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Reading Assignment

Heilbroner, Marxism: For and Against (1980), pp. 141-174.


Lenin, State and Revolution (1917), pp. 7-20, 32-48, 69-85, 101.


Vigor, A Guide to Marxism and Its Effects on Soviet Development (1966),



pp. 97-109, 117-119, 121-149.


Lindblom, Politics and Markets: The World's Political-Economic Systems


(1977), pp. 276-290.


Bernstein, Evolutionary Socialism (1899), pp. vii-xx (by Sidney Hook),



pp. 95-109, 135-224.

Essay Assignment
As several of our authors have noted, Marx concerned himself almost entirely with the so​cioanalysis of capitalism, having scarcely anything at all to say about the operational details of the socialist and communist forms of social organization that were to follow it.  Under​standable though this might have been during Marx's own lifetime, it left to his successors the task of articulating and, in time, actually creating the organizational forms which eco​nomic and political life might assume after the passing of cap​italism, with little of substance from the master himself to guide their way.  This week, your as​signment is to compare and evaluate two rather different attempts to supply this miss​ing piece to the Marxian puzzle, the liberal, "evolutionary" Revisionism of Eduard Bern​stein and V. I. Lenin's uncompromis​ing, revolutionary Bolshevism.  Which of these con​trasting visions, if either, is more faith​ful to the spirit of Marx's own thought, as you understand it?  What is the relationship of each to the realization of democracy, how​ever that term might be defined?  Specific consid​eration of the fol​lowing questions may help focus your own thoughts on this problem.

1. If they agree on nothing else, both Lenin and Hayek seem to believe that a free and democratic social order ought to be the goal toward which we all strive.  But just what are freedom and democracy?  How do these writers (and Bern​stein and Heilbroner) de​fine these suggestive concepts?  What, for example, is democratic about "democratic centralism?"  What is the relationship between freedom and rights?  Can a person with no rights be free?  Does it make sense to speak of bourgeois rights, or capitalist democ​racy, or socialist freedom, or does the attempt to define such concepts differ​ently within different forms of social organiza​tion confuse rather than enlighten us?  Are there ways in which the meanings given these terms by the authors you have read can be reconciled with one another?

2. "While the state exists," writes Lenin, "there is no freedom.  When there is free​dom, there will be no state" (p. 79).  What does this mean?  How does Lenin con​ceive of the state?  Does Bernstein share this view?  How does Lenin believe the state will "wither away?"  Once it is gone, what will take its place, and toward what end?  Do Lenin's an​swers to these questions posit a kind of spontaneous order?  Since the time of Lenin, it has often been argued, as the essays by Lindblom here and in Tutorial I suggest, that although the stateless order of commu​nism cannot be achieved by people whose beliefs and behavior have been condi​tioned by capital​ism, it can be achieved once human nature itself has been trans​formed, that is, by a newly created Socialist Man.  What are the characteristics and inclina​tions re​quired of such men and women if the higher phase of communism is to be real​ized?  How do such ar​guments compare to those of the spontaneous order theorists?  To those of Bernstein?

3. Is revolution possible at all without "centralism?"  How might Lenin and Bernstein an​swer this question?  What conclusions does each draw about the compatibility of democ​racy and revolution?  Hayek, as we have seen, argues that planning is inconsis​tent with lib​erty, as he defines that term.  Do you agree?  If so, might the virtues of planning be such as to make its cost in terms of liberty worth bearing?  What exactly is "totalitari​anism?"  Is it the logical consequence of the attempt to plan?  Is totalitarian democ​racy a contradiction in terms?  We have certainly had ample opportunity to see Lenin's system implemented in the twentieth century, but have Bernstein's ideas, under one label or an​other, been put into practice any​where in the world since 1899?  Do you recognize them in the programs of any of the major parties or governments of Europe or the United States during the twentieth century?  Are the successes and short​comings of the mod​ern welfare state a fair test of Bernstein's ideas?  Can the ideals of so​cialism be real​ized with​out the violent overthrow of the capitalist order?

Please limit your essay to no more than seven typewritten pages.


