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we can pay to comrade Lenin
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Between the anniversary of the Russian Revolution and the anniversary of Lenin’s
death many articles have appeared, recalling well-known quotations and praising
him in ways he would not have liked. So we prefer to point out two decisive themes
of Lenin’s work: his unfinished fight to prevent the bureaucratic degeneration of
the Communist Party and, even more important for us in the present, to apply the
essence of his lessons and experience to what needs to be done in our time and in
the concrete European situation.

One of the merits of the great revolutionaries who, like Lenin, followed in the
footsteps of Marx and Engels was their ability to distill the essence of their work, to
transfer it to a time and circumstances different from those in which it was written,
and to escape from the prevailing “evangelical” and dogmatic interpretations. Lenin
was aware from the outset that Russia was not the country that Marx and Engels
had envisaged as the anteroom of the world socialist revolution (although Marx,
towards the end of his life, had considered the possibility of Russia’s transition to
socialism without having to go through capitalist hell). However, Russia, at the
beginning of the 20th century, is not a “backward” country (pre-capitalist on the way
to capitalism), but “underdeveloped” (peripherally integrated into world capitalism)
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(Jorge Beinstein, “K. Marx: pending issues’). Questions such as the construction of
the party, its function in the organization of the masses, the question of nationalities,
or the struggle against imperialism should be questioned and analyzed in the crucible
of today’s concrete reality. In the hundred years that separate us from his death, the
world has changed radically. Capitalism has entered an increasingly decadent and
senile phase that threatens the existence of humanity, if not life itself on this planet.
The class consciousness of the working masses has receded in Europe and also in
Spain, dragging with it the left which calls itself revolutionary because it is incapable
of doing what Lenin himself did, which is to make a concrete analysis of concrete
reality. Lenin’s work is of enormous importance and covers the fundamental themes
for the development of the communist movement, both in theory and in practice. If
since 1850 we have references to the dictatorship of the proletariat and permanent
revolution (Marx, “The Class Struggle in France”), Lenin and his comrades of the
Bolshevik Party put them into practice and opened a new phase in human history.
Their method and experience continue to enlighten revolutionaries in the current
class and struggle to apply them to a different situation that we cannot fail to
analyze and discuss. We would like to highlight some aspects that are particularly
useful to us in this indispensable work and which have been deliberately ignored or
distorted by the reformists and all the “left” that is compatible with capital and the
institutions of imperialism:

-The tactic of intervention in the bourgeois parliaments, using them to denounce
capitalism and as a loudspeaker of the class struggle, not to create illusions in
changing the system of bourgeois democratic institutions and in no case to commit
the support of the working class to one bourgeois faction against another even
more reactionary. When they ask us to vote for the parties of capital in the name
of stopping the extreme right, we remember that the Bolsheviks fought against the
Kornilov coup without supporting the bourgeois, imperialist, and warmongering
government.

-The contribution on the right of the oppressed nations to self-determination
and independence, developing the concept of the proletarian nation and bringing
democratic radicalism to the solution of the historical questions pending under
imperialism, which only the workers’ movement can overcome on condition that it
carries its struggle to the end and maintains its independence against the nationalist
bourgeoisie. Today, the UN and the EU have turned the right of self-determination
into a mere political formalism to be applied to some African and Asian colonies that
remain economically dominated or to create divisions that favor their geostrategic
interests, as in Kosovo. Because of the decline of the imperialist powers, this
principle is a tool to educate the working class against Eurocentric, chauvinist and
pro-imperialist interpretations; it is a premise for international solidarity with the
peoples’ struggle.

-Lenin’s own definition of the imperialist phase (about the role of finance
capital, the development of fictitious, speculative and parasitic capital, the
impulse of destructive forces, militarism and the war industry, etc.) clashes
today with postmodern theories which empty the law of value of its content and
distort the concept of imperialism in order to adapt it to the limits imposed by
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“democratic” bourgeois reaction and the rules of outdated international institutions.

Even in this epoch of division between groups claiming to be Marxist, of
confusion and adaptation of the workers’ movement to the limits of the capitalist
system under reformist directions, Lenin has an orientation to give us: to work for
the political unity of revolutionaries while fighting to strengthen the practice of the
workers’ movement in the sense of going beyond the simple level of economic and
social demands. Raising the perspective of the socialist goal is not only possible
but necessary for broad sections of the masses to see a way out of the crisis of
capitalism that has plunged them into suffocating misery and precariousness. For
example, young people struggling for access to housing can directly understand that
only socialist planning can provide affordable housing, as Engels explained.

Lenin attached great importance to the debating, even of small differences which
could conceal serious errors of tomorrow. And he was always ready to debate with
all revolutionary currents, gathering contributions from Plekhanov, Axelrod, Rosa
Luxemburg, etc. despite the differences and the emphasis on clarification and
theory. We must once again put into practice the dialectic between the broadest
discussion with the class currents, without exclusions, and the rigor to define the
tasks of intervention and party building in our epoch. Therefore, we propose to
work in the next period to establish a calendar of debates to which to invite and to
extend as much as possible to other revolutionary currents with the double objective
of recovering class independence in the workers’ and anti-imperialist movement
and of setting socialism as a political objective that directs the different struggles
towards the question of power.

Just as there are new factors that we have against us (the backwardness of
the consciousness of the masses and the penetration of bourgeois ideology and
alienation in the popular culture, including the systematic historical falsification of
the class struggle), we must make use of the factors that we have in our favour. We
are able to make an honest assessment of the errors and limitations of the October
experience and of the international communist movement to avoid the bureaucratic
danger, as Rosa Luxemburg had warned and working on the question that Rakovsky
asked in a letter to the Russian Left Opposition: how to keep the power in worker’s
hands. This is to examine some aspects of the Russian Civil War, the NEP and the
problem of scissors, the first years of the 3rd International: Congress of Livorno, the
action in Germany in March 1921, etc.

Neither Lenin, Trotsky, nor any of their Bolshevik comrades were aware of the
bureaucratic danger that would corrupt to the core the revolutionary experience of
October and the first victorious attempt in history to build a socialist society.

Any historical analysis of the Bolshevik deed can only start from the awareness
that Lenin and his comrades acted in the midst of improvisation and urgency, that
they decided and carried out, and that in carrying out, they made some mistakes.
Then, they had to correct their mistakes in an extreme situation that got out of their
hands, sometimes making mistakes again in the midst of a fierce struggle against
the white counterrevolution and the intervention of the imperialist powers. The best
tribute we can pay to Lenin and his comrades is to learn from their successes but
also to be aware of their mistakes so as not to repeat them.
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Despite her limited knowledge of what was happening (she was in prison), Rosa
Luxemburg had the merit of warning her Bolshevik comrades of the dangers of
making a virtue of necessity. This warning takes on a special significance that
we cannot and must not ignore when we know the historical outcome that led to
bureaucratic degeneration and Stalinism.

Today we must put this knowledge to work, re-read Lenin, and fight again as he
did to refine the theory and methods that allow us to work at different levels: to
strengthen the proletarian culture and the left wing of the workers’ movement, to
give a socialist perspective to the social movements and struggles, to work for their
political articulation, to go beyond partial and local demands, to aim at power, to
take a position in a great world anti-imperialist and anti-capitalist struggle that is
on the rise.

This is the practice that we need as a basis to work with the scattered forces
of revolutionary Marxism for communist unity and the construction of the
revolutionary international in a process that does not allow shortcuts or voluntarist
proclamations; it is about responding with determination and flexibility to the tasks
posed by the situation.
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