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Introduction

The great alternative: Social Reform or Revolution?

· socialist theory – from the so called “utopian socialists” (Babeuf, Saint-Simon, Fourier, Owen) over the “scientific socialism” invented by Marx and Engels up to the diverse “fellows” of marxism (communist or social-democratic orientation) – is concentrated on transformation of the present society;

· central reaserch interest: which kind of argument or conception of social reality made it possible for democratic socialism to avoid the final step into totalitarianism as to be seen at the communist wing of socialist thought.

1st Part

Social Reform or Revolution: The marxist heritage in thinking social transformation.

· the family of socialist ideologies, from the end of 19th century all more or less based on marxist theory, contains in itself – other than liberalism or any other ideology – two very different wings: a totalitarian (communism) and a non-totalitarian (social-democratic) approach;

· the decision, whether transformation (in the process of what Marx and Engels in the Communist Manifest called “Diktatur des Proletariats”, proletarian dictatorship) should be organised as a moment of violent revolution or as a period of non-violent social reform, is decisive for the totalitarian or non-totalitarian character of socialist theory;

1. Lenin vs. Bernstein: Revolution or Reform as the result of the interpretation of Marx.

-
in his first, large theoretic essay on marxism, entitled Was tun? (1902), Lenin developped his specific communist theory which focusses on the violent revolution to be organised and implemented for the proletarians by the minority of political elite, the bolchevist party;

-
central idea of Lenins approach: (R) progress = revolution (violence);

-
Bernstein developped his adaptation of marxist thinking to the political conditions of his time between 1896 (series of articles published in Die Neue Zeit entiteled Probleme des Sozialismus) and 1899 (when he published the central work of his revision of Marx Die Voraussetzungen des Sozialismus und die Aufgaben der Sozialdemokratie);

-
central idea of Bernsteins approach: (R) progress = reform;

-
given this conceptional gap between the two, Lenin one the one hand and Bernstein on the other represent the very opposit of thinking social transformation; understanding their conceptional confrontation is the primary condition to understand why or why not socialist theory fell into totalitarian behavior;

2. Anti-totalitarianism in social-democratic theory?

- 
political theory of democratic socialism has – for a significant part – been developped in opposition (historical or conceptional or political) to communism as it is represented by Lenin;

-
given this opposition, social-democratic theory developped several argumentations showing why communism could not lead to what was called “emancipation of the proletariat”, such as:


- insufficent integration of proletarians in the political process;


- insufficent democratic basis;


- establishing political party elite;


- seeing proletarians as a class-actor, but not as a group of individuals;


- use of violence replacing struggle for majority;


- seeing the “historical misson of socialism” more than the real, practical needs of men;

2nd Part

Revision of marxism in France and Germany: Jean Jaurès (1858-1914), Eduard Bernstein (1850-1932) and their idea of social transformation.

· in France an Germany, the most important leaders of the social-democrats earlier or later turned out to be defenders of the republican constitution and the democratic order against the communist idea of an imminent violent revolution; among them, in France, Jean Jaurès and Léon Blum (1872-1950), in Germany, Eduard Bernstein, Karl Kautsky (1854-1938), and further on, Rosa Luxemburg (1871-1919) or Rudolf Hilferding (1877-1941) have to be mentioned in this context;

1. Social transformation in the socialist theory of Jean Jaurès.

-
the socialist theory of Jean Jaurès is based a) on the political culture of the 3rd French Republic (especially on the so called Dreyfus-Affaire and political republicanism and/or political liberalism) and b) on the philosophy of so called Deutscher Idealismus (german idealism, especially Kant, Hegel, Fichte); he knew marxist theory very well, but that was never much more than one out of several pieces forming his philosophical (not political!) background;

-
for Jaurès, historic developpement, coming from present desintegration an contradictions, tends to form a “great final unity” which can be understood as a reasonable process of harmonic and active integration and cooperation of human life and social structure;

-
therefore, all social transformation constantly needs to asure a continuity of present and past social situation; revolutionary transfor-mation using violent strategies that do not integrate the whole proletariat are not acceptable and are not considered to be usefull for implementation of socialist change; never ending process of socialist transformation needs cooperation, integration and – therefore – acceptance of the individual as the central political agent;

-
central ideas of Jaurès’ political philosophy can be resumed as follows:


(1) ∑ (Individuality ( The Absolute)n = Reality = UnitySoc/Pol;


(2) {(R) Transformation = ∞} = unity;

2. Social transformation in the socialist theory of Eduard Bernstein.

-
Bernstein – as we have already mentioned – devopped his theory of social reform before Lenin came up with his interpretation of Marx; anyhow, Bernstein can be read as a response to Lenin, because his thinking became predominant in the SPD struggeling against communist thougt after 1917; Kautsky, who once fought against Bernsteins revision of Marx, adopted his approach when arguing against Lenin and Trotzki;

· socialist theory of Bernstein is based on a) his experience with the democratic political system and the refuse of the theory of class-struggle in England (where he lived in exil from 1887-1901, also Fabian society) and b) his experience with the difference between the political practice and the political theory: socialism did not do what it said that it should do;

· his approach aims on a re-adjustment of political theory and political practice in the interior of marxism;

· Bernstein, in consequently prefering reform to revolution, came to refuse completely the revolutionary social transformation; instead of seeking the “end of history” after the “Diktatur des Proletariats”, he found that social transformation by constant reform should be te central aim of socialism; 

· history therefore became an open process that could be managed by socialist policy;

· central ideas of Bernsteins political philosophy can be resumed as follows:

(1) History(Process) = [(Progress + Developpement) (FT)]n
(2) Reform (State) {Socialism + Democracy}
Conclusion

Democratic socialism as an anti-totalitarian political theory.

· the arguments of democratic socialism for a non-totalitarian political transformation had been developped in confrontation with leninist communism;

· reducing these arguments to a functional level, they contain a certain, interior value that – as such – is not necessarily linked to a specific historical context;

· therefore, these arguments, taken out of their specific historical and/or political context, can be referred to other political ideologies and can serve as a method for detection of possible totalitarian issues in these ideologies (cf. totalitarian liberalism, Vivianne Forrester);
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