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"antagonistic systems of class exploitation vyln% for the nwivilege" ‘
‘doninant fact, and the threat of the third world war ls the over- - ij

1 7510 powers openly jockey fopr positions and allies, through a series

" not at war or preparing for imminent war, ‘Between the two contend- "
~ers .lies a Europe still suffering hunper, want and disease from the - -
unprecedented devastation of the Second Yorld ‘/ar, and deathly

,been such universal revulsion and horror in the face of ‘the ‘gather-
ing storm of civilization on the part of the peoples of the world,

_and at the same time never before has themé been such widespread

and unantici pated phenomena. B

THE ‘STRUGGLE FOR THE 'IOxLD T AY-
(‘APITA Tgl‘-u STA_JINI.S-T& ﬂﬁ T TITXD

The world. of cepitalilst" 1mperialism headed by the United States
and the new totalitarian despotism of Stalinism headed by Russia
face each other over the whole world as imperialist rivals and as’

of oppressing the peoples of the earth, Thelr "cold war" Is the

shadovwing issue, of all current politics, |
' There has been no interlude of pesaceful illusions. ‘The two

of warlike crises, Their diplomats and statesmen hurl defis and’
denunciations at each other in language seldom used between states

afraid of the universally expected desfructivnnnss of a foreseeabls
war of atom bombs, long-range gulded missiles, bacterioloﬂical S
weapons and radioactive dust. 4 _ _ o)

In this sdtuation a pana dox exists' Never befofe'has there

and a concomitant will to stop the made course to.destructions;.

fear that the holocaust is inevitable, Not .only the people but also
the socialist and workingecless moverents stand with - divided: mind,
uriable t.o orient thnmselves intle midst of new, unclearly grasped

-.The - working claSSﬂs of hurope, of America and of the colonial -
world have displayed no lack of flnhtmnw spirit and will to struggle
since the end of the Second World War. The contrary is tme, mani-
fosted by 'a scdrcely interrupted series of class battles, from the
Labor -Party-led political overburn in England, 0 the Stalinist-led
general and‘political strikes on the Continont, to the nationaliste
led struggles for independence in the colonial countries. The dan-
ger of war and tle. driving, nced far economic securlty ensures that

the working class will continue to flbht. - ' ' i

But this irrepressible class struggle is confused and 1ts ef~ ‘
foctiveness partially nullified by the »ise of a new factor, Russian
bureaucratic~collectiviam to the role of a first-cless contender for -
world domination.end by the dcvelepment of new tronds in.the
capitalist world which amount ‘to a new stage of the old sysbem, In
most_of Furodpe and in most of the warld, the struggle for socialism
is no longer merely the classic duel =~ prolctariat V3. bourgeoisie
~- ut a three-cornered fight for power, with tho working class
ranged against not oneo class enemy but tmo- a degenerating capitals .
ism which is anti-3talinist and a. totalitapian Stalinism which is
anti~capitalist, = :

The basis for the disorientétion of -the proletarian foﬁces con~ i
sists in this: that these rival exploiting systems are not clearly



recognized as enemies on an equal footing; thaft, since they are in

-mutual antagonism, one or the other is regarded by sections of the
working class as a possible 2lly -~ as an ally as well against the
hreatenlng Var e :

The first task of Marxists in the face of this new constella-
‘tlon of world forces 1s a thorough reorientatlon of socialism in the
light of the_neW'phgnomena in the capitalist and Stalinist sectors
of the world. This medns the adaptation of Marxism to the problems
of our day In at least as sweeping a fashion as the adaptation acw
complished by Leninlsm in its time on the basis of a recognition
of the new stage of imperialism, It is on an analysis of the new
conditions that the politics of the Workers Party is founded ==
"Neither Yashington nor Moscow}" = and it is on this that the 30= -
-cialist struggle against the war is based, .

_I_& CHANGWS IN CAPTALIST IMPT:'RIALISM

A, The Bureaucratic Militarization of Canitalist Economl

1, Under the 1mpact of the First World War, Karl Kautsky, the
leading theoretician of social-democratic refommisng elaborated his
theory of "ultra-imperialism,” according to which the organic
growth and internationalization of eapitalist .monopoly would lsad to
a single world-wide trust and 1nternabiona1 peace, Ve have seen,
in fact that a kind of super-imperlalism has irdeed emerged from
the adve nce of MOonopoly =« two superimperialist powers, each impos=-
ing its own imperialist sway over other modern and equally imperial-
1st stetes, Far from making for a more peaceful combination of .
national states, the world-racking imperialist rivalry and the in-
creased shift of all national economies for war and destruction has
been brought to a pitch never before seen. For the flrst time, the
life of everf inportant country in the warld, includinb the United
States, Is being organized more and more on the basis of a permanent
war economy and a permanent mllitur*zation of society.

2, In economic terms, this means the rapid growth 1n the
economic structure of capitalism of a third great department of pro~
duction alongside the production of the means of production and the
production of the means of consumption, This new%y sign{fIcant S€Ce=
tor of the economy is the production of the means of destruction ==
production of goods which do not re-enter either. into the process
of reproduction or into (what is at bottom part of the same process)
the production of labor power. While the production of war goods b
and the devotion of means of consumption to the production eof
"'soldler power" has always been a2 part of capitalist economy (where
its economic effects have been similar to those of luxury gonds con-
sumed by tle capitalist class), the rise of this production to the
immense role it now plays has been’ accompanied by far-reaching
chanyes.

3. The link between the economic and political changes thus

produced is the fact that the morket for this third department of

capitaelist production is the state, The rise to dominance in the
economy of this type of production effects, therefore, the partial
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"negat;on of the blindly-operating ﬁarketiQéftngﬂfagulator;pr>ca,ﬁ' ‘
' 1tallist ‘economy and its'replgpament,byvﬁhgfpartiﬂl‘planning:ofgfhﬁ o

(especially in tho case of latecomers like German or Japenese
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state bureaugrecy. 'In proportion as production for war purposes bew
comes the accepted and.determiriing énd of economic setivity, the

.rolé of the bureaucracy ceases to be limited to that of a political

superstructure and tends to become an. integral part of the economy
itself, This bureaucratization of economy in the capitalist courl-

tries leads to the grovith of tls state bureaueracy in size, in the

importance of its role for the regulation of the economy, and in.

class,.

-1ts pélative independence from the' 8irect comtrol of the .capitalist

4, In this stage of the dominsnce of ,v.':ir'i'e"ccvﬁ-oﬁxy and the

i bufeaubr&tizabioﬁ of ‘capitalism, the role played by stote  intarven-

tion ("statification of the ecéromy") changes accordi gly. - F'rom
its role 1n the early period of capitalism of farcing development

capltallsm), and from 1ts rolé in the middle period of capitalism’
of "sociallzing the losses" af particularly sick or weak individual
industries, its dominant role today is that of butlding or mointaine -
ing the war potential of Yhe economy in anticipatlon of ture .conw -
flict or planning viar procuction in accutll confiligte This ROW
réecter of tirication is founded upon the newfﬁominance of war
economy and the new role of ‘the state burcausracy, tending to sube
stitute state~organized planning for tha blind eperation of the mora
ket, largely at the expense of petty ‘capitalism but also partly at

‘the expense of "limiting or infringing upon the political and even

social power of the bourgeoisie (as in the case’of the rasclst war.
economies), . e , S / . A RS

5. This development has not advanced equally in oli capitelist

coauntrdes or all spheres of capltalist economy, being espectally
marked in those capitalisms devastoted or bled white in the war - R
(like Englend and France) end less merked in proportion to the wealth
of the country.(as. in the United States), Nationalization in Eng- :
land has already gone beyond the limits expected by Marxists (ine.
a going.ooncern, albelt in a state of historical declins, in par-
ticular still) oble to feed on the wealth produced by its colonilal
slaves, -If notionalizotion in England Bocs not: go further (say,
to.stoel) in"the next poriod, this will not be bedwico such o step

. cluding Lenin) in the days when British capitaiism atill appeared as = -

1s oxcluded by the natire of forces operating in the dogeneration

of British capitalism, VWhile.a nominally soelalist government
staffed by.the Labor Party is the vehicle throtgh which these

‘changes are taking-place, the bourgeoilsie has so far put up 2 céme

paratively weak resistance and the Conservative opposjitien has been
compelled to promlse that its resumption of power might slow up oOr $
temporarily nalt-the trend but would not turn it all the way backe '
ward, IDikewise in France, since the end of tie Sccond ‘Yorld Viap,
nationallzation has played a role which, befars the war, would have

heen scouted as impossible of realization under capitalism by all
Merxists, .. ; Co - , o ' :

.. -8« Tho all-pervading dsgeneration of capitalism marked by tho
new phenomona outlined above is superimposed upon its decades-long

. decline, just as the new stage of the bureaucratic militarization

of capitalism does not negatc but is superimposed upon its stage »f
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1mper1qlism. It rmust be emphasized that while, both in econoniic
structure and in political consequence, a new stage is marked, it .

is yet a new stage of capitalism, indeed of capitalist imperialism.
The fundomental social recson for the emergence  of this new stage

i8 the delay of the socjalist revolution and working-class Interven=
tion in cutting short the agony of capitalist decline in favor of .
a new social order based on workers! power, _

7. Out of this partial self-nezation of the capitalist world,
however, the new traits rising to prominence have more and more in
cormon with the rival social order whose power has mounted parallel -
with the dcgeneration of capitalisms Russian bureaucratic collecti-
vism, Thus alrcady in 1939, discussing the bracketing of the New
Dcal, German fascism and Russian Stalinism under one head, Trotsky
commented that "all these regimes undoubtedly possess common traits,
which in the last analysis are determined by the collectivist tene
dencies of modern economy,” and that "the tendencies of collectivi-
~zation assume, as the result of the political prostration of the
working class, the form of fburecaucratic collectivization.? The
phenomcnon itself is incontestable., But where. are the limits, and
what 1s its historical weight?" Whllc’in 1939 Trotsky expected
- this inner tendenecy of canitnlism toward bureaucratic collectiviza~
ticn" to be ahorted by postewor revolution and to be therefere only
of academic intercst the prolongation of capitalist degencration
and the continuecd ' polltical prostration of the wonking class" more
and more brings -it to the fore and lends it incrcasing historic
wowght. The limits of this tendency aré aet by the struggle of the

working class for power and, even aside from.this, by the fact that
the complete negation of capitalism short of wvorking-class revolu=
tion requires the intervention of some other revolutionary gocial
force which is visible in the western capltalist countries only , in -
broad outline, .

'8, This capitalist tendeﬁcy'bmfﬂrd "bureaucratic collectlviza-
tion," therefare, by no means erases the distinction and antagonism
between the rival social systems of capltalist Anerica and bureauw
cratic=-collectivist Russia, but bears on the direction of capitalist
degeneration -- given working class failure to T1ZHt the trends
crcated. Capitelism itself is doomed, In the looming war between
Viestern imperialism and Stalinist imperialism, the victory of the
former can be achieved by it only by intensifying precisely those
tendencles which push it in the direction of 1ts enemy, Var economy
~= bureaucratization -- burcaucratic plﬁnning ~= controls - regi-
mentation -- declining standard of living in the midst of "full
employment" for war production -- these are the social prerequisites
for gearing capitalism toward victory in the threatened war, It is
irresponsible and utopian to believe that the victory of American
imperialism in this war can be ensured at any cost lower than the
acceleration of its own descent into that modern-type barbarism upon
which 1t wars, The flght ageinst the inevitable assault of todayls

capitalism on the most firmly entrenched economic gains and democrate
ie¢ rights of the people is part and. parcel of the socialist struggle
against the war itself and its preparation, This is the most funda~
mentzl historieal basis for our slogan "Neither Yashington nor

Moscowi" and the refusal of the Marxists to makc the slightest ¢ O
promise with social-patrlotic notions of supportlnﬁ the capiltalist
side of a wor in order to gain a '"breathing spell" from the threat
of Stalinist totalitarianism,

N ——
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"~ By Nabionel Independonco and Capltalist Imperialism .
9, Tho degeneration of today?s ehpltdlism 1s most noticeabls
"ot its peripheries, in the rcletiens between it and the celonlal -, =
warld, The ond of the First World Var brought the strenpthening of
the colonial empires at loast of the victorious powers, The Second ™

World Yar has brought a thoroughgoing disintegration into all of +
‘world imperizlism where it counts most, nmong their colonial slaves,
. Por the first time since the earlywprogrOSSiVG days-of capltallsm,
“pooples in revolt have won their nabtional.indepehdence frem\blg
_powers. The British and French.empires, greatest in the world, are
- broaking up, - India, cl;ivss'ic‘exampilj.e' of colonial subjectien, 13 now .
politiecally independent, Egypt and most' of the Arab world are no -
longer under dircet British mastery. This chmge is not due %0 any.
change of heart by o reformed British ifmperialism under Labor .Party -
control, On the contrary, British imperialism has not. ' glven the
slightest sign of having changed 1ts spots =~ in Africa, for:oxample,:
where it still waintains a fim Hond.  Ner 14 1t true, on tho. other
‘hand, that "nothing new has rea’ll¥ happencd,” thot Indials indew
 pendence’ is a "fake," eté. Tpdials politicul indepondence 13 g .
roéal os the political independence Of ony state toeday-other than
KA ' thé Big Two themsélves. - . - T St

‘ ‘1'.0,1 ,-V&mt is nptev’m;rtby,f-r‘,ptn.t;m ‘p’léi;'n'c g o;f‘" viéw‘. of- the mat
prognosis, is thot this change has boen accomplished without ‘4" 80w

. " cinlist revolution and not unger the lesdership of the working olass
v in these éqlonics, If this stonds 1n ‘contradiction with the progm -
# . . noses hased on the theory of permaopent ravolution, it Is so.not ‘bow

cause the theory misroad the character of ‘the "solonial bourgoolwle,
but becauge it' did not envisage the transfarmation which has .achuale
e 1y taken places the accélorated degoneration of* capltalism md
frioe - therefore the dis integre.tion,of ‘capitalist lmperialism, Capitaidsmy
P felling cpart and held tozether at home through bureaucratlc mille - -
tarization, loosens its‘'grip first at lts outer fringes, The swWeep= -
©ing dnd world-wlde changes in the colonial world testify to the - :
entrdnce of capitalist lmperislism onto o new stage of 1ts dogenoram

.. 11,- Bug at the same time =~ and pqually characteristic. of the ' :
L  naqw stage of capitalism. -~ nationdl political independéncg has come. .. i
e to meon, less and' less in toddy's world, It no longer opens the doors |
= it used to, in the earlier day vher it meant .(for;the native boud- 4
o gepisle) the opportunity to itself enter upon the road of aconomioc o

expansion and. development ‘amofig ‘the powers of tHé world, For the S
, 0ld relationship of ‘colonial slavé and eolonicl ‘master, a Nev réw -]
r lationship is being estoablished not only for the former colomicd :
! dependencies hub é\;s,o;_f.or-'cqmt;rie's»;WhiCh,have«*enaoyad-;natj.onal»in-~
depcndence £or a céktury and moree This is o hierarchiecal rolabione . Y
ship of egondmie ‘subopdination under the-over-all hegemony of Amerie -
can super-Imperialismg > . B . : R :

g

" 12, This relaflenship, under ¥hich the situation of the ex-
‘colonicé 1s boing subsumed, is that which American imperialism 1s on
the way to establishing betwoen itself amd the advanced.countries of

. Western Europes #As noted in previocus resoliutions of the Workers’ -
Pgrtys since the Second Wopld Var, for the first time in moders
days, the spirit of national resistence has found a soeinl basis in

i
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these lands ==~ not merely, as during the war, directed adagainst actual
military occupation, but directed against the usurpation of their '
national soverelgnty by the United States through the economic levers
of the Marshall Plan. The relationship which is being established
botween Lmerican imperialism and (for example) Italy i1s not the same .
as the pre-war rclationship betwcen England and India, It 1s no ’
longer that of master and colonial slave, but of overlord and vassal,
The cepitalist-imperialist warld 1s rio longer divided into two more
or less distinct spheres consisting of a number of exploiting states
and a larger number of bondsmen nations without rights; 1t is a
hierarchy under the- overlordship of Washingbton, in an imperialist
system of mutual but unequal obligations with the dominant imperial. .
ism of the United States skimming the cream. The newly independent
colonies are fitted into this frameworlk, ' .

13, The American overlordship in Western Europe does not take
the form of politicel suppression of national sovereignty, just as
it did not in its conquest of Latin America; the vassal continues
under the form of a "sovereign" independent state, subordinating
1tself to Washington of it's ovm "free will" -~ that is, under the
compulsion of economic necessity to knuckle under lest its own
capltalist economy collapse, In addition, the counter-threat from
the éast, from Moscow, drives it into the armis of that imperialism
which at least seeks to prop up its existing ruling class, Thus
the threat of Russian expansion becomes, in addition to their own
ecotnomic weakness and need, the coment which binds together the new
American hegemony being established on the Continent and over the
rest of the capitalist world, Only by convincing the peoples of
Europe that it is the lesser evil can the United.States mitigate
the .outbursts of national resistance which would otherwise greet its
encroachment on thelr sovereignty., This has its counterpart in the
propaganda appeal of Russia to the peoples under its own heel, The
two super-imperialisms feed on each other, In the European working
class, the politics of the reformists who paint the victomwy of
Anerican impcrialism ax the lesser evil and as the prerequisite for
a "breathing spell" is pracisely the line of propaganda and éonvic-
tion which permits Washington to realize its world ambitlons,

14, Americen overlordship in Western Furope is indeed a newm
cessity if capitalism is to withstand Stalinist Russials assaults
on its bastions, It is irresponsibles == or at least inconsistent --
to greet the Marshall Plan as a necessary bulwark against Stalinism
and at the same time object to Americals utillzation of the Marshall
Plan for the purpose of dictating what its recipients shall or
shall not do economically or politically. Capitalist Europe cannot
defend itself while maintaining a real independence, in its present
stage of degeneration., Economically and politically, it cannot
organize itsclf into a unity, as agninst the Russian empirel!s in-
tegrated totalitarianism, except under outside tuteclage, As a 50=-
cial force, European capitalism has little er no appeal for the
masses, either in its own countries or in Eastern Europe,  The
European reformists, who have ncver entertalned the thought of

" socialist revolution as a bulwark against Stalinism, conclude that

the only "prectical' alternativé is reconciliation to American ime
perialism or dependence upon it, In cvery part of the world --
outside Europe too, where Stalinisnts threat is far-flung == the
politics of supporting America in its cold war now, or in the shoote
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v ingFWar t omorrow, makes_impossible any struggle for nationsl inde-
5 pendence beyond grumbling or pleading, Here too the shadow of the
. third world war determines all politics,

Co The "Theory of Retrogressionisnm"

15, If world capitalism, 'in its senility, is entering upon a
new stage in our epoch of war and revolution, accompanying this
development are retrogressive symptoms in all fields - socisal,
political, ideological, cultural, - The old system sawaikens barbaric
echos of 1its past, as civilized walues in the broadest sénse crumble
with the economic structure, The appsarance of these sympitoms,
however, does not mean that two centurles of capltalist cevelopment
and social chenge have simply been put in reversc and wound back on
the film of history, Thus the reappearance of national-liberation
. movements and strivings in modern Europe represcnis, on onz side, a

hurling back of working-class consciousness, but it does mot and
cannot mcan a throweback to the social conditions that prevailed

in the carly days of capitalism, Thus the hurling back of culture
in so many of its aspocts (most evident in German fascism and totali-
tarian Stalinism but visible also even in the United States) is a
retrogressive movement, but it does not simply take society back

to the pnroblems and solutions of a previous cpoche These symptoms
are superimposed on an entirely’ggﬂ constellation of social forces,

‘ 16, The political dangers latent in an erroneous thecory on
this question arc most evident in, but not confincd to, the formu-
lation of thie theory of retrogressionism put forward by the IKD
group, +#ccording to it, the process of retrogression "harks back
in reverse order to the end of the Middlo #ges, the epoch of !'primie-
tive accumulation! the Thirty ¥Yesars +ar, the bourgeois revolutions,
octc," and is "shoving scciety back to the barbarism of the iiddle
 Ages,' hringing 2bout "a roversal,.eof all relations, foundations
and conditions valid for the ascending developrent of capiialism"
ancé producing "the exact counterpart” in revorse of this ascending
developrent, croating "conditions in cconomics, polisics, social
rclations, ctc,, which are like the conditionz of the epoch of the
originz of capitalism," ectc, In the political conclusion dravm
from this theory, the IXD group, in enphasizing the "democratic
revolution" against tho despotic rcgime of capitalist barbarisn
minimizcs the specific and leading role of the prolctariat as a class
and even slurs over the décisive question of class distinctions in
the brocd popular and dewocratic movements against canitalism into
which all oppressed classes and stinta are driven by its decay. At
the sare time, by failing to cuphnsize the fact that for Harxists
( © the consclous and consistent struggle Tor ‘democracy can be concoived
- of in uo other way than &s the struggle for workers! power and so-
cinlisi, the position of the IO, which 1s at best ampiguous on this
( ) scorc, lcaves open a rebturn to the political program of the immature
proletariat in the days of immaturc capitalism, '

17, On the thooretical side, its theory ignores precisely the
nev driving forces of copitalict cdogencration in Ffaver of. o sterile
schomatisme YMar from lcssening the loading role of the working cless
in the struggle for both socirlism and democrncy, the degeneration
of capitelism and of its "democratic" scctions in parsicular more
than ever lozves the proletariat ~s the only social force which can
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lead all the oppressed in combating the descent to a new barbarism,
At Tthe top of the agende today for the socialist movement is the
fight for every democratic demand, including national independence
of subjcct peoples and nations, bHut this struggle has progressive
significance only insofar as it lecds to or creates more favorable
conditions for tle achiecvemant of the proletarian socialist revolue= :
tion by the overthrow of capitalism, -

D, The Role of the Social Democracy /

18, Thec degeneration of capitalism exercises a penetrating
cffecct on all aspects of its society and on all its wings, from its
reactlonaries to its liberals. MNot least of 2ll docs it affcet (]

" gsocial=dcmocratic reformism, in the lattecrts capacity as the bearcr

~of cepitalist idcology in the ranks of the working class, Wherc

"the socialedemocracy has seecmed to take a new lecase on life in the - .
countrics ,of Vestern “,urope, 1t has been at the expense of a change

in its role corresponding to the changes working within capitalism

itself. ,

19, Social-democratlc reformlsm is today increasingly one of |
the political channcels through which the "bureaueratic collectiviza- ‘
tion" of capitalism expresscs itself, The "collectivist tendencies" |
within capitalism press forward, and in many cases ~e as has happened o
often hefore ~- the old capitallst ropresentatives arce unwilling or
.unal:le to become theilr vehicles, hicebound by tradition and pcrsone
nel. Thc social-democracy is in many respects peculiarly fitted to
do so. After the First Vorld Var, discredited capitalism required
a "democratic" facc-lifting, 'sops and stopgaps; and permitted the
socialademocracy to take the lead in this direction until it was no-
longer useful, Today thce ncedful for capltalism is not democratiza=-
tion; it is burcaucratization, a measure of bureaucratic state
planning accompanied by increasing DBohapartism, Just as two decades 1
ago the soclalederiocracy “"democratized" under the irnprsssion that
it was thercby fulfilling an installment of its own program, so ’
today it plays a role in the burcaucratic militarizetion of econony
under the impression that it is achieving a slice of "socialism,"

20, This is possiblc for the socizl-democracy becausc == pro=-
cisely in that basic respcct which distingulishes rcvolutionary Marxe
ism from all petty-bourgeols ldeologles in the working-class 1iove-
rent =« therc is an underlying ldecological kinship betwecn sociale-
reformism and Stalinisme the aim of a rationnlized society plus a
foar of the masscs in movement and a rcjection of the working classts
claim t o0 social lcadership; its ideoldgy of collectivism without
trust in workers! demoecracy and initiative, This is also why the .
soul of social-denocracy is split throughout Europe between capitula=
tion to American domination and capitulation to Stalinisn, depend-
ing upon thoir rclative power, ‘here Stalinism has not yet taken .
power, socifle~denocrocy malnly gravitates toward the former; in
Italy, lopped by the wave of Russian power, it split between the
two until the Stalinist debacle in the last election; but it then
becomas antl-Stalinist in order to play the role of the vansuard of
the native, capitalist tcondencies tovard burcaucratization,

21, In tre United States, wherc the roformist social-democracy
is organizationally insignificant cnd capltalist dogencrgtion leoast



advaneed, this. ideologlcal rele.is adopted by oloments outside. tho.
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miniscular Sociallist Party or Social Democratic Federation e the'
neo=libefals: who have sbandonsd.the traditional liberal fetish of. :
freedom :from state power in favor of another fetish, "planned -

-capitalis,” i.e,, bureaucratized copitalism, denominated in libeval

jargon as "progressive copitelism," In.the case of American liberale
ism, os in the case of the Furppean social-Gemocracy, the same split
is scen, nowever: dinto the pro-American liberals and the prow-
Stalinist ljberals (Wallaceites, neo-Stalinists), while in both

camps ‘the well-known phenomenon of "totalitarian liberelism" grows
apacee : - - : B : ' T
. . 3 -

22, This development -- a modification of the longestanding

political role of reformism == b¥ no means erases whit we have ene

phasized as being the fundamental social distinction Botween ref orme
ism and Stalinism, a distinctjon which also determinecs a hasioc
difference in attitude toward the two on the part of the Marxists.
The reformist partiss are based on the existence of a more or less
free leobor movement in a more or less bourgcols~democratic- stato:
structure, Where this has ccased to he true, asg in the totalitarian=-
1zed satellites of Russla, the brsis for the social-democracy has
ceased to exist and conscquently the social-democracy itself haos
ceased to exis®t, belng absorbed by the Stulinilsts or converted irto
new underground revolutionary movements, E
23, In those countries, therefare, where the social-democracy
is still 2 mnss organizabtiorn, then -=- in thd absence of sizable
revolutlionary portics, which 1s the situction in Europe today e
the possibility cxists of setting up within its left-wing ranks a
pole of attraction for thosc- independent workers who wish to orient

~away from both Washington and Moscow, an incubztion centor of the

revolutionary third camp, This possibility doos not and cannot
exist within the Stalinist movemontsibecause of their totslitaricn
character, Reformism still acts s o tail to capitalism and, at the
same time, incubatos clemcnts of revolutionory socinliut struggle
dgainst capitalism -~ which means, by the same token, agoinst roe
formism itself, '

24, Above all, it iz not rcfommism which is today in most of
thé world the main enemy of revolutlonary Morxism within the working
class woveoment. Thet is Stalinism. 1In the period leading up to the
First wWorld War, the offcct of the devclopment of imperislism on the
working class was to distort its ideology in the direcction of rcw
formism, Today tle cfifect, of the burcaucrrtic dogsneration of copi~
tnlism on the working class movement. is So distort its ideology in
the dlrection of Stalinism. The dominance of social reformism wos
the result of the imperinclist development .of the system; the
Stalinization of ‘ths worlkring class 1e the result of the new stage of
cdpltelism. 1In this sesno Stalinism 1s the contemporary cnologue
of pre-war roformism, althouzh not merely o variety of rcformlsm,

E. The Socialist Strugzel for Demosracy

="

'

25, Th2 attitude of revolutionary socialists tovord demooratic
demands and slogons hos undergone substantial modificction in the
last period, cespecially during and 'since the Second World Var, under
the impact of the chtnges in capiltalism itself, Onc of the first

L3
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and biggest manifestations of this change was the position on the
national-resistance movements in FBurope a2dopted by the Workers Party
in 1944, At the same time, the recognition of the world Stalinist
parties as an anti-capitalist but reactionary movement highlights
the crucial role of democracy today in the proletarian struggle
against capitalism, in contradistinction from Stalinism, .

264 The. fundamental difference between the reformist and the
revoluticnary view of the struggle for democracy detes back in
modern times to the contrast hetween the politics of the pre-1914
Social Democracy and of 1ts revolutionary Marxist wing of the saume
period, when both operated on the common Marxist belief that. the
road to socialism lay through the unceasing struggle for the broad-
ening of democracy. But the Social Democrats based their fight on
the view that there was an unlimited perspective of democratization
before capitalism, vhich need only be driven to its ultimatc conclu-
sion in line with the natural tendency of a peacefully developing
capitalism; among other revolutionary Marxists, the Bolsheviks
viewed their struggle for democracy in Russia as inevitably bringing
the masses in conflict not only with the autocratic regime of the
czar but also with the capitslist class, ihere, therefare, the
former view led the Social Dcmocrats to adaptation to and support
of capitallsm, and finally even support of its wars, the Marxist
view led to the carrying of the democratic struggle over to the
socialist revolution, without vhich it could not achieve fruition,

27, The Russian October and the period of the first world
revolution of 1917-1923, which saw a . proletarian revolutionary wave
sweep ovcr all of Europec and shake up the whole world, with sovict
povwer and the overthrow of capitalism irmediately_on the order of
the day, also saw the formntion of the Communist International end
the crystallization cnd codification of Marxist doctrine as developcd
by Lenin toking place under theose conditions. The fundomental
diffcronce between social-democracy and rcvolutionary Marxism took
another specific forme: the reformists undertook the task of defend-
ing and proserving capitalism apgainst the nssaults of the revolution-
ary prolotarict, calling this betrayal "the defense of bourgeois
dcrocracy," Teo this bourgsois democracy, undcer vhich guise the -
capitnlist system was moking its last stand, the !larxists counter-
posed workers! power ond socinlist democracy. Under the cover of
the bourgeois-cdomocratic regimes, temporarily staffed by the re-
formists, the continued dictatorship and oppression of the capital-
ist rulcrs rcstabilized itself -~ until the temporary burgeoning
of democratic and republican forms in Europe gave way, once the
ravolutionary tide had rcceded, to fascism and the drlve to & sccond
world viar. .

28, This last strugglec against the bourgeoils-domocratic form
of cepitalism, hovever, left its lasting impress on the Marxist
movement and on its attitude tovard the struggle for dcmocracy under
capitalism. WYhile it is certainly not excluded that, with the rise
of & sccond wave of world rcvelution, hourgeois democracy (or vhat
is loft of it) will agnin be 2ble to be counterposcd to workers?
powrer, in 2 lost attempt to hcad of £ the finnl overthrow of copital-
ism, the precscent treonds and rclations of forces in the vorld call
imperatively for the rcvival of the revolutionary larxist struggle
for democracy, excmplified by the Bolsheviks, which lcd up to the
first world rcvolution, and not the mochonical repotition of the
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fslogans and attitudes which were rharacteristic while the direot

~that this rcvival has becn delayed in.the Marxist movoment can be

1917-1923 on an oven higher planc. Tho actual aftcrmath of the warp

an, imprrative necnssity.,

cratic. collectsvizabion 2nd Bonapartism, The "dcfcnse of bourgcois
- democracy" oonauothd bg the rcformist Social Democracy today, this

" drive them and their similaps to whitowash and condono - L1eC ey nOt

 domocracy mnoecssitated by capitalismts dcgoncration. In the United

‘mOblliZO the massos for tko abolition of caolunlism.

_ manifoste 2tlons of degenoerate capitalism; 1is implacably opposcd to

pedaled or sidctrackcd because of its offcet on Unitod States power

A, The Noture of Btalinism

struggle for socialist power was on-the order of the day . The faét'

ascribed to two factors besides political inertia in.general: the
effect of the Stalinization of the Communist Internetional even upon
those who broke with Stalinism (1ikp the Trotskyists); and the ~
univorsal expectation of the Marxists that the outbreak of the Second
World Vdr would be the prelude to a second worldewide upsurge of
proletarian povolution which would bring back the conditions of

makes the roadaptation of thc MarAist-Leninlst st“ug glo for demOnracy

29, The trcnd of caplvallsm today 13 not toward domocratiza-
tion but its roverseg mllitarization and suthoritarianism, "burcau-

time as a "lessor cvil' in conparison vith Stalinism, is such as 'to

struggel against but support --"an uncnding scrles of inroads upon

States, as has been notoed, ovdn "old-fashioncd" liboralism-is giving
way to cmphasis upon statism instcad of democratic controls aas thoe
curc to the ovils of capitalism. Only the. rovolutionarj socialists
today can inhcrit and p“osecutb militantly and consistontly tho . ;
fight for tho defonse of cvery democratic right undcr-capitalism, K
and for tho oxtconsion of democracy, &s part of its strugglc to 4

304 lhp key to the struggle for sociﬂllsm today is tho strugglo b
for domocracy == the fight 0 awakon a mass movement boehind the most 7~
thoroushgoing domocratic demands as an indispensablc means of leade
ing this fight on to socialism. Thg Workers Party theroforc sccks
to bo the champlon of cvory popular democratic struggle against tho

cvery plca that any such strugglec should be subordinated, softe

in its strugglc for the world against Stalinist Russia; end deter-
mincd to push such a fight for thoroughgoing domocracy consistertly
and unwavcringly to its final conclusion, a socialist dOmOCV&CY.

. II, STALINISM AND THE RIQu OF THE NEV RUSSIAN EMPIRE

]

3l. Tho bosic onalysis of the Russian statc and of Stalinism
which has been dovoloped by the ‘lorkers Party, llke every other
thcecory on this uUbJLCt has boen tested "in the past two yecars by a
scriocs of cvents of world importance, ,We can ascertain that 4t has
not only stood up undcr this test but that it has shovm itsélf’ to
be tho only lino along which these events can be understood,

32. During the pcriou sinc‘ the cnd of the war, Kussia has
cmerged not only as a2 major imperialist power but as one of the Blg
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Two of thc carth, Its imperialism has matured and expanded with a
rapidity charactcoristic’ of change in our cpoch. Beginning the war
as Hitler's junior partner in the Stalin-Nazi Pact, it is today cap-
italist Americal's only rival for world domination -- a rivalry not
only botwecn different imperialists but also between two diffcrent
systems of class cxploitation, which mcet cach other with differcnt

- political, social and economic wecapons in the struggle for the
"right" to oppress thc people., Russia has not mercly "expanded;"

‘it has set out to build and has already acquired in part a far-flung
cmpire on every side of its own borders, consisting of states which -
are not mercly "satellites" but subject nations held in chains by
the same totalitarian terror that operates within Russia itsclf,

The cuphomilsm of FKussian "expansionism" as a substitute for "impcriala-
ism" can be used only if all reality 1s ignored, : :

. 33, During thc past two years the unfolding of Stalinist poli~
¢y, in the satellite states cspecially, has helped to confirm and
clarify the nature of Russia and Stalinism, First and forcmost
among thesc developments has been tho clear fact that the Stalinist
‘rcgimes have without exception pursucd a policy of burcaucratlc na-
tionalization of cconomy and decstruction of thc capitalist class,

In all of the satcllite zone, the major part of industry has bcen
- nationalized; whatcver sector of the economy still remains in pri-
vate hands is almost cxclusively made up of small enterprisc, and
évcn these are rapidly on the way to complcte nationalization or
staetc control, The socio-cconomic system, as well as the political
system, has been made identical with that of Russla itself in every
important respcct. The bourgeoisie has been expropriated not only
politically but cconomic ally, The cvent which marked this develop-
ment most dramatically wos the CP coup in Czechoslovakia in February
1948, this being the last country in the Russian cmplre in which
the bourgeoisic had rotdined any vestlige of political control.

: . ) .

34, With this demonstration the lost props have becn knocked
from under the two thcories on the "Russian question" herctoforc
ROSGd in the Marxist movement os alternatives to our owm, The

orthodox" Fourth Intornational thoory that Russia is still o (de-
genereted) workers state since "nationalizced property cquals workors
stote,” now requircs the conclusion that the East Europcan satcllites
are likcwisc "workers states." But this means that Stolinism «= by
no matter what uncxpected or unpleasant means -- has showvn its abili-
%y to make the socicl revolution and overthrow capltalism in favar
of a form of workers! powcr, ‘It means furthcr that whilc the work-
ing class and a rcvolutionary socialilst workers party is a good
thing and perhaps even necccssary for a further healthy dovelopment
of the "rovolution," they arc not nccessary for the moking of the
sociallst revolution. It mcans further that the only rolc to be
playod by the revolutlonary party 1s as a democratic opposition 1n,
or wing of, thc Stalinist movement. VWhile formally only the British
scetion of the Fourth International has actually openly acknowledged
the conclusion that the satcllite countries are workers states, the
reoaction of the Fourth Intcrnotionzl to the Tito~Btalin brccok demons
stratcs thaot 1t is actually tonding to assume this character cnd
rolec of a "loft wing' or "democratic wing" of Stalinism, Vhile
tradition and prcssurc from within may. slow up or zigzag this trend,
it 1s unquestionably demanded by tho theory to vhich they still
Cling. :
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tho sdme 1is cven more tiue of the theory that Russia is essentially

R 35, If;thq “workors ! stato" position has bzon weéll nigh takeh  J
out ‘of the realm of theorctical dispute by its rcfutation in life,. '

capitalists -~ whether capitagiSm'heavily ovorladen by statification,
or capitalism "at its highest pcak of development -w or the theery
that Russia is developing in the dircction of eapitalism. The
destruction. of capitalism and of the capitalist class, the refusal

of the Stalinist rulers to compromise with it, politically ar
sconomically, in the satellite 2zone, leaves no wmora room for doubt v
that we have here o ‘sosinl . system dlffgrent from and antagonistie X
to the capitalist system in any form. 'Heanwhile, on the negative -’ A
side, in Russia-itself all prodictions of intcrnal Russian develop- 2%

ment based on oither the "workers state" or "stato capitallst" theory -

have uttorly failed to show tho alightzst sign of being reallped, -

.. 36¢ In noting tho confirmtion of the Yorkers Party analysis
‘of Russia and Stalinism by -the events df the past two years, it must -
not be concluded thet the Russian state and social systom, or the o

‘intornational ‘Stalinist movemsnt, is alrcady o finished social forma-
" tion, about which a finol seb of formulas can be dravn up. Stalin-

ism itself. is still mceting ney probloms as a result of its mew )
polo in the world and its cheracteristics are emerging -- even to

'itsclf -~ only step by step as 1t grapples with 1ts now. probloms, N
. It 1s only in this sense that we can and do claim Thot the theory B
‘of burdaucratie collectivism hos shovm itself to be the indisperns- -

ablc key to undcrstanding the Stelinist phonomona,

.~ . 37, The sweeping character of Stalinlst nationalization in.
Eastcrn Europc also rcinforces snothoer concluslon, - It has been.
traditional in the Marxist analysis of capitalist phconomona to make
or slleow o .distinction between the "progressive form! and "reaction-

_dry soclal content" of cortain capitalist. developments (1like the

growth of monopoly out of large=scele production)e The sense in
which the tem “progrecssive in form" was applied to monopoly was
cénteined in the thought that tho concentration and centralization

of laorge=-scale industrial onterprisce in tho haonds of a fow capital-

ists prepared the way toehnologleally for socialist collectivization,

. provided in fact the prorcquisitos for the latter, This wos and is

corréct. L% 1s impossible, however, to apply the saome distinction

to the burcaucratic nationalization of industry undor Stalinism, -
Stalinlst nctionclization is in no sc¢nse at all a prercquisitc for

tho socialization of the moons of production; nor docs it ' prepare
the way" for the latter. Industrialization ond centralization in

the pcst reprosentod the impact of what Engels metaphoricelly called
ithe inveding socialist societby" upon capitalism, doveloping capital-

. 1ism fo tho point whore socialism first becamo Fossiblo;’ Stelinist

nationalization and industrialization reprosents not a ncecssary

' preparation for soclalism but on abortion of this pro-soeinlist

cvolution, rcsulting in a social system which is tho doadly cnomy

"of socialism, Tho form of natlionalizcd cconomy por sc as opposcd

to capitalist propcrty forms can be characterizcd only as "potene
t1nlly more officioent”™ - on abstraction which pérmits a social
charcetérization of cctuzl phonomena only glven a live historical

.contoxt,

38, Stalinkt nationaliéation, thorefore, is in no sonsc pro-

.gressive, occurring 2s it docs at a time whon the probldem before



socity on a world scale 1s no longer that of abolishing the dominae-
tion of man by nature (sufficient .at least for the realization of
socinlism) but when the problem is that of .2bolishing the donmination
of mon by man, This is the only basic criterion for the category

of "P?Ogressiveness" in today's world, and meanss that is "progres=-
sive" which is a prercquisitc for, or does in fact lead to, the
estoblishment of socialist democracy.

B, Tho Stolinist Rond to Power in the Satellites

29, The ovents of the past poriod have provided also the his-
torical spectacle of new Stalinlst states and burcaucracies in the
proccss of formetion. Up to tho end-of the war, burcaucratle collcc-
tivism, which was cnalyzed as & now social formation differont from
both copitalism and socialism (as wecll as from all pre-copitalilst
socictics) was still a.Russion phenomenon, limited to onc country,

An analysis of this ncw socicty through this onc case was complicated.

by the fact that in this singlc spccimen burcaucratic collcctivism
had zrisen through the dogencratlon of -a nationally=-confincd social-
13t rovolution, In the corly years of the war, this burcaucratice
collectivismein-onc—country alrcedy had expondod its ovm borders
through purcly military conquosts, but had not yot spawned, The
burcoucratic-collcetivist states sot up by Stalinism in Hast Europe
did not arisc through the degencration of a socizlist rovolution in
poweTe Nor did they all arisc in oxoctly the samo way. In the

case of Poland, Rumania and Bulgaria, for oxample, the Stalinist
rogimes werc sct up, from the beglnning of tho "liberation" (from
the Nazis), on thc bayonets of the Russian army 2as purc-and~simplc
quisling rcgimes, put into powvcr by military uknse ond maintained in
pover by terrorism, If any other road to power was possiblc in
these cascs, the Russions at any rate did not cxperiment with 1t,
although individual bourgools captives were tomporarily utilized as
figurchcads t o casc the transition, \Those satellites werc and aro
nothing but formnlly independent satraples of .the Russicn power,

40, In Czochoslovakia, however, after five months of milltary
occupation, the Russians loft bohind 2o mixetd government, in which
the Comrunist Party was handed control over the central institutions
of stato power (army, policc) and of propagindd; but at the sanme
timc & cortain measurc of political power wos sharcd with ropresentas
tives of tho shattored and weakened bourgeoisie who cngaged thene
sclves in roturn to follow the pro-Russian line in internotionsl re-
1rtions, The diffcrence between Czochoslovekia and the first type
of satcllitc was dctormined esscnbially not by any grcater powcr
cnjoyed by the Czech bourgeoisic as against tke Polish, ctc., but
by the oxistonco of o proletariat which was the most numcrous and
the bost organized in Enstern Buropc. The Czech CP did not darc to
rove Jor completc control until in the intorvening period it hod
suicanced in insuring its roar by subjugating and brecking possible
pesissonce by the working class to complcte totalitarinnization
thr ocagh o regime of constantly stopped-up gerror. In thc cnd the
St~iinist drive to gathoer all power into thelr own hands achicved
auce 388 by counting on the passivity of the working class in thoe
fayc of o coup frowm cbove by picked torror squads rocruited from the
C proteberiat and uscd against the prolctariat,

41, Thc paszive rcoction by the Czech proletariat to the coup

S Tt




.ﬁn power was already in the hands of the Ste ‘linists ds o result. of “the-
*,power but merely utilizing 1% to.complete the totalitapianizatich
-camrion broder with Russif as well as its original. nilitary occupation
by Russic, hod clready put it in Moscow's: orbit from the beginning; -
-and this objective fact was recognizeéd by'all. The coup represented ‘
‘vbourveois politiciﬂns and their followérs that’ their’ ‘¢ ambry’ could
_4hﬁltnrn atlve visible to the workers which did not involve dependénce‘ri'
‘on the t6tally discredited bourgooisie, which wes clinging to fts

" ‘ovn economie power by o thread.amd. to,lts political poior by suffor~
. ance, Like the majority of Eurapean workers, the Cgech. prolctsriat

T in Czechoglovakis did not bake .place ‘completoly under Rushj
“but:wns at lecst consummated after o semiwpublic: strugglé*

the. Stalinists placo their anti-capitalist faae out in front,. 1t 1s
tlve power. fop corclling militant and revolutionarny clementd: in\the

power,. the capiualist ¢lass, In most of fSastern Europe, whore % e

- bogymon, 1t excreised a graVitotiOn“1 pull Gﬁ“sociﬂlist Workorse KR
‘With the tightening of its .dvm rcins and the pregrossive cnfecbloment .
of oou“goois ¢mtrol in: the. geve“nment, ;ts influence: over' the ile- @ °

. Fiorlingor before the ecoup).. hroughout in ‘any ‘casc, the Stalinists

'1a+tor wore unvoliable p"ops

.« “burcaueracy. -In the conditions of tho sctellido zone, the first

: 'rccrulting group ls the labar-and sqcizal ddmocratfe bureancracy it-
‘self, Alrcedy noted 1n Part I is the oxtent Of the- idcologlienl
‘kinship botweon the burcaucracies: of oformism sd Stalinism ‘and, 0s
“the countrrweight in the capi*\list countﬁios, tho diffbfont social

‘1s 1loft rooticss ond its habitual vicys- of thought and life push scCe

LmlEe

was based on the f0110W1ng condmtzons- (1) The essense of state
ssidn conguest;. the Stalinisbts were not overthrcwing the stote-

of ‘the country. (2) Czechoslovakials geogra aphical ‘position angd

ho chfuge in this respect byt only blasted the illusions  of -the

ravolvu in Russia's orbit as o maveriek planet. ' (3) ‘Thers was ho

in the mass looked with hope:only to soelalism, nor was there loft
o viable bourgeoisios which could appear cven ag a practicel losser
evil to Stalinism. In such on impasse, the immedinte altornatives

ore only support of the Stalinist  dlctatorship for vonql or 111usoryx?
reqsons, or passive toleration and immobilization. L e

42, The fact, howover, that the Stalinist rord to totcl pq»mr

politienl -forces permits an insight into ‘another’ ‘aspeet. ofsthe n“ture',
of :Stalinisms Tho CP apparatus, which come riding in op the Russian
armyts gun=carriggés, sought ta ostoblisgh’’ soclal roots of "iks owh :
within the country, In"the West (G.g,y ”rance and” Italy) where

well known that the Stalinist movemoent hos- displa?od great . Tttr“0~~~f
vorking c¢lass vho sce no other - -mass party. fighting the enemy in -

CP leadcrship -was plucked out of Moscow!s Hotol Metropcle ond placad:‘
on top, the consequences apc difforent.Insofar os ond as Jong as the’
Czech CP was still able bto usc the romants of the. bourgésisie ds a

lusions -of the workors ard 1ts posséssion’ 'of their active support
wancd (ocege; victopy or the. anti-Stalinist ving Qf the SDP over'

sought, ant found, points of  suppork OUuSidG +the circle of prow
Stalinlst Wwrorkcrs with rcvolutionary illusions, knOJing that -the

S R S .,

o 43. The Stolinist burooacracy-in-formation seoks to roc“u it h
not. mercly to the ranks of the. party but also speclficﬁlly to .tho

basls of tho reformists and. Stelinists. Vhere, “Hewovor, | capi*elism
has boon wcll nigh destroyed of ab leost seribusly enfboblod and om
the way out, as in Czcchoslovakia, the roformist laber burcaucrocy



tions of it to absorption into the Stalinlst bureaucracy. Hence the
common phenomenon in Eastern Europe today of an influx of social=-
democratic turncoats into the Stalinist apparatus, in some cases
providing the tops with thelr only really native elements, A second
fertile sourge of recruitment to the Stalinist bureaucracy under
Eastern European coniitions is the middle class intellectual, social-
1y rootless even under declining capitalism, repelled by the anarchy
and inefficiency of capitalist society and its inability and umwille
ingness to give rein to his special talents even in its own behalf,
The type is common, for example, in the leadership of the Yugoslav
0P, Given the plethora of bureaucratic jobs opened up by Stalinist

" nationalization, to which must be added a large number of jobs not
directly paid by the government but controlled by it, such elements

-~ plus workers raised into an aristocracy of management - are abe
sorbed into the new Stalinist regime. To them, in the cdse of
Czechoslovakia, must be added the adaptable elements of the old
bureauoracy., Far from requiring a clean sweep of the entire old-
bureaucrecy when they take power, the Stalinists have & real necd

to try to integrate into their own regime as many of the old politice
al figures and of fice~holders as possibles B

44, The Czech coup showed that the Stalinists! aim is to ayvoid
unlcashing the mass action and revolutionary initiative of the
workers in thoir road to power. While, as long as remmants of the.
bourgeolsie romain, they are willing toO gingerly use the club of
working elesds-.action agdinst them, the Stalinists do not themsclves

wish to arousc the masses to revolutionary self-activity even to
. make their own Stalinist coupe It would be a mistake to consider
that this is due in any concrcte situation only to a calculated fecar
that the masses may get completely out of hand, though this operates
as a strong detorrent where the CP itself has no independent power,
In Czechoslovakia, where the CP was already in complete control of
the statc apparatus of coercion, thelawokening of mass revolutionary
activity was neither necessary nor desirable for them. In France
and Italy, where the CP has several times now led the proletariat
to the verge of insurrcctionary action in battering-ram action
against the capitalist government, it has ocach time drawn back be=~
fore tho danger of revolution could spill over, The Stalinist
bureaucracy tehds to develop the samc mental cast toward action-~frome
below that 1s developed by every reactionary and anti-popular force
which is interested in defending its own privileges above all, Just
as cven in the most democratic capitalist countrics, this Inherent
fear of the masses takes forms not strictly demended by the zcotual
relationship of forccs but flowing from the naturc of thc class
(cege, thc widesprcad fear of rcvolutlon in the American bourgcoisie
in the depression yecars of the 130s), so the Stalinists?! fcar of the
mosscs flows from their anti-working-class character, Like the
bourgecoisic itseclf at times, they may be compelled to call on work-
ing-class action to takc the stage to a groater or lesser extent,
while sccking to keep it within limits, They can moreover 4o this
a1l the more freely in proportion es there is no organized working=-
class opposition to crystallize the anti«Stolinist democratic re-
volutionary forces, In this they follow a coursec analogous to the
bourgcoisie's utilization of prolotarian class struggle against
feudal powor in their time.

45, Tho Stalinists do not scck their road to power through
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'utilize class struggle only to support the foreisgn. policy of ‘the . _
Russian gtate or haston the procegss of the breekdown .and di 31ntegra-'
“tion of the capitalist Framework, to crdéate a chaotic vacuum inte
which they can step frém abové through their control of an apparatus, .

|

working-class revolution or revolutionary action. .They soelk to gi

Their adventuristic sabotage strikes in Franec and Italy play the

" short-range geme of prossure fon' a pro-Russian appeasement policy

end -serve the longer-range aim of crnatlng the conditions under which
Stalinlsm wishes to take power ”;thout the revolutionory intorven-
tion of the.masses, In France ¢na italy thess conditions are not
neer; end neither, therefore, is Stal inlst, power on the Atlantic,
The vlctory of Stalinism in Vestorn Europe =-- which would mean the

- longest step toward world Stelinist domination - is abstractly a
”pOSSlDllity,. but it oan.be posgd as a possibility only given an

extreme stage of disintegration of Western capitalism such as was
true in the East as a result of the Second World War and such as
crcates a negrw-vacuum of politicel and social power, But this dab=
stract posaibility has~alreadv boen sufficiently ecxpressed in the
very enunciation of the hist oric clternatives of Sociallsm or Bars .
barism. Not sbstractly but in Serms of the real world situation,
1ong before such a stage can be erpected, war between. Russia and the
Hlestern capitolist world and the revival of the movement for prolew-

tarian revolution will first have settled the question of the fate

of eapitalism., The last ward 1s still to bo said by the working -
class, The outcome is net to be deduced from abstract ahalyses but
will fols) detnrminsd by the. struggle itself.

QJ_-The\Ti 50 Spllt and the Contradictions of Pussian Imper alism

46, ufter-the SQtellitos militarily conquered by Russia and
after Czechoglovakiz, 2 third casc from which new light has been-
cast on the natupe of Stalinism is represented by Yugoslavia,  This
is the only country in the btqlinis§ empire in which the Stalinlst

: revolution was made by a native mass movement., This native mnss

movement, the Tito Partisan army, upon vwhich the Yugoslav CP rode to

- power, mas indecd not primnrily a working-class movément but ovepe
" whelmingly a.peasant fopce, rccruited from the pcoples. 6f a mulbi-

natienal statc which is the most agrarian in all Euronc s Titol's
bourgecis rival Mikhailovieh was based on an exiguous bourgcoisie
vhich was not only- wieak eveh before the war end oxercisod social

© power only tnrough the monarchy, but 'which was furthor wcakened Dby

the Nazi occupaulon. At tho same time, the émorgonce of (Russia dure
ing the .last yocars of tho.war os 2 major partner- in the Allied camp.
and its domination ovor Eastorn Rurope exactod from the Western
Allfes the abaondonment of Mikhailovich and "the recognition of- Titols

* Partisans by the Unitced States ord England, While therofore it is

true T4se's Partisan army wos Indced 2 notive mass movoment, "1t 1s
also trwe that it was chble to éome to power and squcezo out Mikhﬂilo-
vich with thc toleration of the capitalist Viest only beeause of the
background fact of Russia's hoightcned milithry-diplomﬂtic strength,
Thus “Tito's cpparatus came to poyer not &s importod quislings but as
loaders .of a mass struyggle vwith nati{ve roots indepcndent of the
Russian state; it is this fact which was decisivo in hestoning the

emergence of centrlfugcl forces lsading to ‘the bronk with- the“bomtn— |

form (Woscow).

474 Uhere.the Czech'évents bepresented the last stages in the




A‘f_.]_g_.

consolidation of Stalinist power in Eastern Europe and cast a side=~
" 1light on its road to power, the Yugoslavian events four months later
represented the first major break .in the Stalinist empire, forecast
the beginning of the end of Stalinist power, and cast a sidelight

on the inherent contradictions which will tear it apart, PRussian
imperialism is driven by its very nature to come into head-on con-
fi1ict with the aspirations for national independence on the part
cf its newly acquired satellites. The tempo with which this clash
develops is determined by -three factors: (1) Russiatd .totaliterilén
regise,which requires complete totalitarishization not only within
Ruszia 1tself but also.in its empire. (2) The tenseness of the

war situation in the world engendered by Russia'!s rampant imperialism
as well as Americats, (3) The degree to which the Stalinist bureau=-
cracy of the satellite countries 1s able to realize its inherent
aspirations to exploit its country independently. Russials policy
in Eastcrn Europe is the coordination of its satellite states into
an intograted war machine =-- eccnomically and politically. It aims
at the complete subordination of cconomic life in the satellites

to the needs of Russian war economy, Thls takes no account of the
independent economic needs and aspirations of the satellites but
secks to dictate their economic policy and placo them under the
tutelage of the Russian planners as if they were merely provinces,

48, In Yugoslavia this led to a clash over the industrializa~
tion of the country, vhich in Russian eyes figures as an agrarian -
supplier of food and raw matcorials to an Fastern Eurcpean economic
unit, In Rumanie the development of industry tekes place under
Russian ovmership and control, In Czechoslovakia, whost economic
tics have beon traditionally with the West, Russia imposeés an eco=-
nomic iron curtain, tying Czech economy to its own war machine. In
all the satellites normal rclations with 'the Yest are hindered and
the economies artificially distorted in order to coordinate them
with Russian war plans, This over~all aim of the "Russification’ of
economy" in Bastern Europe stands in the way .of the full and healthy
devélopment of countries which have suffered long because of their
under-development and their predominantly agrarian charactcor,

49, Thec Stalinist burcaucracies in these countries, moreover,
seek to transPorm themselves from merely agents (proconsuls, taxe
farmers and policemen) for the foreign Sussian power, into Indigen-
ously-rooted native ruling classes -- to beecome = rcal class in the
first place, 2 status they naturglly do not posscss through the
merc fact of thcir importation., The social roots for a burcaucrctic-
colleetivist ruling class, howcver, require not & nation of small
peasants but a modern nationalized -~ thorcfore an industrialized --
cconomy. In thec agrarian countries the independent intcrests of the
Stalinist burecucracics drive them to push the ‘industrialization of
their counirics whether this does or docs not accQrd with the over-
all plan of Russian war cconowmy. In the morc industrialized states
of East Europc, as Czocchoslovakis .and Poland, similar independcnt
economic drives are at work. Economically eand poliltieally, the now
Stalinist burcaucracics, cven when importod by Russian military
might, scck thc samc status as an indepondent native ruling class
as is enjoycd by thcoir Russian similars, '

50, Russia cannot kcep its subjcet states under control simply
or primarily through the pressurc and pover of its cconomic forccs,




e

: as.eapi&hlist United States is trying to do through the Marshall

- Plan. This lis, ‘first of 2l1l, not ‘in the nature of ‘its system, which
operates through bureaucratic planning from above by the terroristic
politienl apparatus. It is, secondly, not wealthy enough to do soq

For both reasons it cannot even retain the forms of autonomy or pere-

mlt even illu31ons of netional autonomy to exist for 1ong.

51, In the present international situ&tion, moreover, the in-
tegration of Eastern Eurcpe into - its woar economy meons that it is . -
the satellites which are doomed to bear the first brunt of war with
the WPSU, because of their geogrophical position. While the social

 brges of the new Stalinist Yurenucracies are the socme as ths Fussicn
dnd a community Of interest prevails as against. the capitalist worlad,
thelr om sclf-preserve tion requires them to seek & more 1adependent
status +hﬂn thﬁt 01 frontie" guards for the ‘Russian ru1ing clsss.
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52, These factors, opérative in diffsrent forms and %o differ-
ent degress in all the sateilites, reached their greatest strength i
of etp“ession in Yugoslavia first of 11 because the Yugoslev Stalin- o
ist regime is the only one wkich started with indigénous social Sy
roots on the basis of a native mnss movement and secondly becausas
the nced for indcpendent economie. dove lopment is most pressing hnre.
In tvo other sotellites, (Psland ond Albenia), howover, sympathy.
with Titolsm reached the p01nt where even the secretary-general of
the CP hed to be purg“d-« ‘anc there is nc doubbd that everywhore else
B ,(puT+iCUluP1V Bulgaria) thé sams inheront contrudiction.between
B otaliterinn wer planning and ng#tional  indspendence, powvered by the

i : S*r*Vin gs for independent ruilng class atatus on the part. of the
g new-Stalinist,bur@ﬂuGP&CiOS, is shaking ths structure of Russian i
L . imperialism, . : _ .

" - 53. Although thoe clash botween Russia and Yugoslavia did not
S -= ag appoarocd nossvble at first ==, locd to an armed attack by
R Russia (dlreetly or through & neighboring satcllite) upon YUUOSlQVla
g Tor tho purposc of bringing Tito into line, it can be stated thwt
o in this event the position of the anti-Stalinist workers should be -
to wish for the victory of fugoslﬂvia in its war against the invoe C
der; ‘such mpport would have been determined by the nature of the .
war itsclf, imited to o duel between the tiro states, in wnich
Tito's rogime. would be fishting for the national indennndence of
the country as truly os this vas the politics bohind the E*hiOpi
gide of its war with I%cly. The indopondent class support and cims.
of tho .lerxists in such casc would nobt diffor, with respect to Tito,
from the attitude taken by rcvolutionists tovord.the bourgeols
govemmnant of the Spﬂn*sh loyclists or the somi-foudal regime of
) Hailc Sclassie, Vhile, howcver, the conflict batwecn the two totali-
| " tarian regimes romeins propagandistic ond diplomﬂ ic and on the
- burcnucrotile level, the Mor: 1sts ¢ive no support whatsocver to the
_Tito-Stalinist rugimo in Yaaoslav1 ‘but OXpOSC its rcactionary
charccter and -identity with thé Moscow rcgi and scek to mobilize
all popular supnort zgoinst it : '

54, The irrOprc.,sibln conflict in tho utelinist erpice is in-
decd the raflectlon of the brosic inhercnt contradiction of burctucrate
1c collectivism itsclf «= th( controdiction between totalitnricnism
and social planning, The "potenticlly more efficient" form of na-
tionalized cconomy rcquires, undcr bureccucratic collectivism, o
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terroristic polico regiie which 1s warp and woof of tho social system

and vhich leads to its owm contradictions while it eliminates those
peculiar to capitalism, The break botween the Yugoslav and Russian

 Stelinists, therefore, is symptomatic of the instability of the

Russian empire, The latter has barely had time to reach its post-
wer peak before significant crocks and fissures have begun to ap-
pear, it is such breaks in the previously closed ranks of the tops
which open the door to the independent movement of the masscs from
bolow; thus the apparently seomlcss iron hoop of totalitarianism

is broken. It is such breaks in the Stelinist superstructurc which
point the way, under totolitarianism, for tho masses! ycarning for
roal frecedom and poace and sceurity to cxpress thomsclves in revolu-
tionary actions ' ., :

0
———

D, The Dinc of Strugglo agalnsé‘stalinism,

55, If the masscs behind the Iron Curtain are not yet rcady
for such action today, it is boccouse the first steps reguirecd are
the beginnings of mdss struggle for the simplest economic domands
-- On wages, vacoations, working day, policc regime in the factories,
ctce Thc flowering of Russian imperialism and the conscquent
necessity of shaping the wholc cconomy towvard a permancnt wnr foot-
ing, cdded to the cnormous vastc inherent in a burcoucrstic collcc-
tivist economy, mckes 1t impossible for the regims to allow on ime
provement in the standard of living of the masses, Bubt undor burcou-
cratic colldetivism, there are not and cannot be any purely cconomic
struggles, The strugzle for the simplost economic demend is by
definition from the beginning a struggle agoinst the totelitaricn
strte == 2 political struggle., Similarly, evory struggle against
the "excéssos" of the police regime is a struggle for workerst?!
democracy, for control of the nationalized cconomy by the pcoplee
But undcr bureauc@»otic collectivisn the struggle for control of the
nctionalized economy by the pcople, the struggle for workers demo=-
crocy, is nocessarily the strugglc for socialism, Where the state
already ovms cnd controls the cconomy, every struggle over the state
povier becomes o struggle for the democratic rule of the working

. class as against the bureaucracy.

56, In the Stalinist states, the mling class -- and thercfore
the moin eneny -- is the buresueracy. Thera is no big bourgcoisie
ot 2ll, this class having boon completely destroyed in all of thoe
Russion satellites, There are rommants of the small and middle
bourgcoisic in soume sectors of the economy, shorn of 21l political
pover, cnd tightly controlled by the Stalinist state; even those
socinlly powerless remments are progrossively bring cut dovm by ade
vancing statification and control. All responsibility for both
cconoriic and political 1lifc is centcred in the honds of the Stoline
ist stotc, which necessarily is the foecl point on which all move-
monts of discontont and opposition converge. The aim of all opposi-
tion in<such statc inevitably ccntcrs around the dcomands of dero=-
crocy. Not only is this demond the essence of the sociclist strug-
glc undcr the burccucratic-collectivist regime, 1t 1s ot tho same
time the progrom around which the widest stroata of the population
can be offcetively wobilizede Even in the casc of the peasonts ==
the only important social force romaining in the Stalinist satellites
still bosed on private property -- the socinlist progran, wihich ad-
vocates truly voluntary collcctivization foundecd on ccducation, sup-
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ports the struggle of the small pensonts agains t the despotism
which deprives thoem of the land on the basis of a "collectivization”
which scarcely conceals the fret that the pcoasonts are reduced to
stote serfs on the land, exploited and lorded over by the governe
ment police, Such a program is a powerful weapon capable of drawe-
ing the peasantry around the anti-Stalinist workcrs in opposition
to the agrarian policies of a totalitarian state based on terrorism
and enslavement to the state. The task of the Marxists, therefore,
is t o enter in{o battle against the main cnemy alongside every
genuinely popular movement of resistance to the despotism of the
state. They will seck %o orgnnize the class forces of the working
class independently in such a struggle, raise their oim class bone
ner ond achiocve working-class hegemony over this democratic struge-
gle, along with whatever bourgeols elements are involved in the
fight or are even tcmporarily at ite head.

57, In Polond, before thc complete coordimntion of the country
by the Stolinists, this nnti-Stalinist camp of national resistance
to Russiaon cdomination was- headed by Mikolajezyk and included 2 reme
nant of rcoebionary-bourgeois elements as well as socialist working-
class and peasant forces, Without giving one iota of political A

“gupport to Mikolajezyk but indeed fighting his influcnce over the

anti-Stnlinist opposition, the task of the Marzists in this situce
tion waos to give uancquivoeal support to the struggle of the movement
on vhich he tmmporarily rested. The strugglo of the Mnwrxists and of
the working class in such ¢ popular domocratic camp 1s in no sense

o struggle for "bourgools restoration" but on the centrary the only
way in which bourgcols rostoration can be fought as on alternative
to Stclinism ond the broad mtsses 1led in & sociclist direction,

Tvon tho loandership of Mikolajezyk over the movement ,in Polond was
only the temporary cxprossion of a tronsitionzl period during which

the Stalinists openly took over all povier,

58, in Gzochoslovakia, on the 'othoer hand, the advancc of the
Stalinists to opon and complcte control @id not cven moceh with such
resistance from the old bourgeois leaders, who canitulated completo-
1y, thcir own social basis having been dostroyed through the pro-
gressive oxpropriation of the Czech bourgeoisic, Thiosc signs of
rogistonce and opposition which appsared during cnd scon after the
CP coup arose, it would appear, from the studont population and
from the Sokol movement, Dosplite the cppearance of pro-American or
pro-British slogens from the monifostation of thesc clements of rce-
sistanes, it is the task of the lMerxists to glve uncquivoecl sup=-
port to 21l such popular clemenbs of opposition to the regime wnile
sceking to infusc it with their omn class lendorsnip and class pro-
gram, If tho bourgeols politicians of the Benos comp had -~- as thoy
Gdid not == cither the wili or the ability to resist, and if a civil
war bascd on o gonuine popular movement had rosulted from this
hypothctical situation, we cmphasize that 1t would hove beon the
duty of all socislist workors to fight along with this camp ocgainst
the Strnlinist camp, supportving it in the same mnnner in which the
larxists supportcd the bourgeois-dcmocratic Loynlist rogime in the
Spanish e¢ivil warg Dby thelr owm (i.ce, rovolutionary) methods, vy
building 2 proletarion wing in tho domocratic camp and fighting De=
hind the berner of thoat proletarian power, .

590, Thc threat of 2 bourgeois-restorationist movement in Teste




ern Europe looms, however, in proportion ag disillusionment with :
the Stalinist regime finds no revolutionary alternative throu%h o
which it -can be channelized and in proportion to pressure by Western .
capitolism, Given the largely agrarian charccter of many of the :
Russian satellites and the preosently atomized state of its working
class, the revitalization of working-class revolt agoinst Stalinism
~- the sceds of which revolt are sown by Stalinism itself ~- may re=-
quire first a series of demonstrations in the West, Insofar as the
Western proletariat shows that the power of Stalinlsm can be broken
in their own countriles; insofar as they prove that StZ1linist power
+ is not fated to roll over Europe!s working class; insofar as they .
exhibit in struggle o non-capitalist alternative to Stalinist totali-
§ tarionism == to this extent the revolt of the East Europecn peoples
will be specded, their self-confidencoc ralsed, and the situation
created whereby they can toke advantage of the cracks in the.
Stalinist structure and push through thesc fissures in a wave of
assaults upon the Stalinist power, - : _ ‘ o

i
(R
o

60, This demonstration, howeveor, caonnot be made as long as
tho working class of tho Viest channclizes theé fight against Staline
ism through support of capiltalism. Tho overthrow of otalinism in
the Eegt requires the rcvolutionary struggle to overthrow capitalism
in the Vcst, . e |

61, This basic political approach to the problem of fighting
Stalinism is cven morc important in the West, where the Stalinist
movements are still followed by large sections of tHe working class,
During the past two yoars there has been ~ marked declinc in
Stnlinist influence from the post-war high point in clmost every
country of Europe, This declinc is due partly to the masscs! ox-
pericnce with Stalinist policy both in the West and in the East,'
and partly to the Marshall Plan offensive of American capitaolism,e
Neither the Marshall Plan nor the prbspect of temporary economic -
improvement hns, however, convinced the Western European workers that
the restobilization of capitalism under Americon dominetion offers
on alternative worth fighting for enthusiastically as against
Stalinism. The chief reason why the Stalinists still remain the
strongest parties supportod b the working clilass =-- in spite of their
ovm_crimes ond progressive disillusionment [Th them -- is thc fact
That tEEx appear 2as ighters ag@in§§Pcapi%aI,sm and for pcncee Any
movement which follows the policy of supporting capitolisnm as
against Stalinism, or of supperting American imperiallsm as against
Russicn, deprives itself of the possibility of( winning these masses
away from the Stalinists and for & progressive movement, At the
best, given suf ficient: self~cxposure by the latter, the masses will
be left without any alternative for which they dre rcady to fight
devotedly and actively. The sine qua non for breaking the workers
away from Stalinist leacdership is the regroupment’ of the scattercd
forces with a revolutionary thirde-camp position oand the making of
& new begimning in forging a new instrument for tho mobilization of
ths proletariat agoinst both capitalism and Stalinisn, :

62, The only mass party of the working class in exlstence in
Western Furope 1s tho Social Democracy, which bascs itsclf on the
"lesser-evil" policy. While it is the only moverient which appears
before militant workers as an alternative to following the Staline
ists, the rcformist pro-fmerican and pro-bourgeois~democratilc
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character of its line and leadership is an insuperable obstacle to

. its effectively playing the role of bulwarlk against Stalinism withe

in the working class, Nevertheless, in most places, given the

feeble state of the independent Mariist movement, the rise of a
Marxist third-camp wing within the socialedemooratic movements offerp
the best opportunity for setting up a pole of attraction for the :
disillusioned Stalinist workers as well as for leftward-moving so-
ciallsts; and thus contributing toward the regroupment of forces
from the existing working-class movement,

63¢ Such a new begiming is the first task in Europe and Amerie
ca today. In most of the world, and above all in Europe, it 1s no
longer cnough for working-class revolutionists to chart the lines
of class struggle against capitalism in the assurance that every
blow struck azainst capitalism is -a blow for the sccialist fubures
They face two enemies: a capitalism vhich 1s anti-Stalinist and a
Stalinism which is antie-oapitalist, This threc=-cornered struggle
for powor was implicit in the Czech cvents; and it is this utterly
new constellation of social forccs vhich disorients and confuscs the
vorkinge-class movement. It is the rocognition of this neow stage
which f8 the basis of the politics of the third campe VYithout the
working-class struggle, no soeialism: this is truer than ever be-
fore, ‘hat is not true 1s that mere antimcapitallst sbruggle auto=-
matieally equals socialist struggle. The conscious planned intor=-
vention and leadership of & revolutionary liarxist vanguard, anti- :
capitalist and anti-Stalinist, which has not bcen poisoned at its
source by a false conception of the rclation between sociallsm ¢nd
vorkers democracy is more than ever the key to sociallst vietory,

IIT., MARXISTS AND THE_THIRD ORLD WAR

64+ The imperislist nature of the present struggle between
the two colossi is evident in the sight of all, Morc and morc, even
liberslistic apologies for soclalepatriotism do not attempt to deny
the imperialist basis of the clash but only argue that onc or the
other of the imperialists 1s worthy of support as the lesser evil.
The basls of ‘all these anticipatory rationalizations is the old
amd wellworn one, marked by not the slightcst originslity or freshe
nease namely, the thesis that one or the other of the combatants
18, 1f not less fumperialist, at leoast more democratic or more poace-
loving shan tho other. In every essential rcspect, the character of
the loomin~ world war, a4s wc seo it developing now -~ will be as
thoroushly imperialist az the socond and first, The liorkers Party's
attitude tarard this threat of war is founded firmly on our analysis
of the charecter and dircction of development of the two goecial ,
worlds iacing coch othcr in emnity, we ceclare that, as in thoe first
and sccond viorld wars, support of cibther csmp amounts to a betraycl
of the interests not only of sociclism and the wvorking class but of
humanity. his vicw has never becen so firmly founded in expericnce
as it is now thot the aftermath of the second of the great vars of
our cra is present beforec our oyes, ‘

65, The Second Yorld var cnd its outcome did not fulfill the
pre-vrer expechtations of the Merxists that it would be followed by
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‘of its dominan% role in the war, Ameriecan impcrial:

. peoples of every country as a new bidder for world-wide mastery, 1is

o
Jme et

working-class revolutions, after the model of 191‘7-1921¢But the
essential reasons given by our movement for refusing to support it
have been fully and terribly confirmed by posi-war: eventde _

(2a) There can no longer be the slightest doubt that the way /
was imperialist on both sid&am on the part.of all its particle-
pént nations == both in mot'$#e and conscquences. © Op ths part of the
United States in particular: it has been. proved thet it did not
enter the war merely in sclf-defenso against Japanage atteck; —the
demagogic war aims put forward by Roosevelt (the Agantig Charter)
became a laughingstock even before the war was owgdy  ag the rosult
1ts interests into every corner of the globe, 1is feared by the .

-

attempting to subordinate the economies of Western Eurdpe to its

_own capltalists? interests through the Marshall: Pla;égyhaa ‘bages and

troops throughout the world, and 1s the chief. suppor%-of reactionary
regimes everywhere as long as they are aligned against its rival
Stalinist Russia, : R S

.(b) _As after the First World War, there is less demoqracy in
the. ¥orld, not more; 7less freedom, more hunger and poverty, less
hope of pcrmanent peace. The imperiallsts who weged the. second. war

" "eor democracy" had no difficuylty in dividing up the world with

totalitarian Russia at Yalta and- Potsdam in secret deals the full
details of which are not yet knowvn, If the added power and influence
which Russia thoreby gained is being decricd now, it is only bocauso
Russisn imperialism is row the maln threat to Americals full enjoy=-

ment of her victor role,

: (¢) There is not only less democracy in the wofld, there is
less democracy in tho United States itself, It 1is possible freely
to admit that tho propagandist predictions made before 1939 -- about
the onset of war rcaning totalitarianism at home -=- werc cxaggerated.
But what was not ‘exaggerated and is all-lmportant is the direction
of dovelopment sot up by Amcricals victory., During the war 1EsolT
the govornment refrained from launching any general attack on civil
1iberties and, permitted the lebor lcaders themsclves to hamstring
Jabor's rights, both being unnccessary in view of tho lack of mass
antiswar resistancc while the world conflict was going oh. It 1s
with the end of the war and the arrival of that period which was
supposed to see the fruits of Amgricats victory for docmocracy, that
the militarization of America and the drive against democratic and
working~class rights has been gaining strength. A sorles of "firsts"
have been chalked up in short arder: the first draft in peacetlme;
the first attack in over a gquarter century on the basi rights of
collective bargeining and the right to strike; the rovival of -
governuiont strikebreaking through injunectlens; "subversive" lists
and "loyalty purges" on a scale never before scen In the United
States, more md more resembling adaptations of Gestapo and GPU pro-
cedure and based upon the totalltarian precegt that anyone under
suspicion is guilty until proven innocent, While the social-patriots
rationalized the war with the argument that its imperialist content
was overshadowed in importance by the difference between capitalist
domocracy and fascist totalitarianism, it has tured out that the
victory even of the "democratic" imperialists drives another nail
into the coffin of democracy. The consequences of the victory of
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the "democracies" in the Second Vorld War have been reactionary and
retrogressive through and through. Vhlle the victory of the lesser
evil is always posed as necegsary for a "breathing spell" for the
working class, one morc such ' breathing spell" won and democracy may
cease to broathe. :

(a) While the war did not end with the defeat of both sides

by the socialist rcvolution of the proletariat, this only progressive

denouement of the war was aborted precisely by the fact that the
working class forces had becn led to place their trust in the victory
of one or the other of the imperialists -- in the Stalinists and ’
their Russian myth or in Amercian democracy and its i1llusion-makers,
The promises of the left-wing defensists with regard to the progres-
sive consequences of Allied viebory have been tested and have led
only to crucl deception. The polity of the thlrd camp <=~ opposition
to both sides in the imperiall st war -- was the oniy Eine along which
any progressive outcome was at all possiblc, and in thls 11cs the
vindication of the Marxist anti-war pollcy. The only hope for a re=-
versal of the world trend to decstruction lies in pursuing the line

of the third camp con31stenbly and rallying ﬁhe nev undeceived

masses around it,

(e) Whilec in the period from 1918 to 1959 it was frecly pre=
dicted from all guartcrs that the "noxt war" would mean "the ond of
civilization as wec know 1t" with "no victors and no vanquished,"
the Sccond YWorld War has been gotten through w1thout any such dce
finitive consequences, "Civilization as wec know it" still cxists in
Europe, albeit in the midst of unprecedented shambles and destruction
and lapped by-the barbaric totalitarianism of Russian Stalinism,

But with the atomic bomb in existence, thecre are fow pedple now re-
luctant to accept the darkest predictions a second time, It cannot
be expccted that the thipd world war, cvon if there is & vietor and
even 1if the "lesser evil" (Amgrican ,capitalism) 1s that victor, can -
lead to anything but another, breathing spell" marking another

step in the breakdowvn of eivilization and civilized values, not to
speak of untold destruction, unless it lcads to the overthrow of

the present rulers of the world,

66, The: Marxists rejJect with scorn the vulgérizéd notion often

‘ignorantly or maliciously ascribed to them according to whieh in an

imperialist war therc is "no differcnce" between the two sides,

This was not true of the revolutionary Marxist attitude in the First
World Var and still less true In the Second iVorld Viar. The main
combatants wcre: fascist capitalism on the one slide and bourgeois-
democratic capitalism on the other. The question posed before so-
ciallsts was not whether one side, taken statilcally, was a "vettor"

or more desirable form of capitalism than the other ~- a question
long before answered in the affirmative by the Marxists -- but whe-
ther this rcal difference justifled socialists in supporting one
campe The third world war now being prepared between America and
Russia will be, as we have already pointoed out, not merely between
two iImpcrialist rivals, and not merely between a totalitarian and a
bourgcols-democratic state, but between two different social systems,
Far from making for. any softening in the Marxist third-comp position,
this fact underlines the neccssity for the strictest adherence to 1it,
Alrcady in the Second Yorld Yar, this new element -~ the involvement
of a burcaucraticecollcctivist stato in the capltalist war = playcd




a role, althoupgh a secondary one, The Workers Party was indeed born
through the struggle against the conception that when there are two
different social systems at war we are perforce required to choose
between them. In 1939=-40 this struggle was directed against the
view that it was Russia that was to be defended against the capital-
ist world, Today, in the ranks of American socialism and labor it
must be directed against the equally anti-socialist view that it is
degenerating capitalism that must be defended against Stalinism,

675 Given the fact that e DIRECTION:qgrdevelopmentvof capi-
taliﬂm'itséif Is towrard bureaucratic dogeneration and totalitarian - 3
collectlvism in proportion as thae system disintegrates witnout a ’ }
b
[ 4

Tovolutlonary OVerthrow, The victory inm a third wWorld vwar Of unpree
cedented physlcal destruction by the capitalist world can only has-
ten that process of bureaucratlic degeneration -« while the working T
class 1is disarmed by its support of itg ownm cdpitalist master and ‘ ?
unmobilized for the only struggle whic¢h can save humanity, the
struggle for socialism, In not- the best but the worst case, in
any long-dravm-out astomic war under modern.c¢onditions in which the
victor is as badly wrecked as the vanquilshed, the working class is
certain to be dragged to destruction along with the ruling class
unless and until the propletariat strikes out on its ovm independent .
road of fighting for its own power instead of for the ever-elusive 3
breathing spell, e ) : v

68, On this question the thinking of American workers, and
cven of American sociallsts and Marxists, is seriqusly retarded
and old-fashioned precisely because of the experierce. of the recent. -
war, in which continental United Stateées for the sefond time escaped
physically unscathed, That this cannot happen again 1s a platitude;
but the consequences, having not yot been acted out in 1life here as
they have been in Europe, have not baen absorbed, Thus it 1s that
proposals for preventive war -~ l.e,, caleulated unleashing of the
borb =« are so much more freely throvm around in American cilrcles,
Thus it is too that American social-patriots, apparently relileved
by the diffcrence in degree between the predictions and the actual
aftermath of World War II in the United States, seem willing %0 as-
sume that the ‘Bftermath of World Var LIL Will be qualitatively come
parable and mcasurable in the same terms, '

69+ Tlhere 1s one basis and only one basis on which the
political difference between Americals remaining bourgeols democracy
and Russials totalitarianism can be made the ground for supporting
the former'!s victory as the lcsser evils that is, if the goal of
sociallism 1s abandoned, explicitly or by imglication, as unreallz-
ablec in our epoch, and a longer or shorter "breathing spell" posed a
as the best of possible goals, On the other hand, whether socialist .
victory intcrrupts the war or follows it by a longer or shorter in- B
tcrval, as long as it is reco%nized as the only road out of the
blind alley of capitolist-Stalinist degeneratlon, there is still no
other way to fight far its victory, except by consistent adherence
to the third-camp struggle,

70, The political problems in international relations throim
up by the "cold war" now being waged revolve around the same issues
and consldcrations, fundamentally, as the question of the war itself,
The cockpit of the cold war today lics in Germany and herc 1s dis-
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played in miniature not only the methods but the traps raised by
the United States=~Russian struggle for the world, #As in the supreme
test of war itself, there is no Marxist solution for the resolution
of the conflict short of the struggle for a workers'! government,

71, The main problem facing the German people is the restora-
tion of unity and national independence; no fundamental economic
or political problem can be solved without this prerequisite, The
working class and socialist movement in Germany can be restored only
through making this struggle the center of its political program,
The road to socialism in Germany amd in Europe lies through the
most militant and consistent fight for these elementary democratic
demands, The power of this struggle for democracy resides in the
fact that it is directed at one angd, the same time against both
Stalinist and Western lmperialism; - and &gainst all conservative
and recactlionary clcments in Germany who -- if not now reconciled --
could easily become reconciled to foreign occupation for the purpose
of keeping down a rcvolutionary people at home, Since the rocone
struction of the European Continent is inconceivable without the
restoration of German national unity and independence, the struggle
for this goal becomes simultaneously the task and duty of the whole
European working class, '

72, In fighting for An Independent and United Germany, we
do not meke our demand for Unlted States withdrawal conditional
on simultaneous ard similar action by the Russians -~ a proposal
whnich In any case comes up against the difficulty that Russian withe
drawval may or may not be a fake, and thecrefore tends to turn into
the demand that the United States keep its troops there regardless,
in order to guard against Stalinist "pcace" mancuvers, Such a :
policy can have only the effect of inculcating depcendence upon the
armics of American and British imperialism as the bulwark against
Stalinlst expansion in Europe, for the same reason that the bourgeois
and recformist lcaders now look to Americals atom bomb as tho bule
vark against Stalinist oxpansion in the world, On the other hand,
an indepcndent and united Germany, crcated vholly or partly through
the awakening of a popular anti-~Allied and anti-Stalinist mass movew
mexit under the leadership of the working-class in a struggle against
the forcign oppressors, would not only be able to rally behind it
all of the rcvolutionary farces of Vestern Europe but would also be
able to wicld the only weapon (othcr than the atom bomb itsclf)
capable of disintegrating Russian Stalinist power over its subject
peopless namely, the contagion of revolution. The biggest "demon-
stration in the Uest" capable of firing the revolutionary spirit of
Europel!s working cless would be the demonstration by the German
masses that there is a'third way outside of submission to cither of
the impcrialist gilants,

73. Just as &ny watering down of theo socialist struggle
against American impcrialism in Comany is a down payment on support
of American imperialism in war agoinst Russia, so also is this truc
in the c2se of the socialist attitude toward the Marshall Plan,

In this ¢onncction the convention cndorscs the analysis and conclu=-
sions laild dowvn by the Nationcl Commititec in its statoment on the
Moershall Plan at the July 1948 plenum, Ve noto in particular the
ncecssity for socialist opposition to any plans for the channeling

[




=2 See
of Marshall Plan aid towvard military supplies and arms instead of

economic aid or for the setting up of a separate government program
toward this end,

# i+ #

(The foregoing resolution was adopted by the Political Committee of
the Yorkers Party in November, 1948 for oonsidoration by the Naw.
tional Convention,)
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