar
trust (United States Steel). The age of steel followed the age of
steam. Heavy industry preponderated over light industry. Large-
scale production began to take on new forms: cartels and trusts.
Free competition was being transformed into its opposite, mon-
nd trusts came imperialism; and with im-
stratification took place in the working class
itself, between the aristocrats of labor (the craftsmen) and the
great mass of poorly paid and unorganized workers.

Once the Second International cut itself off from the new

- impulses arising from the year 1905—not alone the Russian Revolu.

tion but the I, W. W., not alone the “advanced” countries but

mpulses could
hey attune to but those of the aristocrats of labor?

No one was in the least mistaken about the rapid transforma-
ion of the American Federation of Labor from a militant fighting
rganization to undiluted “business unionism.” Everyone, includ-
ng Lenin, was led astray when the same happened to the Ger-

_s:et the line” which permeated them thrbugh and through, but the

ective base. The upper stratum of the working
ass began to have a stake in the super-profits of German im-
rialism,
-Where Marx spoke about the “bourgeoisification” of part of
riat and the need to go to “lower and deeper"
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tus. Iher 15 no l y
g s$ense OE ble k e ams Of th.e
€ onger an a lllg th Ch
ublqultous Capltallsl IIlaClllIle, nor is tIIEIe the fallltest gllll‘lnex

of the idea that “ i
the dictatorshi
] of the iat"” “
workers organized as the ruling claI:s” e sl seomran

t;lon of the relations of men at the poin

themselves. erlyi

themsetue |:;)he unde_r!ymg assumption seems to be that a rulin

e he or. orgam?ersw—would replace the financial olj archg
1 an international scale what the bourgeoisi o ,

on the national level, eolsle did o

Missing from ir pi

‘great warsg” was tht:::algl?ure OE Ca i

o seriatstic oo ctic o'f the minor “incidents,” from the

ere g arin gnupl_ of Af-rxca to the Balkan cauidron, They

ansion, and e irrecer I'.llECCSSlty and drive toward imperialist ex-

. oot e drrec orlxja able breal_tdown of Western Civilization.

the “trustified” conceept e(ffn "(::)t::l‘:zl::' or ‘;hat ising from

e ton of production” w

-{,[ fapit;;::on of the worker to a cog in a machine, the acta:al['he
progress as dehumanization. The German Social DeiltlY

acracy had
crac r)!; ! become part of the very organism of “progressi
. and was bound to fall with it f s @y

layers of the working class, the leaders of the Second International
said: “Since” there is only one proletariat, “therefore” there must
be only one Social Democracy in each country. Where Marx wrote,
“the proletariat is revolutionary or it is nothing,” Bernstein wrote
that to him “the movement,” (that is to say, the Socialist Party,)
was everything, “socialism nothing.”
That was a harsh statement, and “‘revisionist.” Nevertheless it
characterized not only the Revisionists, who were a minority, but
“the orthodox” Marxists who were in the majority. Indeed, the
German Social Democracy was never able to make as sharp a line
against the right as against the ultra-left. Anarchists were expelled
in 1896; not only were the Revisionists not expelled, but the
“censure” of them meant nothing since they were allowed to re-
main as authoritative leaders. They corrupted the whole Party. 1"
When Bernstein criticized and revised Marx’s analysis of the law of
motion of capitalist society, he was only the open example of
what was corrupting the inner core of the German Social Democracy:.
in its adaptation to the capitalist milieu. 3
Not only Bernstein, but the orthodox theoreticians—from::
Kautsky, who wrote “pure” theory, to Hilferding, who made the-
concrete study, Finance Capital—gave expression precisely to this:
new stratification in the working class. This passed for “Marxis
theory.” Yet Rudolf Hilferding's, Finance Capital, is hardly dis
tinguishable from the liberal study of Imperialism by Hobson
They are equally pedantic and filled with statistics. Hobson”
book is a pioneer work in its field. It was written in 1902, Hilfer
ding's, written in 1910, is 2 follow-up, with “Socialist conclusions’
tacked on. Hilferding is “for” the dictatorship of the proleta’rié_.t
But the proletariat in both studies is just an inert mass. Indeed
Hilferding's book describes monopolistic control as if it overcame
anarchy instead of deepening the contradictions of both “contr
and “*anarchy of the market.” His theoretical conceptions are.©
smooth, well-oiled mechanism of events. Contradiction has be
eliminated. As monopoly capitalism brought “order” into
national market, he argues, s0 the workers will “take over .
bring order out of the anarchy of the international market.
All, in fact, would be organized. The unions would manag
industry while the political party would take over the State appa
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