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. S0CIALIST PERSPLOTIVES IK THE U.S. - Scction I

Note: This is the first, dbut most importunt section of the
resslution on the United States adopted ty the PC to be pre-
gented to the convention and in the pre-conventicn discussion,
Two smallor seciions are yet to come. These will concern

the struggle of the Negro people and the decline of ihcCarthy-
ien. Thefinal sectvion will address itself to the cuestion
of soclaiist uaity, the line of which was al=ready cormuni-
cated in the uemorandun., {See last isuue of Forum)

We are publishing also a resolution subni tted by Comrade
:Draper as a substitute resolution for the aboveumenuioned
first section. .

The Editors
bay 23, 1957

Prospects for the socialist movement in the U.S. are linked .closely to. the fate

of socialism throughout the world. Becuuse it has been reluatively weak here,
socialists and radicals have been especizlly sensitive to tha course of different
tendencies in countries vhere the movemeri was a mass force.. If socialism was
without msss influence or oniy in the 'firs% etages of resl influence, it was pos-
sible to point to Zurope where the working ciasc was solidly socialist as a model
for fuiure America. «nd if Stalinism firally triumphed over socialism among rad- -
icals in the U.S., it was not due primarily to any peculiar nmerican conditions or-
events but to the victories of Stallnvsm 1nternat1onally. ' .

On a WO]ld sc)le, the soclallst movement gzppears already to have entered a new
historic period. Its wesur gence is unmisjably illuminated by the appeurance of -
the anti-Stalinist socialist revolution.ry movement in the rations under Stalinist
tyranny, culminating in the hungarian Revolution: Here, it was at last rewled,
is the mass, popular force capable under favorabl¢ conditions of ending totelitar-
ianisms; an event equal in historical significance to the rise of the modern work~
ingclass movement and its early strugsles more than a hundred years ago in Europe
and sixty years ago in Russias, S
The péx&Sd‘of'setbacku. defeats, disintegration appeurs to be coming to an end.
The resurgence -of world socialism is visible. It is not nececsarily the moment
vhen & single giant stride forwerd will qu»:?lv change everything-at once; but we
have Teached the dividing line between the enl of one epoch and the beginning of
another. Ths collapse of the 2nd International in the first world war; the de-
feat of revolutionary working class movements in the post-war era; everyvhere
but in Russia; the crushing of the German workers by Hitler, the austrians by
Dolfuss; the Sparish by Franco; the Itzalians by sussolini; the victory of Stalib-
jsm over the Russian working class; and finally the second world war followed by

the spread of Stalinism vhich wiped out every indpeendent socizlist, democratic
ard popular right where it triumphsd~—this was the grim eouree that led almost
everywhere to demoralization and decline of socialism. In the U.¢3., it was this
that facilitated the rise of Stalinism and redvced the democratic socialist move-
ment to a group of small, fragmented sects. It is this period that is at last,
coming to an end as Stalinism is struck by revolution.ry, democratic socialist
risings and is forced into decline as a world movement.
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Vhat does this signify for the sociulist movement in the U.S.? ile have reached
a turning polint in events which demands a turn in the outlook of zl1 socialists
ard all socialist groups. HNew opportunities ar ise; it is possible nov to re-
build the democratic socielist movement. all "foups, tendencies, sects and in~
dividuals that turn their attention to this task can nmaice a lasting contridbution
to American soejalism; these thas turn their backs upon it, or wao stand in the
Vay, risk political obliteration and decline.

In the years of stagnation and defeat, socialist sects had the duty of preserving
the 1aeals and perspective of socialism as widely as poscidle even when their Pol
itical role was Crastically resfrlcuud by an enforced isolation. But new tines
demzul a new outlook., If the rebuilding of socialism now is truly possill e, then
the era ot the socizlist sects is coning to cn end, In eny case, it is their
duty now to make the attempt to nove forward to a broad novement,

The new poqs1b111t1es do not arise directly within the United btates, out of big
events in ity domestic politics or out of the native class struggle. But they do
arise in the United States. The task could be sunmed up as follows: 1. to rebuild
the dempcratic socialist movement in the U.3e in the light of the new world
situction ani, 2. to vin a place for it on the american pulitical scene. These
twin tasks: to reconstruct the movement a1d to bring socialism to the american
people are of course intimately related; in fact, insperubies 1t would be im~
possibdle o rebuild the movement unless it could hope for a new hearing before a
new audience in the working class. and it would be impossible to win a new hearing
unless the adherents of socidlism can be reoriented a:-d reassemblbd into an ef-
fective force, _ .

Sccialist perspectives in the United States are dominated and uetern¢ned by the
foxlov;ng key factse -
1. The organization of the majority of the industrial working class into
unions. The .merican workers are an organized class,
2, Tne fight &f Negroes for full equality; above all, the stru.gles for
democrzey in ilke South,
. The decline ¢f kcCarthylsn,
« The disintegr.tion of the Conmun1st Party and the colle pse of Stalinlsm

in the U.3.
5e - The -search for a road to Socialist regroupment and reunifications

I. Socialists ard the Labor kovement

Sccizlism can become a genuine vorking class movement not. merelv in theory or per-
spective but in actuality only when it can svumon the support of significant sec-
tions of the class and act as the vehicle for its political aspirations., It is
certainly not that now, nor will it be so fér suvme time to come. The movement at
this point is a small «nd fragmented force. It can be reorgonized and reoriented
in a rcasonably short time and emerge as o novement of political significance.

But under the best of circumstances, even after its present strength has bsen
rultinlied wany times over, it w;ll renaln relatively small compured to the move~
nent of the .JAmerican working class, the trade unions, .

The orgenized working class number 18 million, a cohesive class force of unprece;

dented power. It is this class to vhich socialism must look if it is to become a
real political force. Yety this giant class, organized, remains non-socialist,
even antl—socialist. tolerating capitalism as a social system. .

”he paradox will remaint a weak soclalisn vhich can become strong only with the

support of labor; a powerful. labor movement vhich rejects socialism. Upon this.
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background, any nevly emerging socialist noveuent vwill have to fashion its tactics
and approach. It will determine the relationship of the sociulist movement _to
the labor movenent, two forces of vastly .different proportions. YORenE -

The permanent erganization of -a majority of:the industrial working class, an event
consunnated only ten years ago in the great post-war strike wave, is an historical
achigvement of excsptional importance. It influences the politicel development
of the nation; it creates the basic preconditions for the rise of socialism and
-determines its course.. e f e , S o -

A geueration ago, the militant minority of the working class, strongly influenced
by ralicals and ‘socialists, opened up the way to organization in the mass produc-
~tion industries and now the whole working.class has poured through, There have
been times when the organized labor movement was more democratic, ‘more militant,
nore interested in independent political action, more receptive to socialist ideas
than tolay. But the militant organized .sector lived and fought surrounded by a
vast un>xganized, sometimes backward, .nd alvays helpless unorganized mejority.

The new fact of decisive significance is that thesge millions, th;s'majority, in
the course of decades of struggles in politics and in industry have rais=d them-
selves out of amorphous disorganization to conscious organized class pover. ihat
has' been accomplished.cannot be wiped out; it is the base upon which sll future
development begins, If the militant victory has stagnated, even moved backward,
the majority, the whole class has advanced. - o

\
i

The AFL-CIO uerger was not the cause of this grest advance: it resulted from.it
and cliraxed the period. "It represented, too, another step forward.: .11 the
-gains of the past vere preserved; all the rights and potentialities of industrial
unionism were enforced. But more. The influence of the most conservative sec-
‘tions of the laber movement was instantly reduced to s minor position; corrupt
elemants were thrown on the defensive; the opponents of racisnm were encouraged.
For decades progressives had denounced rackateering in the unions and called for
a fight against it. But the rel_tionship of forces was such, that the CI0 could
do 1ittle outstde of its own ranks and the 4FL was paralyzed from within. Unity
made it possible to begin vhat had been irpossible in practice before. sabove .
all, unity increases the political pover, ths self-confidence and class feeling
of the workers, factors vhich, in the long run, enhance the possibilities of
-gocialist consciousness. = . o RN

In the long rua. In the period shead, however, when the socialist movement has

- Yet to emerge as a genuine mass movement it is essential that it avoid presenting
itseli as a sect ... that is, to guard againsi demanding that the resl labor
movement submit in advance to ideal nor:s worked out for it lest it rieet a with-
"ering castigation from socialists. If socialism renained merely a sect, without
ties of any kind with the labor movement, if its nessage found no eudience vhat—
soever within the unions, then its attitude toward the unions could make as little
impact for harti as for good. when no one is listening, it hardly motter what is
said or how. But once the socialist movement adv.nces to the point vhere it is

no longer sinmply a sect, even though not yet a mass noverent; once it hxs attained
a hearing in the labor movement and some influence in it, its policy ond activity
must be carefully foermuluted. By a wise policy it cen cultivate and ever-increas—
ing circle of eyupathizers. By a rash one, it can squander its first capitals.

The trade unions, vhich are nothing less than.the class movement of the american
‘workers, will undoubtedly be staffed and led by orfficers who accept capitaliem

 and carry on the trade union strugsle within that.framework; ju st as' the vast’
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majority of american workers, organized end unorganized, are pro-capitalist in.
their outlook and will remain s¢ for some time. Socislists confront not a dis~
organized, amorphous, idealess worizing class whiszh must first be organized end ed-
vcated in political elemeutals but an orgrnized, politicallyconscious (if not yet
independent), procapitalist labor moveusrt. There arises, then, the difficult

and delicate problem of the relationship between a renewed.. but still suall minor-
ity soclalist movement and the big, majority labor movement, nom-socielist or
Pro~cepitalist in varying degrees. .. ~ = | o v - o .

Thz labor movement needs the inspiration of socialist ideals, 3decls vhich have
proven their vitality and indestructibility in the wolking class riovement of the
vworld fur a century-and a half through times of tregic defeat and reaction s well
as in times of advance. If the labor movemen$ in the U.S. becomes buresucratic,
as it does, if it becomes mired in self-defeating opportunism, as it does, if it
often wastes its own superb potential for human betterment for trivial goins, =B

it does —- oune reason is that it is not inspired from within by the genuinely,

democratic liberating goals of socialism. e

But we do n»t expect, and we certainly cannot "demand® that thé‘unions (i.e. the
voriting class moveuent) accept socialist policiss Yefore we recognize that their -
struggles can advance the cause of lahor and democracy. sbove all, we dy not der-
cgate their achievenents because they do rot set goals which vie propose, Rather
ve explzin that all their advances, all .their demands, won or partially won, are
not the benevolent dispensation of spcial engineers, enlightened employers, or
self-styled friends of labor, but are the fruits of their own class strength and
solidarity, their ability and readiness to fight if necessary. Ip shory, we

aim not to disparage the real moverent of the woricers but to enhance their feeling
of  class pride and consciousnsss of power without which any genuine soeialist con
sciousness is-impossible. B T : :

There are those vwho see nothing but defeats; suéqessfully perpetrated betrayals;
setbocks, irpermissible concessions and compronises at evesy polnt. They delude
themseives that such an attitude somehow deionstrates their.own unmatched "revo-
lutionery" zeel and unshaken #ocialist Fauths They are wrong ~- but that is not
2ll -~ in the spirit of ultra-left sectarianism they would undernine the confi-
dence of the working class, not in its leaders but in itself, They cannot under-
stznd that even without their strictures from without, the working class is so
poverful that it can move forward despite politicul shortcomings and lack of so-
cinlist consciousness. B - ' '

e do not anticipate any fundamental change in the character of the present union
leadership in the near future. The workers vill participate in significant poli-
tical, social and industrial struggles — class struggles, in practice — still
captained by a leadership which abjures the zlass sbrugzle in principles, This
lemdership, at least its most sociully conscious authentic representatives will
renein, and the rank and file, vho sharé the same general ideology, will continue
to- pluce its confidence in such a leadership,which”in fac? represents them as -
they areo. : _

Socialists in the labor movement do not seek to control the unions, or.to manipulatr
then for private aims- through secret factional maheuvering. This deserves re-
statenent now because of the justified distrust instilled in the vorking class
through its experiences with Stalinisu, "Rather they Join with all other militants

and progressives in the labor movement to ‘support the liabor movement agrinst all
its enemies, within and without, to defend it from unti-labor sttack, to rid.it

_of -rackateering and racism in all forms, to prouote democracy. - Like £11 union

militants, socialists strive for the advence of the honest wing of the labor move~
meit—— the alliunce of "the progressive’ section of the ~FL and the CI0 = to cut
_ ’ 2696
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down the pover of ultra-conservatives and above all to end the power' of the éoi(-.
ruptionists. e strive too for the increased influence of the most socially con-

scious ving of the labor movenent, represented in part by the forces in the CIO
thet made Reuther's rise possible in the UaW and in the CIO. '

Socielist unionists do dot aim to graft some special credo of their own upon the
labor movement, They are distinguished from other union loyalists end militants
essentially in this: in all the struggles and activities of the union and of the
workers, they see the long range implications of working class independence and
finally the full democracy of socialism. : .

The interests of labor and of the nation iuperatively require the formation of a
new political party initiated by the unions, a Labor Party. This is the central
issue of domestic politics. The founding of a new party would advance democracy
and open up new possibilities for the rise of socialist influence. .herever a
strong working class posesses deuocratic rights, it organizeé its own Party «— exw
cept in the U.S. The fact that this perspective is more than a remote abstraction
but o realistic possibility here too is indicated at every critibal point in the
nation's politics. In 1948, to mention only one notable example, the Uili called
for a "political realignment" in the U.S. through a formation of a new peoples
party, a proposal which could lead in essence only to a Labor Party. Since then
the idea.has remained on the shelf, inert, but in a somevhat atteruated forn it
comes up again and agein, kept alive and available for use vhen necessary, Social-
ists in the unions propose that it be 'taken off the shelf and made a living pro-
posal in the ranks of organized labor,. L : . ‘ .

While there is now no organized or conscious pro~labor party tendency, organiza-
tions which represent a certain measure of independence from the old parties have
been founded. They have moved away from mere bourgeois politics but not yet to
independent working class politics. Typiccl are such groups as the PaC, COPE,
Liberal Party based upon organized workers; and the aDa among proféssionals and
liberals. Sociallists support such movement as a step in the right direction —
tovard full political independences Their general ideology, if not the officially
stated program, is based upon an acceptance of capitalism or, as they put it,
."free enterprise." Yet socialists can find a place inside them as loyal supporters
while retaining their om opposition t6 capitalism and their wonviction of the.
need for a new society. a8 liberals and laborites, these groups demand full demow
cracy, consistently applied as they understand it. Toward this end they seek to
curb the power of nonppoly, to fortify ond widen the strengthn of popular institu-
tuions as the base of democracy. They seek, not the rule of the capitalist class,
but the rule of the people. Their ovn aius are vitiated by their pro-capitalist
and contradicted by their failure to break with the old parties. Yet it is pre-
cisely the same goal of full democracy th.t we seek more consistently through

sociall sm_.‘ :

In the context of 7American politics, such groups represent not barriers to social-
1st ideas and politics bdut vehicles for the promulgation of democratic. ideals and
demands, as such, socialists, in good conscience, are able to participate as mem=
bers and supports in the common cause of deiiocracy. a4 revived socialist movemmt
would properly urge its own follovers to become active participants in such move-
ments and by its structure and rules make it possible for them to do so. ;

The labor movement plays an active role as a left-wing in bourgeois 'pol:'ltics.. Its
seeks political advantage and progress by supporting bourgeols candidates in one
f of the two o0ld parties, generally in the Democratic Party. 4 correct socialis

- policy rejects the line of supporting bourgeois candidates as disorienting ‘and !
self-defeating and stresses the altornative of & Labor Party. " 697



. -6

However, while the labor movement continues within the oid'pafty'framework, the
political antugonism between it and its bourgeois allies is not overcome or abole
ished Lut only siurred over. ‘hile socia’ists do not favor labor's contimied al-
liznce with the Democratic Party, tho; revertheless urge the lezbor movement to
press further end more aggressively, mors militantly for the program and politieal
demends which it hus alrealdy formulated. From its own standpoint, which we do
‘not necessarily share, the labor mevenent should figat for its own candidates

in the old party primaries rather than confine itself to supporting old line
machine men or sslf-styled liberals; it should insist that ths liberal New Dealers
vhori it cvrports inside the Democratic Party break witk the reactionary Slave
Dealers and esass giving aid and comfort to them in the name of pardy un’ty. .Such
a derard was put to them by Reuther in 1956 {#y;u cannot have Eastland gné us at
the same time") but it turned out tq be a mere bluff, It should not rest content
vith crumds tossed to it by the old party hacks btut should press aggressively for
its own demands in Congress and in the old parties, judgng peliilsiamay by their
readiness vo fight for it in Congress —— or their fallure to do so. in chort, in
politice ag in all arenas, socialists pcint to the concentrated mumbers und social
power of labor svggesting that it demard demoscratic rscegniiior of that power.

Labor is engaged in politicel struggis —- not always for what socialisli: would
propose, not in the marne:r they svggusht «- but in its omm way.. Never was the dis-
crevancy between the power of laber and the wealmess of organived sycislism so
great. In the days of 1ts most impressive electoral trivmphs, theold SP could
vin a million votes at a time when the uniorS numbered perhaps only twice. that.
number, and wishin the unior§ socialism was a strong and respected current. That
relationship e¢f forces is gone, probebly never to retura in exactly that form.
Now crganized labor earclls 18,000,00C and organized socialism is fragmeated. -
Even uvnder the most favorable conditions, a reunited, revived, american socizlist
novenent will remain a relatively minor for:e compured to the giant organizations
of the working class. It will require nsw big class struggles, new political .
experiences before socialisu can expect to influence and lead even a substantial
ving inside the labor movementae ' B

Socialism mustLCOme forvard clearly. as part of the labor movement and not as a
rival to it. It seeks always to stimulate the working class and its orgcnizations
tovarl grzater social independence., &t the same time it is careful .even vhen it
disagrees not to appear ac an obstacle to them or to their effort to vwin vhat they
can through methods and institutions vwhich they favor.

The~e is, of course, no genuine vorkers party today —— a workers party in the
‘sensge that it enrclls .. significant sections of the working pecple vho look to it
for ieadership in political action. Sociaiist participation in election carpaigns
through their own candidates ab this staga could at best serve only for miaor
yropagandz and not for real participation in political events. It could inferest
st best only thousands while the lavor moveuent lesds millions and engages their
~aectiveloyally and support. :

¥hen the ISL was founded as a propaganda league out of the workers Party, it rec~
ognized that our tendency was not a party then and could not hold" out the realistic
prospect of becoming one. Election campaigns were abendoned and never revived.

The same factors thut motivated our decision then will undoubtedly holdi true for

a revived socialist movement tomorrow. ixzcept under unusual circumstunces which
cannot be foreseen a% this time, it would bz a misake for socialists to enter thei:
ovn candidates in the elections.. It is not simply a question of time, noney or
energy in a technical sense but a question of the relationship betvween a political-
ly active, organized working class and & small organized socialist movement.
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Vhen the labor movement supports bourgeois candidates, despite the urgings of
socialists, it campaigns ameng its Leubership for support in the elections. The
more active, the more militant, the more usion-conscious rembers, precisely those
mest likely %o be interested in socialism and to look with sympathy upon it, are
the first to follow the union's leadership in this respect., They do so not be-'
cause they are eager to support capitalism or capitalist candidates but becsuse
they support their union out of feelings of class solidarity.

This pleces a difficult, even delicute, task before socialists: how to present
the 1dca of political independence at a time when labor is engaged in political
campeigns in elliance with bourgeois elemerts. Socialists have the obligation
inthelr press and a% their public neetings before, during and after eleciions to
explain in a patient manner and in the most friendly terms that so long as labor
continues to support bourgeois candidates it will nullify its own pover end find
it impossible to win its most imporiant political cemands, But at the seme tinme,
socialists mast not place themselves in tke position of campaigning among workers
to reject the advice of their unions in the midst of a political cempaign or to
cl upon thom not to vote for or to vote gainst the candidates:endorsed ty the
uniors —- even though they are bouigeois candidates whom w3 OppoUse.

If the union, for example, says® Vote for Mr; Demozrati.. Socizlists sﬁquld not
reply by seying, "Do not vote for hir, Democrat." Rather we point out in an educa-
tionel manner that tk policy of supporting those like hin leads:up a blind alley,

" This may seem like a fine distinction. Yet the difference in attitude which under—
lies it 1s quinessential even critical. Socialists exercize their democratic
right of political discuscion without giving anyone & chance of accusing them
falsely of sabotagirg the pcliticael effort of the labor moverent. If soziaiist
candidates, at this stage, were entered against the candidates endorsed by the
unions,. 1t would be virtuslly impossible to conduct socialist propaganda and

"~ education in the necessary spirite . .

e do not, as a rule, favor that socialists run candidates in opposition to those
endorsed by the labor movement even vhen it endorses bourgeois candicates. To
repeat,; we oppose tis policy of supporting bourgsois candidates; if we do not
favor running socialist candidates it is not to facilitate support to bourgeois
candidates but solely to ensure that the small socialist movenent does not pit
iself pgainst the class movement of labor. asny minor propaganda advent.ge offered
by running candidates would be more thzn cancelled out by she antagonisus and
difficulties created among labor militunts loyal to the union and to tts official

policy.

The #SL then does not propose to run its own candidates in the elections. ZIxcept
in the most unusual circumstances vhich cermot be foreseen, it does not propoce .
that any other socialist groups or combinstion of groups present a socizlist °°
ticket in the elections. Nor is it lilkely that it would be advisable, for reasoms
stated above, for o reunited socialist movenent to present its ovn.candidates at
an early stage in its development. )

The position adopted here does not proceed from any general consider-tions of

vhat the proper relationship should be btween the socialist movement and the trade

unions, but rather fro. the concrete circumstances vhich Prevail today and which
ve expect will prevail in the irmmediate future,

One important factor which indicates this tactic at the present time is that the
official political position of the labor movement represents the views not only of
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its overvhelning mass, Uuﬁ"even of its most militant and progressive éection,
short of the tiuy number of trade unionists witk socislist convictions and affilig.
tions, : o

Trere is no iron necessity which dictates that this will remain the case indefins
itely. or even that fulurs develcpumeats can only follow a pattern in mirch the
labor fzadexrship itself iaiiialses political moves aimed at breaking up laberis
pretend support of the Democratic Paxty, If and vwhen strong progressive currents
of dissatisfaction and revolt agsinst the present policy arise within the isbor
movement, socialists will naturally f:ind their place in such currents. It is not
at all excluded that one way in which socialists may seek to give sapport and even
leudersaip to such currentis may be by runniig candidates in elections, . vhen
such activia is opposed by the dominant, official policy of the trade uniofisc Such
a policy might be indicated on a iccal scale even in the immediate future,

The ey consideraticn is not simply that socialists should not dounte:poss them--
sleves to tha official policy of the labor moverent, VYhat is imporiant s that
socialigt.electoral activity be taged on considerasions arising sut of rcal trends
in the wurking ciass, &ad not merely for the purpuse of socdalist propuganda, re-

gardless of such treads or the abternce ¢f tham, :

Hoever, cespiie our own views, otlier groups may propose to run socialist candide~
tes. From the standpoint of the long rangs question of the relationship between

-~the socialist and lebor movemenis in the U.S., it may be unw:iie, a8 we sece it, to
take such a stor. -But this is a perind of discussion of socialist regroupment in
vhich the Bhaps aad natuirs of a reunified cocialist movement may be determined in
a compuratively shert time, Under such conditioas, the attitude of the ISL towerd
socialist candicates in ths elections will be determinzd not by the objective of
making general soclalist propagenda, or ever propaganda for independent labor
politics, tut by the more irmediate aim of furthering the most effeciive gnd desip-
able sociallist regroupments » ,
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Substitution for Section I of PC Resolution on Socielist
Perspectives in ths United States

by Courade Draper

 The ISL, which does not look 'on itself as a party, does nofxpropose-to run candi-
.dates in elections—as before. - .

"ﬁbliejeét, hswever, the conception that a socialist Party -should refrain from

opposing capitalist candidates because the latter ars supported by a majority of
the organized working class. Ths duty of a socialist party is to be a vanguard
of the ‘class, not its tail. By running its owm candidates if and where such

-campaigas ars organizationally practicable and bid fair to be politically’fruitful,

a socialist pairéy can bring its ness..ge to the workers, including the menszge of
indpenedent rolitical action, and offer & prograssive alternative to those more
conscious workers wao already understand the enti-labor naiure of the old partiesa
This is not to be derogated as fpropaganda’ versus "real pParticipation i politics!

but is itself one basic mode, among others, of socialist participation in politics.

"
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ON THE COFTROVEPSY IN THE ISI,
bty Debbie ieler :

Both PC majority and uirority are agread upon quite a bié'qhen Yyou thinlk about it.
They afe agreed that the unity of all democratic socialist tendencics in the frame-
vwork of the SP could ‘be an excellent elep forvard, They sre sgreed as to vhat
groups they hove to rewnite in this Banner. More than that tney are agreed on cer-
tain basic definitioans of a heal thy urity, They all asre: it means that the major-
ity should not have to submit i%sslf undenocratically 4o the mivority, that ths
minori by should have full democratic rights to put forth its position both putlicly
and privavely, and they are agreed that a healthy unity means one in vhich all ten-
dencies view the party «s the main center for their aitention (rnot their own little
tendencies) and in vhich all view eachother as comrrdes not enenies ergnged in a

L kmock-dewn sttuggle for power. «bove all everyone seems agreed, that o bealthy unity
l . means ons which daes ns% raise the specter of spiits and expulsions at evary conven—
tion and over evsry disagreement. N

II:

Then vhat is the controversy between Haskell~Draper and the rest of the PC? 1In
actual fact if one reais their two resolutions this is probabiy a mystery; and even
reading the articies by Easkell and Draper is puzzling becauss vhile one gathers
from the article Yy Hasizell ard in bariticular froo the one by Dezper that the difi-
¢ ferences are sharp, desp and ssrious, it stiil romairs uaclear vhat they are attacke
t ing. Certainly 1t is rothirg in the PC majority resolutioa on Wity -~ and thevein
lies thz problem. For ia aziuzl fact, in my opinion, the Haskell-Draper amendment
or subgiitution dves not subsiaantially ctazge the PC resolution, and especially not
on the basis of the watered-dowm interpretatiun of it which Haskell gives,

I would suggest tka$ whet . Haskell and Ireper are aiming their zttack at is a line
B of reasoning and o type of wporoach which can only be demcastrated by conversations
- with membars of the FC najoruty (eepecially since they have not replied to éither
Haskell or Dreper, aud mey well never do so)e Thus the comnents that I am sbout to
neke are based on my qwn such conversations, debates, inquiries, etc.

b That Haskell is concerned about is the feeling that the PC majority would like to

F achieve unity at any cost aad without consideration of vhether this or that means

¢ of achieving i% can or cannot acconplish the puiposes we have in mind, i.e. o

. healthy uuity. The P w:ints wnity consummated as fast and as simply as possible,
 They feel voavinced first of ali that only a relatlvely rapid unity can take advane
tage of ths special situation we are now in, and secordly that many of the probLiems

envisaged Dy Haskell, et al will be consiCeral:ly lecscned by the actual Process of

unity and of living and functioning tugether in one organization.

p Vhat are Haskellls fears? Ve have not, he says, really considered the kinds of

{ pProblems that would arise in a united organization. If the SP leadership made no
fundamental changes in its own attitudes, if they simply agreed to unity on the
spur of ths moment under ill-considered préssures, we would constantly (at least
in the immediate, early and decisive period righti after unification) be faced vith
this right wing leacdership, vhich we could not and would not want to drive out of

. the organization, vhich took fright at any militant activity, ary controversial

{ actions, and any ezpressicn of our politics. Such a situation would be impossible,
We could of course avoid getting involved in any militant astivity, controversial
actions, etc. However to begin vith, especially insofar as we were a majority (e
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likely possibility if one takes us and the present left ving of the SP) such a -
course wouid be political suicide for our members, especially our youthful ones. -
But mcre important such a path could not build a strong SP, could not serve to at-
tract these various elements from the affiliated and unaffilisted left., The SP

can oniy becoms the focal poirt of anmerican radicalism by befng 80 in reality, by
Placing ¥tself into coniroversy, into alive end active situation® That is tixe task
ve czn help perform for it, aand that is a perspective the SP must be won to.

The majority is afraid that if the SP shouwld consider all these questions they will
never agree to unity, or at least it will hold them off for too 1dng and our oppor-
tunity will have been lost or passed us all by. 4nd say they, lots of the 5P7s pre-
Judices will ba altered when they begin to work with us, see vhat we can do, find
out we're not men from outer epace with horns, etc. But.the problem with tais ap-
proach is that, assuming all this is true, assuming the SP has misconceptions about
us and that we can quickly alter these in the early days of unity., Nevertheless
part of the protlem lies nct in a misunderstanding between us and the SE° right wing,
but an undorgtanding. That is, the precent SP right wing is, from our viewpoint
not orly politicélly wrohg on this ox that thecrztizal. quaetsi on,‘l‘but' mere serious
they have a fundanentaliy sectarian and vorse, an iractiviiy~oriented aprroache - ..,
They are deathly afraid of growth in cne sense, for they are afraid of becoring a. -
controversial organization which is the very essense of becoming influential and. .
becoming a center of the american left. They will fight tooth and nail, at present,
to maintain their "reputation," which means unfortunately to them, their innocuous~
nesse ‘ cnot o . : . ’

If the PC majority approach, the soothe-.the -8P- anG-achieve-uni ty epproach, could
really work I would oppuse it vigorcusly. It is &lluring. But it is besed, in
my opirion, on a blindness to reality. For if it would work it would either mean
our polifical death within a dead SP, or it would mean a constant bickering and

factiongl fighting to liven the SP.

But I would suggest, off haund, that at present it is cleer that the Haskell fears .
are unfounded, not because the PC majority might not huve given cause for them, but
because tor one thing the very exisience of a PC minority concerned over them '
makes their course of action impossible, and for another the SP right wing' seems.
to be far more cautious and more sensible in this respect than the PC might have
hoped. . ‘

The SP ig*going %o ask the questions—~—they are going to want to 'know vwhat will 'hap-
pen at conventions; ani more important vhat will happen when this or that issue is
raised, vhat will happen in Chicugo, Los angeles, Berkeley, Pittsburgh, here or
there. . And ths SP which is afraid of being on the same platform with the CP because
the NY Timgs will blast it, an SP afraid to be on the some platform with Max Shacht—
man, eivc., this type of dn SP will be scured also at the pubiicity the very act of
unity wouid achieves _ . oo ) .
Therefore ws can rest assured of one thing—vhen the SP takes up our offer and our
challenge, it will constitute a qualitative change on their part, a realization of
the necessary ingredients for growth and a willingness to take a few risks them-
selves in order to benefit their own politics and political perpsectives. For in-
sofar as they are really serious ablul, not only socialism but even their own
socialist tendency then we can convince thep, becauee unity, unity with 211 its
faults and difficulties, will te as good if not beiter for their socialist ideas

as it is for ours. But vwe must in the end count upon the seriousness of their

om politics and their own concern for the socialist movement. It is that real
concern which will achieve unity and vhich will make them tolerant partners in a

successful and heal thy unity. ' 2703
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It is our task not to get them to close their eyes to any of the problems, dut to
open their eyes to all of the poesibilities vhich make it worthvhile to make petty
and minor sacrifices:. The propesition:e have put forward after all is the result
of both serious thinking and serious qualitative changes in our owm epproach to
the socialisl movement and to basic socialist problems. We cannot expect them to
accept this proposition without a aimila- pracess of serious thinking and some
serious qualitative chanzes in their owa epproach to some questions,

I think therefore tnat with slight amendments the present PO resolution suits fine
our purposes, and suits fine the purposes of Haskell for that matter, It clearly
states our aims iu such a unity and it clearly sta%es cur one gralification~-a
truly democratic organization.  What is-at staite then is not the resolucion, dut
an "abt?tude® which the PC has not expressed in their resolution., But insofar as
we of ths JSI. memberchip ask questions, we in effect prevent the growth of that
"attitude," or of its effectiveaess. and certainly, incidentally, for good or -
i11, the YSL discussion forced a full and exhaustive (especially the latter) dis-
cussion of the details of our perspective which every SP right winger w1l undoubt—
edly coasider before he makes his final decision, .

III:

The real daager wlth the PC majority approach is not that it will "fo0l" tlLe SP
into entering uniiy without a detdled consileration of its protlems. The problem
is that it has gone hand in hand with another "attitude," a defeatist attitude to-
ward the ISL entity itself. Unity may'not be achieved, The SF mey let this op-
portunity pase it by, thereby ending its poiitical existence for good. llhat then?
The ISL approach at present hes given rise %o a feeling that such o pcss would be
impossible, too Yerridlp to6 contemplate, oh ns, and etc. fThe Hruth is that while
as corpared to a rzal rounification of the mmerican left it would be diemal, com-
pared Lo ihe difficult and dismal years we h.ve Just come through such e future can’
be prosperous. For if we take advantage of the boldness and creativeness of our
unity proposal, if ve take advantage of this period forsome real fresh thinking,
gna if we make furll use of our talents and rescurces, wo can come out of this
regroupnent pariod in ecomperatively excellent shape--for the political experiences
of the last few years shouwld be of real aid to our growsh, not to our demise, as
a tendency wither within a new framework or within the old ons. B

But thkis means that while we put our emphasis on unity and do everything in our
pover to consummate such a uaity, we should not ignore the possibilities of at the .
same time lsying the foundalions for our own growih. 4and for both these purposes
the Hoskell-Draper press proposals are important and excellent, & PG capable cf
thinking creatively and boldly about unity shows amazing sectarianism, sentimental—
ity 211 orthodoxy when they think about La and NI. ‘e need a good, attractive and
realistic press-—in other words a less frequert magazine. Ve also need betier
organizaticnal correspondence znd connunicatiovns, more tours and occasional paophlets
These needs nust be considered seriously, and if it means giving up a weekly or
bi-weekly press, 1 think it is worih it, especially if it means giving Uup 8 nevige
paper format vhich is not much better than useless. : .

Another step we huve embarked upon and which I hope is not merely symptomatic of
our uaity proposition--is the tasi of reexamin... ing old "orthodoxies" and shibbol-
eths vhich in terus of their daily application we have long ago given up dut which
in terms of generalities, firstp dnciples and the like we have held on to for dear
lifec In todays period such a task can serve us in good stead "recruitment-vise"
as well =s in terms of developing a correct political approach.

4and the Benson paumphlet, which was a very impressive job in so nany respects, was
also an indication of our ability to write a political and in a sense agitationzl
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pamphlet without sectnriar language and with a suitable tone for its readers, Let'sg
use that nonsectarian tone and appiroach in dealing with other, far less horrendous

and obnoxzious polit;lqal groupings—-—»for exauple, groups such as Dissent,

Jf. unity turns out to be impossidle we will have nevertheless opened up for our-
selves new areuss (including some within the §P) for ackieving a very wuca smaller
and lesa impressive Yregrowpmert! on the tagis of third camp politics. If we re-
main lively, controversiel and attractive in our.approara to other radicais, ve
need mot shudder at the thought that our wnity perspectivs will Cfail., Ve shall all
be the losers if it faiis--but us leact and -the SP most, that is both the sad and
heppy truth about our propositioa. :

#i‘f#_jA’
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THE VANGUARD PARTY
By Saul Berg and Debbie Mmejer

The following article, written for FORUM, appeared originally in the Young Socialist
Review since it was particularly pertinent to soms of the discussion being raised
there by the YSL!s Left #fAng Caucun, Howsver a3 a glence at tha YSL Giscucsion in-
dicates ccertaln very old, fucdamental, Ytheoraticall quastions have been raised in
that disgu_sszoz;,. questione walchk the IS, has over the years greduvally an? only half-
- congeiously altered its views on. The question of the role of the vanguerd party is
one of thase guestions: Unforiunately, while the Leaguels visws have undoudtedly
chapged itl membecs &nd in particularly its leading committee have failed to take
-cogni.zanze of these changes, thus causing a certain schizophrenia-—its current poli-
tics aid its pasy politics are both defended as though no real changes have marked
the roace Sueh schizophrenia does more than confuse the young," it aiso we fear
,confuses ourselves, our sympathlzers, our leadership and thus our ovn development,

* % 0 %k % % kB

It would te pranumptous for us to state that in this article we are presenting the
views o Hue iaagie. We have aldopied in the pasi resolutions on the social democ-
racy, resviutiors on our Labor Party perpssctives and on develop‘r‘aents in the British
Labor Party vhich, ir our cpinion; stem from the sort of attitude ve expr<ss here,
These resolations and related discussicns did not pretend to deszl broadly with the
vhole concept of a venguard, Nevertheless our guess is that wha’ we are guing to
say is in general in accord with the current views of most of cur members. Even
most of those whose first reaction wi]‘.l be to disagree should slop to examine whethery
they are merely hanging on to traditional baggzage that is in cenflict with their :
owvn atiitude tcweid present-day problemss A :

EARLY WP..§/P DIFTERENCES ON VANGUARD

Vithout a douh% the positiocn of revolutionary socialists with regard to the vanguard
party has ualergone chenges in ths past 10-20 years. At the tims of the formation
of the W2 ceriein indications of these changes showed thameselves. One difference,
crucial in the early &-.SWP relations, was with regard to internal democracy within
the party and the relationship beiween the party and the public, The WP developed

& position, quite differenv than the "orthodox Trotskyist" one, that it was a paver-
sion of Leninism, or in other words of sound socialist practice, to exclude the
public and therefore the workirg class also, from party discussions by holding them
behiad closed doors and presecniing only the conclusions—the majority opinion and
its auslyses——orevrly. The @ held that since the task of a revolutionary vanguard
was a-50 to educate ths working class, this meant that all the activities of the
pariy chould, if possitle,; be caired on where all counld see and hear. That meant
that mumters shouid have the right to defend their positions publicly prior to the .
"fina!' decicion, and also to coniinue to avgra publiciy for their defested posi-
tion in ovder to atteupt to change the party‘s position ard to educate the vorking
class ia the process. In temc of action, the WP held, of course, that this did
not affect the responsibility and oblig.tion of all mewbers, minority and majority,
to implement the majority's decisions and to differenticte cneself from the organi-
gation vhen one felt it necessary to put forth the minority's viewpointe
To the SWP this was considered heresy.—a breach of the basic conceptions of a van-
guanrd. Such a vanguard, they held, could not lead the workers if it came before
then in a divided intellectual and theoretical state, if all its members did not act
and talk like a single unit, alvays putting forth the correct position as determined
by the party as a vhole in its internal, private discussions. & vanguard must thru

its press, its meetings and its individual members act at all tiues as a single body,

functioning under the tighklest discipline and most single-minded direction. It was
only in this manner that they could hope to lead the vorkers and, vith their small

numbers combat the capitalists too, they argued. 270 G
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The differcnces between us and the SWP areoven greater today hovever, For from -
this early breek with tradition.l orthodoxy, the W P moved, gradually and not al-
ways with such conscious clarity, to break with other orthodoxies.

THE NEZD FOR HEVOLUTIONARY LinDHRASHIP

In epproaching the subject of a vanguard pasty, let is be clear that we are not
denying that the woirkiag class, in order to take pover, needs to be under the
leadosvehip of revolutionary socialists. as our!v'ie,ws have altered we have never
iguzrel the need for a party with a revolutionary program. There has to be made
at some point a connection between the siumplest strivings of the mass of the peopl-
- apd a’conscious struggle for a fundamental change ir the social order. %Consclous!
 obviously implies that the class has come under the leadership of people whose
strtagic aim is workers power, and workers power for the sake of achieving the
abolition of exploitation. : oo o

THE HUNGARIAN REVOLUTION AS aN. EXAMPLE

'We are mot arguing, in other words, for spontaneity, Amazing upheevels have-taken
Place, i% is true, that were unforeseen by the very elements thdat fouad themselves
in the forefroat of them. The Hungerlan revolution was an ezample of this,: It -
didn't spring from novwhere, but it came from what was intended merely as a pro-
test open air rally. Nevertheless, if tho Hungarian roevolution had been able.to
develop free from Bussian intervention, the successful consolidation of workers'
pover on a socialist basis would have depended on tho conscious aims of a leaden-
ship vhose socialist education ceme from two. main sources: (1) among the student.
youth, the intellectuals and the CP rank and file from their practical kssons in
the contradictions between life under the bureaucratic dictatorship and its stated
aims and propaganda, (2) .mong a big section of the working class from its tradi-
tional attachment to the aims and methods of democratic socielism, reinforced and
concretized by its experience of life under Stalinism. In ghort, if the Hungarian
revolution was socialist in outlook this was th:e' result not only of material fac-
tors but. also of a lengthy educational process, which brought- to the fore coh-
scicus democratic socialists vho had evolved to their present state of conscique~

.ness from differegt backgrounds as the result of their experiences. -

If Russian intervention had not taken place, political differentiation might have
taken place in the workers councids and other organs of revolutionary pover and
the most advanced sociulist elements in these councils would probably have or-
ganized nationally Yo further their aims. Such a revolutionary leadership ¢ould
be called a vanguard, but it would have absolutely nothing in common vith the idea
thet we held in the 1930's and through most of the 1940's as to ‘the building of-
a yanguard party. , ‘ : :

THE CONCEPT OF a VANGUARD

These ideas revolved around the basic concept that the revolutionary harxists
(self-styled, of coursel) should at.sll times function as & di sciplined body

. guiding the masses and utilizing their experiences to educate them away from their
refoimist and Stalinist betrayers, uhether this involved a formally independent

- party could vury according to circumstances, but even when inside a reformist or
centrist party, the revolutionary karxists would have their o binding discipline.

We should state at ohce that we are not against discipline; that is the bowing

of a mlinority to a'majority in order to be united in action. ' Simple examples of
discipline that all socialists should consider necessary can be given, The exescu-
tion of a strike by &ll the union members, once decided by their majority, is the
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most obvious ezample. The necessity for unity of the vote of a Jocielist pariia- |

mentary group and subjection of the porliamontery group to the will of tho memberw
ship oxpressed in party couveniions, should be easily seen. :

These exarples, hovever, are all oxanples of the use of discipline to unite the
vorking class or its perty against ite ¢lass enemies. The 2dea of a disciplined
vanguard operating as such over & rabther leagihy reriod of time can cnly bde Justi-
fied if a clear line can Le drawn between this vangued and other political purties
and tendencies in the working classi thas is, if you can sey, the mambars of the
vanguari are trained, educated, experienced, qualified, scientific socinlistsw—
otrer %endencies are rnot; the members of the vanguard bese themselves on the in-
terests of the workiing class ard are pot transmissicn belts for alien class inter-
ests and ideviogl os--the other tendeacies are all corrupted by these hostiiie class
prossures to one extent or another. .

THE BOLSHEVIES AS A VANGUARD

Has such a sijuation ever existed and can it ever exist? Tke most common example
given is, of course, the Bolshsvik Pariy, The Bolshevik Party 48, hovever, in
most respecis, a poor example ¢o learn from for v-ricus r2asons,” To begin vith
its origins are altogether different from those of the Trotskyist sects or the -
preseddly existing Jimerican sectso At their very formation they represcaved a
major tendency in intellectual and workirg class life. Ou%side of the Fussian
Social Democratic Party there was no other mass institution of vworking class al-
legiance. At the time of the Bolshevik-M¢nshevik spiit these were sinply created
two,; instead of one, small, but equelly irfluential tendencies vhich continued to
comp ete, relatively equaily, until the time c¢f the Revolutions of 1917. Together
thoy ‘constituted, along with the SRs, the intelleciual, and also the socialist and
racical leaderehlp of Ruasia, In other words, they were a real vanguard, ac ljnov-
ledged as such not by themselves but by their role and relationship to other forces
in Ruszian society. - o -

Besidae this important distinction, and leaving aside also the interesting ani
not so -easiiy answered question of Just how closely even the Bolshevik Party comes
to satisfying the requiremeanis of a vanguard party (trained, scientific, consis~
teat and stealfast in its devotion to the working class and its understanding of
its needs in ceatrast to all other tendencies), we must immediately suspect an
experience that has hever been repeated in the U0 years of sutsequent history.

TEE COWMUNIST PARTIES OF TEE '20s 4S VANGUARDS

The Bolshevik Revclution and the years of mass butchary in the trenches of Torld
‘War ) had between them produced a mass Commuris% movement. This movement then de~
generased as the regime in Russia. degenerated. Our explunation for the degenera~
tioa of the Russian Revolution we still base¢ fundamentally on the exhausiion of
the Russian proletariat faced with the years of ilo:id Var I, -the civil war, the
famins, the fzilure of the revolutiin to spread to more advanced industrial
countriese Nou working class could fight off for mauy years in a primitive country
the emergence of privileged strata under these circumstances. ’ :

But does this adequately explain the ease with which the rest of the Comintern went
Stalinist? e know that the prestige of the Russian Communist leaders g natural-
ly tremendous and the tendency to accept their ideclogical authority therefore
strong. But, after all, the Russians didn't hold state power in France, Germany,
Czechoslovakia and all the other countries vith important Communist Partiece, If
their victory and the Sialinization of these parties could take place so easily
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vhat does this tell us ahbout the pretensions of these mass Communist purties f
the 1920's to being the karxist vanghard? Weé are not denying that these parties-
before they were Stalinized, did actually represent the left wing of the European
workers! mcverment, but this left ving wes fundawentally as heterogeneous and-con-
fused ("unscientific" if you will) as it hed been before the Russian Revolution.
Where Pefore the war; the leff of the labor rovement varied in strergth from .
country o country, in come cases mainly unardist or syndicalist, in others Marx-'
ist but with a tremendous variety of views on such subjects as rerliamentarianism,
spoutaneity, economic analysis of capitalism ard many other questions, now, -fter
the war, the bulk of all these %“endencies were capiured for Leninism snd Lenin's
views by the overvhelming impach of the victorious October Revolution.

What was fundamental tb'qll these tendencies wac that thay were génuinely devoted
to revolutionary proleturian interests, unlike the Social-Democratic leadership
that had been the product of a gradual adaptation to the status quo of a comfort-
able parliamentary and trade union existence. But after the Russi=a Revolution
ail thess tendeacies adopied, superficially, all the political and organizational
notions of ths Eolshevik party without really understanding or sympothizing with
them, ZFar fycan setting up a varguard party, she devoted revoldtionists of all
varieties who built the Tuird International threw avay the ideas and traditions
that had been &eveloped over mary yeavs n their own participztion in the class
struggle and became mechanical followers cf what was supposed to be Leninism
having become Leninists out of a study of their own experiences, they became easy
marks later in the 1920's for vhatever ‘the Russian leadership of the Comintern

told them.

In a way the famous 21 points required of any party vishing to join ‘the Comintern
showv most ‘conclusively hew artificial wes their programmatic unity. By rnaking
affiliation corditional upon acceptance: of every single point, -the Comintern was
not aciually izeeping out reformists and centrists, but just those principled
enough not to conceal ‘their position! In Frence people like Cachin and ¥rossard,
with a record of -shameless opportunism, unvlushingly accepted all 21 points, iiere
they demonsiratiing their revolutionary Marxist convictioas, or their willingness
to ‘serve the Comintera if &llowed to lead the French party? ’ -

If wve will but recognize that valuable as harzist theory is, most of it (certainly
in its application) is still in the realm of theory in a field-~the field of
social - science~~that has not come any here néar the point where it can rezally be
celled a science, in the sense of a science with exact, verifiable laws, then we
shculd favor, as far healthier for the labor nmiovement than anything that has
existed since, the kisd of "revolutionwry pluralisu" (plural tendencies, not
plural parties) thai existed throughout the Zuropean labor movement before lorld
Var J, 'ia which the interplay of various types of left wing tendencies made it
impossitle really to think in terms of a disciplined vanguard.

.

-

The VANGUARD VS, "AEVOLUTIONARY FLURALISK" IN THE 1920%S -
This does not mean that, looiting back at ‘the erisis-in the social democrzey brought
to a head by World Var I, we are opposed to the splitiing of the pro-viar refornist
parties and the establishment of revolutionary parties. as disgust with the war
‘and enthusiasm for the Russian Rgvolution grew, confinement of mass revolutionary
tendencies within the structure of parties whose leaders sat in the Wor Cubinets
of the imperialist powers would have been absurd. The workers movement could not
go back to the status quo of pre-1914, But on the other hand the free development
of revolutionary parties after the war was distorted by the pressure for artifi- -
cial acceptance of a centralized, disciplined international with a finished Progran
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THE TROTSKYISTS AS A VANGUARD

In the 1930's, the Trotskylsts, starting by considering themselves merely: an ex~
pelled-opposition tendency seeking readmissicn to and reform of the Comintern,
within a few years set. up the Ysh Iaternationsi, on raper a disciplined world

body (after a brief stay in the Sosial Deuccratic Parties to pick up some left-
wingers.) 1% must be remembered thet wtat the Trotskyist movement tried to do in
the 'I0s was tried in an unprecedented situaiion. The Stalinist degeneration of
the Cowintern meant that the mass revolutioneary wing of the socialist movement had
besn destroyed at the very time when worid capitalism was in the throes of iis
despuss crisis. The Trotalylist concept was thal, amail as their cadres mere, if
they Leld wp the danner of Mairxiem, tirelessly expused the betrayals of tLe reform
i1ste and Stalinlets ia their daily application, aanl predicted the resuits of class
collaboration and Sialinist zig-.szags, when the illusions of the masses had teen
dispelled by experience they would come to the Fourth International.

Although thelr hopes wers proven false, these revolutionary optimists ¢f the 1308
did have as jusiification, as mentioned atcve, the fact that they were confiorted
by an urpreceddnted situation. But. for us today. there is a wialth of experience
avaiishle cud no sxcuse for raking ihe gaus mistaker. Since 1§29 we have vit-
nessed a steady succesclon of sccial conndsionss The traditicusl vworkers parties
in Western Burcpe were elmos} wiped out by a series of events: 1) cepitulation to
fascicm by the movement in Germary, Z) cdefeat in civil wars in Austria and Spain,
3) disillusionment because of the failvre of the Peoples Front in France, 4) the
Hitler-Stalin Pact, 5) the conquest of wast of Europe by tks Nazis. Yet, vhen
Europe emerged from World War II, was theire ary sigrificant independent revolu~
tionary interratiomal? Ns - everywhere the muuses were swept into tne ranks of
the Social Deuccracy and the Stalinisl parties, Despite the essentially correct
predictions of the parties of the Fourth International (at least in comparicon to
arLy other organized tendency) durirg the 1930%s, despite their discipline amd
unity, aud despite the abysmal betrayals and failures of the sccial democrats and
stalinists, the Trotekyist parties picked up a% most scores. They never estab-
.lished themselves ae a major terdency in ths working class., Taus was demonsirated
for all but the biind to see tke stutberm, conservative attachment of the workers
to the traditioral organizations, despite all their disillusioning experiences.

In describing these experiences we have referred to the 'failure of the Peoples
Froat," the "disillusionment with sociel democracy," etc., +Vhy not as well speak
of ¢he feilure of the small revolutionary parties? Class collaboruticn propping
up o .rotten system, demoraiized the workers movement. But, even if on a differ-
ent scale, dide'y the failure of the efforts of these oppunentsof the Peoples
"Froay organized in the Fourth International aiso serve as a disillusioning ex-
perience to most of the limited number of people that participated in them? Per-
haps the most damning refutations of any claim of the Trotskyist movemenito have
been tas karxist vanguard arc twe eimnle- facis! (1) that never did a movement
suffcr #rom mcre splits, break offe, expulsions and defecitlozs of tendencies,

and (2) there were more leaders of this movement who left it and embraced other
ideat than was the case with any other tendency, You could examine the Troiskyist
movement from 1930 to 1939, especially in Spain, France, Germeny, Greece, Great
Britain and the Netherlands ard find overvhelming confirmetion of this. Ve
understand that the leadership of a sesy is under tremerdous pressure to conform,
to go ‘over to idcas and organizations that are more respectable and more powerful,
But if the dulk of the leadership, one at a time, drifts away in this manner, can
their sect realistically thiak of 1tself as fulfilling the role of a vanguard?
And certainly it mist’ recognize the demoralizing impact that has upon others who .
-might be vonsidering viewing it as a vanguards - _ L
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¥ER ALL-INCLUSIVE TYPE PARTY

The conclusions we craw are simple enough. We fuvor the brosdest interpley of
ideas within the socialisi movemeant. Ve favor participation in mass socialist
partiee 20i just for the prupose of a rlow raid ins%ead of a quick one, dut :
wntil ard vniess masses of socialists denand a separation as an ineieciahle re-
flectiun of direetly counterposed positiene held by reformists end revolutionaries
ir a period of social crisis, We favor functioning as en integral part of such
partie§, not "working in' them. Wo texd to discourage the idea of a velli-organize
revelutionary faction within broad sociaitict prariies during ipsaceful" times.

Ir certaia circuamstances, e.g. when corfronted by a bureaucraiic Readersnip gmd
the need for revolutionary actlon, a weli-organized and disciplimed 2efs viang'w
pos_tion nigat De required-~but this is not at all the same thingmss the %tazgigg;-
al verguard which d evelaps 1tself and its caires as an entity in order to leap
into the breach in the future and distant crisis,

In Great Britain today, for exauple, the party of the Fourth Irternetional func-
fons #wi4hia! the Labor Party, orgenized as a disciplined vanguard and cadre
organizatien with lis own decision-naking bodles, ete, In othgr words, ihey
are a scra:zfe entity engaged in e sepurate tasv~the bdbuilding of a revoilutionary
vanguard parly cut of elements cf the prosent Lgbor Party.  Sach an organization
assunes a crystallisation ¢f firmly-hold views on a variety of problems. Oneg
views should be presented and deferded, of course, but for the purpose of an ,
exchange of views and for the purpsse of constant effort at ciarification as fur-
ther experience unfolds, not as a caypaign to win everyone elss over to the only
geiontific kerzist view. For example, ve would identify our views vith those
within the British liabor Party who consiler themselvoes revoiutionary socialists,
third compers, e%c., wWao function as part of the vagus ‘'Began tendency," publigh~
irg their own ragaszine, pressing their own views and trying to build a more cone
sistany left wing with a scund program wiich can atiempt to contest for Jeader-
ship of the Lator Party on this basis, but which makes no bcascs to representing
the vanguard of the fature socialist revclution, and which irposes no tendency
discipline, . '

THE POSITION CF REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALISTS

Ve repeat--the o0ld concept of a vanguard, based on our conception of Bolshevik
orgunizational theory--has proven inadequate., &s socialists w10 recognize the ade
vantege of not being weighted down by a conservative, sentimental atitachuent to
traditional orthodoxies, i% is %ime we recognize not oniy the truth of this in
terns of current appiication, btut in terms of its biroader implications, We are
not merely suaggesting that in the UeSs==1957~-in our primitive organizational
siale--the cencept is irrelevant; rather me are suggesting that as a basie,
generally appiicable concept it is and was invalid. While recognizirg the
faliecy of this theory, it is nct necesssy to ignore ths importance of crgani-
gation, ¢f diecipline (correctly amrplied) and tae possidble need in cruciel
momar iy for a more tightly organized iefi ving to combat a bureaucratic right
wing leadersinip, and of course, Lo combat the direct classg eneny. .

Vie are today a long way from fucing either of these problems. Today our task

is to build a force capuble of alding the working class in itg recessary trans-
formation from bourgeois to working class politics, 1In rerferming this task we
coatinue to put forth our revolutionary politics, not only because of course we
believe they are correct (!), but because it is precisely in this vy that we can
put ourselves in the bect position to wovk for that vital change-~from reformist
to revolutionary politics. and also because our ravolutionary politics help us
to interpret the needs and demanis of the workers today and to understand how to
intervene and function in their present struggles.

Cl’agc 20 s blank)) 227¢\
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UL _INTERN;xTIONhL HESOLUTIONS ~ part I

.The general line of the following on one of’ the 1nternationa1
resolutions was adopted by the Political Conuittee, with a
proviso thet amendments mey te cubnitted to it by any member
of .the comzittee prior to ths convening of the national plenum
on the eve of the convention. This is being sent out irmeiia—
tely to peranit sonme prelininary discussion tefors the conven~
tion. This resolution was adopted by a vote of 5-0 one ves’
absent and one PC member not voting, :

THE RJVOL"TION aCAImST STALINISM _

(1) In the three and ‘a half years from iarch 1953 to October 1956, it has
becone clear that we have entered a new era of revolution in world polltlcs,
malzed Ly the revolution against world Stalinism. The preceding period —— the
post—wrrperiod £rom 1945 on - had been a period merked by the develorment of
and great victories by, the colorial revolution agzinst capital1st imperialisng
and this still continues, though iess stormily. Lo it row is added the new era
of the anti-stalinist revolution.

The events of 1953-56 which have brought this development to maturitv came
in two main waves, 1953 and 1956. The precipitant was the death of Stelin in
February 1953, with the imuediate result of the obvious "paric end disarray" in
the ranks of ‘the Kremlin leadership; one of the early unprecedented consequences
vias the outbrcak of strike actions and rzsistsnce movements in some Russian con~
ceatrotion camps, such as Norilsk in kay; followed ty the first open nass-dem-
onsiration movement and general sirike in any of the satellite states,. namsiy,
in Czechoslovakia beginniag June 1, and then the world-historic workere' up-
rising beginning June 17 in East Berlin and East Germeny; while soon after, back:
in the Russian heartland of Stalinism, the fall an?d exec:tion of Beria on Juae
26 manifested ‘he existence cf continuing strike incide the Kremlin csmp 1ﬁse1f'
then in July the greau explcelon of . rabellion took p ace in Voriutae

An intsrinm spsce of less sensat‘onal or less publ1c events was merked by
the fall of halenkov from first place and his replacement by Khrushchav llxewise
betolzening irternal regime strifes. The second wave was publicly precipitated
by the 20th Congress cf the Russian Communist Party and the Khrushchev speech on
the'crlmes of Stalin, in February. *9560 In terms of dissident mass action, this
“was © -~ immediaté’fsllowed by  the demonstzatlons in Georgiea which, vhatever theix
po_lulcal character, répresented a crack in’ the totaliterian structure. dut
-the c¢risis reached its hezgnts. 28 a conseguence of the 'de-Stalinization" pro-
cegs that had started both from above and below, with the reVOlutlonary upheavel
in Polard in October and the immediateiy foilowing Hunganian .Revolution vhich
indesd succueeded in installirg a provisional xewolutionarv regime for four days,
before the bruial intervention by Russian troops to crush this revolution. 1In
tura, hovever, this Russian- interventlon to mossacre the Fungarizn Revolution
has raised the internal crisis of world Stalinism to new “heights, both in the
sltates wvhere it hold state pover and in the Comuunlst Part1es outside of these

SvatOBo

-(2) The turning point tnat is murPed by thesé 3% years 1s to be seen in the
decisive contrast between the position of world Stalinism today.and right after
the var, a little over 10 yeéars agoe - S .

Then. Russia amerged ‘from .the war,. despite phvs*cal d°Vastat10n, not only
as a military victor but vith & new empire, in East Europe; not long after, this
Russian empire was further strengthened by thd addition of China. to the Stalinis‘
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world, as an allv. Recoxd mass Commuunist Parties grew in France and Italy., While
2ll of Vestern imperialiem was under the hammer of the colonigl revolution, in a
steady disintegration of its pover and influence everyvwhere in the world, and
while one country after anotner was tearing iteelf away from colonizl domina~
‘tion by Western capital, Stelinist povnr oir- & vworld scale seemed to be on a steady
end poverful upward swing, prcbing wita new might into most corners of the vorld.
Itg line of progress ss=umed to be onvard and upward inexorably, whiie, with cap—
italisn doomed as a wovld system, the world'e revoluticnary and working-class
forces sssmed to be hyppotized by its wa*ldrhistornc pretansions and genuine so-
cialism seemed to be as impotent to stop it as was capitalism. It was in tais
period that there came the greates? burgeoningof despair and defeatism about the
future of soclalism and indeed of democracy, and the most outspoken growth of
both a "wave of the future" illusion in the might 'and stebility of the Stalinist
pover, and a "198lN..type denigration of the potentialitles and povers of the pPro—
letariat under total1tarianism. o .

The anth--S{ allnict revolution has come to put an end to this period of tri-
umphant S{nlinist expansion and of the illusions and despair that it engendereda

9 (3) Even before the death of Sthlln. the Stalinist world was rocked from within
5 by its first massive and portentouc tlow, the break between Tito and Russia in
s 9 1948, which first showed the explosiee povier of national-Stalinism within the
framevork of the Stulinist system itself, this after only three years. of ‘the new
S Russien empire. The dynamite in this outburst cume almost purely from national~
. Stalinisn on the bureaucratic level, that is, from the ruling-cless antagonisms
. between the bursaucratic.rulers of the satellite state as ageinst the master
state; unacccrpanied by the social revolutionsry upheavels vhich are the decisive
- characteristic of the new era definitively ushered in by 1956. Yet in its time
the Titoist break with Moscow was properly hailed as a momentous step in the dis-
integration of Stalinist power, its "beginningsof the end," while at the sane
time socialists combated illusions about the "democrdtlzatlon" or non-Stalinist
nature of thic Titoism. On this basis also, socialists properly came out for
the defense of Tito--Yugoslavia's national sovereigniy uagainst attack by Russia,
vhile at the same time according no kind of” political support to the Tito regime
itself. :

"The phenomenon of Titoism, even though accompanied by no socinl revolutidn,
gave rise to sweeping illusions of democratization and de~Stalinization. These
illusions were fostered by three types of steps taken by the Tito regime vwhile

- remaining entirely within the political and ‘social framevori of totalitarian

“burdaucratic collectivism: (a) measures of de—Ru31flcat10n. elanination of Stalin-
ist paruiculcrltles vhich arose from the national development of the system under
Russian conditions, or for specifically Russian national interests, which hovever
vere either meaningless or harmful in terus of a Yugoslav national version of - the
same sysiem; (b) measures to eliminate excesses or ezcrescences of the system;
(c) concessions to popular discontent or demands designed to quiet disaffection
*at home particularly in the face of Russian pressure, the biggest single conces-
sion being decollectivization and lovered deuands 6n the peasantry. In a vhole
seriés of other respects also, such as attempts‘at debureaucratization, decen-
tralization, and in general various experiments’on how to loosen up or give an
appearance of loosening up while still remaining within totalitarian framework,
the Titoist regime pioneered in taking measures vhich anticlpated in type and
even in detail, the measures talked about or even sometimes taken by the satel—
lite regimes in the post-20th Congress perzod of "de-Stalinization."

k. (4) But outside of Tugoslavia, world Stalinism seemed even after 1948 to con-
3 solidate itself in East Lurope, in China und in Ruseia itself. It did not appear
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to hove been basically shuken; national-Stalinist ("Titoist") leaders in other
states, or those vwhoun the Russians feured nisht become such, were repressed and
purged. 4t the same tipe it became‘increasingiy clear — what may have been true
even before —~ thut kao's China, while an integral part of the Staliniet world, was
an example of.gggggggggL Titoism, that is, of effective national independence from
Moscow on the part of a Stalinist state, in tho. capucity of at least a junior part-
ner, not a more.satellite. or purvet, and %5 aa indeterninate extent a gunior part;
" ner with peramount regloasi rights for its ssian region. ‘ : '
(5) This picture of consolidation, relative stability and dynamically growing
powver sud eelf-.confidence peemed to be {he situation on the eve of Stalinis death
in 1953. Hls death and ite consequences showed, hywaver, that dbehind the totali-
taries facade was, rather, veakness ~- panic — fear seething hatreds — popular
discontsat from the bottom to the top of society — not at all a stable or even a
. stabilizadie soclal systen but one which was and ig in.chironic crisis which is
broken only by acute crises. - R I ; " :
(6) fThe firsé’consequence of Stalin's death was. therefore, a beriod of "relaxa-
tion" —- 2 period in which the Kremlin heirs scught to ease up on the preuuare helow
ih ordsr o tido them over a critical period. 1I% is this periodand policy of "relax-
ation" which gave rise to a new outburst of 4llusicns absut Pdemocratizatiion” and
"liberalization" of the regime by 1ts0lf = its self-reform in a democreilic social-
E  ist direction. 1Ia point of .fact, how§vb:, the policy of realxaiion, and &1l meap-
¢ - ures assoclated with it, flowed from- ive considerations ~— three of these being -
similar to or analogous to the three which operated in the case of Titoism, plus
tvo others of great importance. - . T S

The firs% three are as follows: T : ‘

{a) ¥De-Stelinization” in the personal semse, that is, the sloughing off of
some of the adventitious imposition on the regime due to the vhims, idiosyncrasies,
covichsts, quirks or kinks of the individusl but absolute dictator Stalin, (E.g.,
the aboliton of the official cannonization of Lysenkoism, whose rise was reportedly
-due to Stalinis personal intervention, which kud not roots in the interests of
either the stais or the system itself, thcugh the systen made possible and even in-
evitable such deformation.). .This is analogous to the factor of de~Russification
vhich vas listed above in the case of Titoism. . . o ST ‘

- (b) heasures to eliminate excesses or excrescences. (E.g-, letting dom o
the bars against the depiction of rom:ntic love in approved fiction.) ) -

(c) Concessions, in fact or prouise, to aspirations denoted by mass dicontent.
The tiggest concession, at least in promise, was tte halenkov line of increasing cont
consumers goods and cutting down on the emphzsis on heavy industry. ' :

(7) The fourth consideration is that the greét relaxation after Stalin's was also,
in one aspect, one of the periodic svings in the alternating movenent characteristic
of thig burzaucratic-collectivist systenm, from ®8oft" to "hard" and back again.

. "Bagically, the periods of hard or soft ‘pressure ‘derive from the relations, :
within the process of production, betveen the tops of the state apparatus of terror,
down thrcugh the echelons of command of the dominent bureaucracu, to the masseés of
workers, as further discussed below; i.e., the intensification or easing of the -
pressures and demands laid down from the top for the degree 'of exploitation and’ ]
sacrifice extorted from the factories and farms. But this also sets thé climate for-
all other séctors of life, since in general it determines the degree of terror L
vhich Las to be organized over the whole of the society in order. te repress ‘the
hostility and- tensions engendered, - i 1 : : ‘ '
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Every period of "hard"'pressure is necessarily accoupanied by greater bureau-
cratism and an intensification of sll the evilg that flow from this in this so-
ciety, and therefore generates in turn the opiuion in tue burecucracy that a let .
up is needed in order to corrcct these ircreasingly exaggerated abuses and to -
compensate for the particular ‘ype of ore -gidcd development that ‘hey cause, Like-~
vise, every period of "soft" pressure, WY leading eventually to o falling-off in
prodiciion for other reazons ari to illusions that further gains night ve made by
the ancses if their disaffection were further implemented, aleo engenders a tendenc:
to the “ureaucracy to make a change back, as these undesired consequences threaten
to get out of hand.  This is the general reason for the characteristic aliernzting
pattein of hard and soft periods: but there is no econonic automatism about this
pattern since it is politically conditioneds

The period up to Stalin's death had been a "hard" one, vhich in turn had
succeeded the last wartime period vhen a good ded .of general looseness prev:iled
in many econcmic and social spheres due to the enbreilment of the regire in an ex-
ternal life-or-death struggle — i.e., a Mgoft! period. Eowever, if thig Yhapdd
and "soft" pattera is traced lack. not cramming events in an arbitrary molds but
detecting the gereral tendency, . then through the siugag alternciion there also
appears tae tendency for the hard giguags to get herder, th.t is, for g-caier
draconic efforts of terroristic bressurs to be necessary in order to drive the
Russian people to the same exertions. : '

Because Stalin's death came at .thé high point of a "hard" period and was nec-
cessarily succeeded by a "soft" period, an important error has been crystallized in
comuon termminologr: the term “Stalinism' hae cone to be rescived in popular journale
ism for the "hard*policy while the "soft" policy is mechanically interpreied as a
turn awey from Stalinicm. This is unfortunc.te from the point of view of better
political'understanding, since the fact is that Stalin had and uged both at dif-
ferent times; so also did Beria, vhose identification with "hard" Stalinisn is
dubious, and vho indeed first came to pover as gecret-police chief as the executor

of a M"softi tu-ne

(8). The fifth considerstion shaping the Greater Relaxztion after Stalin's desth
Wwas facticnal division inside the Kremlin leadership, using this term to denote
anything from power- or clique-struggles or tendency lineups however shifting, to
definite fattions (whose existence is dubious), In general the underlyirng problen
behind this division arises from the hard~9p—soft issue as discussed above,

5_ Disagreement at the tophhelps:to create a simulacrum of "derocratizat:on" ——
or rather, produces, someof the phenonens which gets hailed by gullible observers as
evidence for democratization. For exazple, the ozcasivnal appesrance of contra-
dictory views in the press does not argue the existence of democratic Gifferences
of opinicn but indicates that the views on top ure neitter steady nor certain,

(9) No one incividual Yozhd could hope to succeed Stalin immedictely. The evi-
dence is for the existence of a muted strugsle for dominance in. the Kremlin, a
struggle in which the first decisive loser was Beria; second kzlenkov, though far
less decisively; third lholotov, to the extent of a Partial humiliction; these

three being the triumvirate which had~geemed to take over the top leadership at .
Stalin's bier; and their decline brought the ascendancy of Khrushchev as the front-
runner, apparently still. g distance(frpm,unchallenged pover as The arbiter of the

systeme e -

It is now clear, hovever, that if halenkoy vac not ph-sically liquidated after
his fall from top place, it was because of the continuing power struggle in wvhich
he played a role, und hot because of any reform in the system or its leaders.
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~ The system, after Stalin's dea'B, demanded the collective rule of the top
lecdership, in the absence of an individual successor to the arbitership; at the
same time the longer-range demand of the system is for a suprene Arbiter who can
.resolve the questions that carnot be resolved by democratic discussion among the
hierarchy. I% is not pogsible to have any degree of genuine democratic exchange
o opninion, let alone democratic decision, among a linited siratum of the bureau~
cracy, except as an unstable transition, a temporary conditions, in the passage
back %o rule by arbiter — or forward to .the falling apart of the system. :

- It has become fashionable to say that the de~Stalinization process i "irp-
reversible," This is not true except in the longer-range historical sense in
which the doom of Stalinism is inevitable. .Indeed, the tendency to return to
& "hard" policy and even to one-man rule is inherent in the system, ihetler thig
tendency works itself out or not will depend in the last analysis on the growth
of the anti~Stulinist revolution. It short, it is only revolution which will
mcke gamaine Ge-Sgalinization "irreversidle,! o . L
(10) The Graot Relaxation that foilowed Sgalin's death was. therefore, a turn t
taken from weakness and not from strength. The heirs were viealkkened by the death
of the tyrant who had tightly kept the 1lid on, with ruthless force concenvrating
all threads c¢f real power in his own hands. and ‘now, fecing tl:ie engers and resent—
wents of the people, the Kremlin bureaucracy eased up in order to blunt the ctit-
ting edge of the hatreds thet surround them.- - -~ + = -~ =~ :

This ease-up, vhile primarily motivated by internal pressures, had to have
" its counterpart aiso in foreign policy. Promises of internal relaxation must be
accoigparied by evidence that the international pressuze is, or is going %o be,
less. Relaxzation in the cold war is necessary both as a motivation for explain-
ing the internal relaxation, and for giving a seeming gu.rantee th.t the latter
will be forthcoming., Hence the "geneva spirit" period. : A

At the seme time the international relaxation was also needed by the fact
that the Kremlin, in the Ypanic end disarray" after the death of Stalin, could not
afford any belligerert international incidents developing; its attention had to
be concentrated within, for the next periode o . . . o

(11) The internal relaxation was an internal gppeasement: who and what had to
be appeased? It is not a question of any claim thot iominent revolution fron be-~
low stared the Kremlin in the face after the deaih of Stulin. There can be a
long road betveen a dzcisive revolution and, merely, the -beginning of the break-
up of the bureaucratic monolith's stranglehold on the country through the growth
of unyest and discontente : S < T .

iMat is basic ts to register the fact that behind the monolithic front of
Russian totalitarianism is a seéthing cauldrom of hatred of the ruling bureau~
cracy, hostility to its oppression, resentment :gainst its grinding exploitation,
and enuity to its masterse : . = - - :

‘This vas manifested during the Second World war by the mass desertions from
the Russian army, by the subjects of the Krenlin who were even willing to fight
for the Nazis, and by the initial greetings given by the reoples of the Ukraine
and -other.border areas .to the Hitlerite invasioa. : T

It was nanifested by the great slave-labor irevolts in Vorkuta, Nofilsk and
other concentration camps, : o S
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It is manifested by the tremendous machinerv of repression and terror which

the Kremlin needs to maintain in order to stey in po'ver. ,

. The new Russian working class, erormously increased ‘by industrialization and
educated by decades of urbar life and orgasnization, are Waiting as the ‘grave-
digzers of the system ‘hat created ite . . E .

T™is is the great reservoir of revo'l.u..ionarv energy vmich once re!xeased,,
will sweep over the Staliniet power. and of which the burea.u racy 1rvee in fear.
(12) But it is not only a question of the revolution—ory discontent of he
masses. It is also a question — and’todey, more immediately 5o, of appeasing
the mass of the bureauc: atic ranks themselves, the secondary eehelon, 8 of the :
ruling class itself. ' . i :

Taese rarks are driven by the Kremlin as ru hleeslv as they ere expected to
drive the workers; in every respect they are %he transmi.zsion channels of. upper
poucv, Tais ruling class is nct a leisure class; it . is/f‘renbolca.a,.y ériven
class; but like all ruling classes ite members, not srtiyfied mereiy with the
superior privileges and income vhich their positiocas afford, aspire to a =
"norfalization" — the right to enjoy their privileges in unaisturbed peace and
security. Of this they have 11 ut..ea

To the echelons of the bureaucracy, therefore. relaxa*ion ha.e the moet
literal meaning3 an end to, or aa easing-up on, the unending mercilzss drive to
fuifill the Gemands from on top, to fuiflll a »lan vhich 13 weys brsaking
down from i€fs omn ai sproportionalities, its own wastes, Lts own parscitisr and
urplanaableness, This drive from above_-is nct forinitous or dispensahble on- the
"part of the topse It is a result of the fact that this system is (a) ‘no longer,
as capitalisa was, coordinated cr regulated by the impersoaal. "blind” workings
‘of the market, while at the same time (b) it caanotb LSe courdinated and regulated
by a workably plaaned mechanism which can substitute for the market - as long
as there is n5 adequate possibility for a ccnstant check on and correction of
the Pian by give-and--take from below such as is impossible within a totalitarian
franework. This requires socialist democracy, vhich alcre makes possible a :
‘gemine plamned économy. Bere we have the basic contradiction  of the system.

This burcaucratic system seeks, but cennot find, any means of keeping its
econony functioning or an -even keel. This is a society vhere economics and
politice are fused: that which under capitalism is accomplished by a semi-auto-
matic economic mechanism is here (as well as under socialism) to be ac complished
by tns political irsiituiions. st every step the tig pclitical whip mist do
wha’ many economic =hips do under capitdism. That is, totalitarian iLerror is
an integcral,, built-in and inescapuble component of this so"‘ial systen, not an
excess or a “mista&e" or a supe*s,ructure. -

' The bureaucratic planning of “the. economy requ.l.res terror. in the absence,
of morkers' democracy -—-- and in turn, terror makes impoeuble any geuuj.ne plan-

ning. A ro

Thus the unrenitting pressu:e from the top-dovn, since it naturally atten-
‘uates as it filters down the liue towurd the bot tom, must be .given a herd and
fierce impetus as it starts out from the top, 2o that -it'will still have moving
pover a few echelons below; and this pressure cannot be :dispensed with, without
- setting in motion forces which will overrelax the whole system til it starts
‘falling apdrte. Thig is the ru¥fonale of, and the inevitable drive behind, the
"hard" factions. at the sawe tiLe, as we have seeny there are times ~~ as on
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ftalin's death; as there was vhenever a "hard" period was threatening to raise
resentment to -an unfomfortable pitch «— when & continuation of the hard line can
be seen, especially by the more sensitive bureaucrats, as dangerous, when, there-
for , & “soft“ turn gains adherents e o o .

, And 80 the zigzags of the regime, ond the division of the bureancracy into
,tenaennv line-ups, are brought about by the most basic drives of .the socizl system
It was this that was exwcervated to critical levels by the death of Stulin and

the acute emergence of the problems it released or triggered off..

(13) The two factors discussed - the discontent of the masses, and the discon-
tents of ths ranks of the bureauciracy — are not separate factors. The latter is
significant as a {ranemitting mechanism for the former, thut is, for the basic
class struggle in this society. . : , S e A

; The aspirations of the bureaucrats for normalization and relaxa ion act as

a tranemitiing belt for the pressures of disagfection, sporadic sabotege, slow-
down and non-uooperation that-arises from the masszs. If the regime fallowed
(say) moraz censuuer goods, the workers would work better, protlems wouid be fewer,
quotas couid be iilled more easily, the dangers of feiluie would be less, etc.)
and so the midéle-echeion bureaucrats could -live a happier, less tense. more re-
- laxed and tnormal” 1life in whizh to enjoy lneir perguisites and prvilegesu So
it is in the interests of a section of the bureaucrats to be Ior more consumers
goods, or other ameliorations of the workers' lot —— i.e., in this and other in-
stances to act as channels to pass on the pressure of a working class which has
‘no democratic channels to express its demands — no channels =t &ll to express its
denands except to keep the economu in cr*sls, to xeep the bureaucracy in fear

and insecurity. : . _— et P

" Thus, up through the class structure the demends of the mass of people fight
back agalnst the whip of the bureaucracy, that is, against the totalitarlan ter-
ror which is an integral component of this. economy. .

. In the last aralysis, the appeasement to whieh the post—Stelin relaxation
vas directed was appeasement of potentially revolutionary mass discontent from
below, vhich had to be safety-valved.. Through the mirror of the Kremlin's
tdisarray ard pagic!" at the death of Stalin, the nent Russian Revolution can be
seen incubatings 3 L .

(14) Short of the next Russian Revolution, it is the anti—Stalinist revolution
in the conqureu satellite empire that has exploded first, before the heartland
of -Stalinism. - For this, hovever, at least the weakening of the heartland was a
necessaxy prelininary. Just as we have seen since the war that world capitalism
has &Ccayed and lost pover most catas*rophically first on its peripheries —

in the colonial worlds — so also with regard to the Stalinist system; both
browm aronnd the edges firsbe Hence .the Czech demonstrution, East Germany,
Poznan,. Poland - end Hungarye. - . - S : .

" Politically and socially, these revelutiondry upheavaZs haye four basic .
characteristics:

(a) They fuse the nationalist revolution and she social revolution in a
. single interlocked struggle; i.e., the demand for metional freedom from Russian

donination, with the demands on the native Stalinist regimes for genuine democ—
ratization and an.end to bureaucratic exploitatione _

(b) The central political revolutionary demands of these movements spell
out the demand for democracy. BRhis in oneword is the program of the anti-Stalin-
ist revolution. This social revolution is a democrutic revolutione 219
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(¢) This revolutionary movement bases itself in the mass on themaintenance
of social or collective ownership of the basic means of production, maintenance
of the "nationalized economy".and against any restoration of capitalism or.the
old regime. The social progran of the revelution is the democratization of the
statified economy, This essentially dsfines it as the socialist revolution,

(d) Far and away the leadership in- tals revolution nes boen taken by the
working class, with sirorg aliies from the vorking class students and from the
inioitectuals, the lattor two elements playing a big role especizlly in trigzen-
inz s revelutionary actions; and with united support Irom the peasante, though
mors passlvely. Thus while the revoluticn is mationsl in sccpe, it is the
working class which stands at the head of the naiicn. This revolution is prole-
Yarian both in program and in leadership. L B

- Taus the national revolution, the sbeial revolutlion, the democratic revolu~
tion all fuse iuto the proletarian socialist revolution -~ under this system of
despotism which by its very nature tends to fuse all politics,  economics grd
social life into a monolithic unity. I )

(15) As this revolution, beth in Russia snd more broadly in the Stalinict vorld,
cones visibly cleser'and its face becomes clecarer; as the proshect cf sveing this
revoluticn in our day charges from a hope or dream to g prastical and real prob-
ability, so alco is the line drawn sharper between the proponents of raf:rm or
revolution in the Stalinist worldd., ' R

‘Those are the terms in which it is posed: reform oz?_révéiﬁtidn.,

There is, of course, an obvious analogy at first blush with the historic
issue of Reform or Revolutionas it was fought out in the secialist movement with
- ramect to caritalism; and indeed there < re many parailels possibie which are
noe aecansarily accicdenéisi. Bub s%ill we carnct mereiy carry over the . eld contro-
ve, 7 and its arguments but have to think the new problem r~ut afresh; for it s
o Gifferent social system and a different world context which is involved bars,

With this basic ceution, we nevertheless add: Oa the issue of reform cr revo=
lation in the Sgalinist world, . we stand for revolutionery socizlism; we exrect
and look to the revolutionary overthrow of the totalitarian Stalinist regimes
ty mass action from below; as against thosé vho preach the inevitability, or
Gueelrability or expectation of an inner self-reform of the bureaucratie-collect-
ivist ruling class which will hand down defiocracy to the masses from avove, which
will bring about the self-democratization of the bureaucracy, .

(16) as the revolution against the Stalinist pover comes closer, the reformists
on this question have increased their ranks, &t the same .time that theiy voli.-
tical baeis becomes ever more untenable. This viewpoint now extends cut from
the ronizs of the Stalinoids, fellow-tr.velexs, ‘sociclists with prO-Stalianict
11lusions, etc., out into == far into =— the ranksof the imperielist bourgeosie
itself, . o T - : :

The common denominator tends to be rationalized in the theoretics of Isaac
Deutscher; and "Deutscherisu" tends to be an umbrella for various kinds of
Stalino-reformism. iidth the discreditment of those approaches vhich peint the
Stalinist bureaucracies in a more favorable light, all theories and views about
the reformability of the bureaucratic-collectivist ruling class tend to reduce
themselves. to Deutschers formulas o - A ;

-+ According to this formula, in dbrief, Stalin's monstrous form of totalitarian-
iem, vhile regrettable, was historcally inevitable in order to bring about a
rpaid enough industrialization and modernization of Russia, vhich in turn was .
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indispensable in order to lay the basis for or build "socialisn;" and so this pro-
cess, vhich was inetitable, was also historically progressive,. Now this taek has
been accomplished, deplorable. though the methods may huve been, and now this .
totalitarian dictatorship is no longer necessary; on ‘the contrsry, it is a drég

on the furiher developuent of these "gociglist! econonies, This the new masters
in the Xremlin realize; and Stalin's death fortunately gave them the opportunity
to start turning the helm of state towuid the democratization Process which his-
tory &4 their own-aspirations demand. If they are not scared off this road by
thre=ts Trom the capitalist west, or scared ¢ff by the thraats of subversive "enti.-
sociaiists” forces vithin, they will sooner or l.ter bring Russia, and her cepend.-
 enties and p.rtners, along the road of the compleie iiquidation of Stalirism, of
dictutoiship, or terror, and to a genuinely socialist democracy. It fol:ows

from this that any revoluiionury struggle against this bureamcrac;'s po'rer, even
if detonated by otherwise justificd demands, is counter-revolutionary, will only
postpone socielist democretization can be effective only as a tool of the irperial-
ists, and must therefore be deplored if not prevented and repressede.

(17) If it clear, first of all, what this view has in common with o0ld~fashioned
reformism (i.e., under capitdism), different though they are in so many vital
respecs, Ccmmon is the underlying distrust of the action of the masses them-
selves; hostility to the basic coacepiior of Marxism that the emoncipatiun of the
working class must be by its oma aciiuvn, that it cannot be looked for t» eone
condescending savior; that the socialist goal is not & good taat will be handed
dovn out of the goodness of their eplightened hearts by benevolent masters but
must be taken by the organizated strnegth of a revolutionary movement; that gen-
uine democracy can be sattained only insofar as the nasses take the political
stage as self--conscious actors and doers, not merely as objects of history.

- There is nothing vhatever so basiQ.h&_revolutionary harzism as this. It is
its opposite that is characteristic of all forus of reformism, opportunism or
capitulation to the ruling powers of the viorld, vhatever their cleoss nzture may
be. On the theoretical plane it is this vhich pernits us to unite the new
Stalino-refornism with the old :reformism under capitek sn.

(18) The political tendencies which are adopting, or adapting to, a species of
Deutscherite reformism are increasing, for very understandable regsons. -In the
first place, there are the thinkers, braintrusters and pundits of the i'estern
imperialist camp, in and out of the government, who huve .their omn reasons for
hating, fearing and deploring the prospect of uncontrolled . revolutionary mass
action breaking out anywhere. afrsid of revolution, th.ey are equelly afraid of
revolution on the other side of the "Iron Curtain," insofar as they understand
that the flames vill insscepably tend to leap across the Curtei, vhich is not of
iron, and extend to their world. - o . _ ‘ .

They look upon the oppressed massesg of the Stalinistwoild as fit only to
be auxiliaries to their own armies in the event of war breaking out between the
tvo imperialist camps; they do not want then to rise up and fight for thei:r own
freedom; they want them to "preserve theuselves" so as to be avail:ble to fight as
tools of the western capitalist military camp. They do not look to their revo~
lutionary struggle as a means of Preventing imperiazlist war, but only as a means
of fighting a war.

Short of the outbreaiz of war, they hope to make an imperialist deal with
lhoscow, vhereby the Russians will agree to "contain themselves" peaceably in ex-
ploitation of their own eupire and not bother the liest, while the capitalist
world guarantees their (the Russians') "security" and peace of mind in running
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their ovn vassalries. This Y"peaceful" perepective is only endangered by the .
outbreak of uncontrolled revolutionary struggle in the Stalinist states, for '
such struggle males the Russions fear thut all their power and pelf is at stake
and endangered, when the capitalist statesmen really want to allay any such

fears. . . e

Such ‘an 1mper1allst deal, which is the only form of'a'peaoe policy that
tlis world's leaders ca: envisage, is called "peaceful coexistence! whon it is
pruﬁouuded by the Stalinists, under vhich labéd it is often execrated by all-
good Arerican party-liners and even viewed with suspicion by liberals, some of
whom invent other labels like "competitive coexistence® to tare off 4hé curse.
But vhether labeled "peaceful coexistence" or the "containment policy,# which
basically means the same thing, the end is the same: an imperialist deal over
the passive bodies of the satellites end subject peoples of the one or the =
colonial prizes and exploited peoplés of the other. A

This bourgeo*s—imperialist ‘form of Deutscherite reformisy therefore, while
it hae its ovn political roots and objectives, and because iy shares in the de-
testation of revolution on eiither side of the lines, temis to set forith as the
realizatle goal of its imperiaiist deal a reformed Stalinist bureauncracy that
will at las% hve seen the light and waie the compazt. Fronm this follows some
of the same illusions about the poicntialities of a Stalinist innér-tr aﬁsformap
tion as are articulated and theorized by Deutscher and hle co-thinkers fio
qulte & different political premises.

" (19) In the second plaoe, all the neutralist currents in the bourgeosie (in
France for exauple) are even moredirecily impellsd {o beiieve that the Stalinist
totalitarians either are or can be in process of raforming themselves avd their
. system. In the mind of all forms of neutrzlism which depend on the reeonilia-
tjon of the rival war camps, illusions about the Ss ;alini st regimes fas wgll as
about capitalism) are inevitable, for if the two camps are really tc de wnitod
in amity, then this must be considered possible; and it if is possitle, it is
'because the irmperiaiist rivalry is not inherent; and specifically, the Stalinist
totalitarian leaders must be viewed as reasonable people genuinely ipterasted

. in peace above all, if ouly their understandable skittishuess gbout capitalist
encirclement can be cured. At any rate they cannot be as black as p&wrtel.-c

,(20) ' The strong neutralist currents in the eociall t movements of VaIlOus,
countries, typified by the Bevanites, often share this approach and in = adii tion,
may be subject to another disease, which spreads as a blight spec1f1c“11v ia '
soclalist ranks, sepavate from, though of tep connected with, neutralism, Tais
is the blight of pio-Stalinist illusions, which characteristically view the
Stalinist regimes as soom kind of socialist states, though distorted, detest-
able, degenerate, or deplorable kinds of soci.list states, or "worirers' stateg,"
or some sori of progressive form of society., &scorrding to this, thisotherw

wise detestable "kind of socialism" must be diseuburrassed of its unpleasant
features in order to being out the pristine lines of its intrinsic 'Soc ialism";
and to this end, we must be free with sympathy for the "socialist® obgectlves
_of this deplorable regime while remuining kindly and helpful in persuadzng its
leading hanguen to becoue less degenerate. o

According to the varieties of this strain of thought, the "socialist“ s
sence of the Stalinist states (which is equated by a vulgar econouism with the
simple existence of statified property) must willynilly bring their dictators
to socialist democracy as the political corollary of the econoui "socialist!
forms,. Thus, pro~Stalinism reinforces Deutscherite reformism. ;

‘17:.1.



Came

. .
4t
A

(21) ' If these and other varieties coalesce around Deutséherife'_r'e'férmis'xi'; in

*  looking to the self-reform and self-democratization from above of the Stalinist

regiunes, it is not the result of fortutious agreement bt the natural common

ground resulting from rejection of a revolutionary perspective. &ll of these

people become enemies or opponents or derogators of the proletarian socialist

revolution against Stalinism., e stand firtdy on the basis of thig revolution,

- alongside an equ lly firn position of opposition to capitalist and the capital..

isv-imperialist war camp. Ve expect that the forces of socialist revolution in

‘both halves of the world will inspire each other; while in baoth caxps the social-

‘reofrmiste and the Stalino-reformists advise, "Be prudent...ds not fight for

- 'what you need -~ your masters will hand it to you freely if only you convince
theu that they have nothing to fear from youl® : ST T .

Socialist Policy in the inti-Stalinist Revolution

~(22) Our fundamentsl guide in the anti-Stalinist revolution is the cohception
of the "permaent revolution" in an adapted form — i.e., the need for the con-
tinuous, or uninterrupted, transition in a rising line from the nationalist: Tevo-
lution to the social revolution (this applies outside the Grest-Russian heart-
land) or from the democratic revolution to the proletarian socialist revolution,
as discussed in point 14, - p ' : '

' We reject any notion that this revolution must restrict itself to "stages”
lest it go "too far" for any given period (tactical considerstions aside, of
course). There are indeed likely to be stages, but the point is that it ig not
the vanguard that must retrain events to prescribed stages. :

(83) 4s against the totalitarian Stalinist regimes, we support every democratic
.movement, all democratic elements, every measure and every force and every step
to create genuinely democratic institutions. ' ' C

Co | | |
The revolutionary events of 1956 meke even more important the view which we
set-down in our 1649 resolution: S ‘ .

"The aim of all opposition in such a state inevitably centers around

the demands of democracy. Not only is this demand the essence of the
gocialist struggle under the bureaucratic-collectivist regine, it is

at the seme time the program around which the widest strata of the
population can be effectively mobilized...

"The tasik of the karxists, therefore, is to enter into battle against

the main enenmy [ the ruling bureaucracxj alongside every genuinely popular
movement of resistance to the despotism of the stute." Y

(24) The following consideration is vital to the relationships between conscious
revolutionary socialist elements and other democratic elements in the anti-
Stalinist revolution. . ' :

Under Stalinism the fight for democracy has a'different political and .
- social -content than under capitalism. Under capitalism, any fight whose social
vision is merely limited to general democratic objectives and asiks no other . .
changes thereby assumes the continudd existence of the capitalist social system,
vhich negates the possibility of full genuine democracy; and so revolui:io!ialy
socialists,. in addition to being the most consistent supportere of every demo-
cratic measure — and in order t6 be so ~— must. themselves spell out the social
content of the democracy for which they.fight ~- nanely, spell out' the socialist
obJective of the stiruggle for democracy. - 27 2_3
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The character of the Stalinist social syctem makes the case basically dif-
ferent under that system. There the struggle for dsmocracy -- democratic rights,
institutions and freedoms —~ tukee place in a society rhere the basic means of
production are already stutified, whexe the political institutions(tne, state)

that are to be democratizeware already ths owmer of the economye

- Here a struggle whose vision is limifed_ to. democratic ti“a.ns‘fofma;tion" and

- ask? 10 other changes is one ‘vhich assunes the contirued maintenance of the forme
" of the collectivized economy. Here the struggle for democracy automatically tend

to turn into the struggle for deuocratic socialiem, regardiess of the conscious-

‘ness with which the struggle begins.

(25) This is not to say that anyone who calls for democratic change is ipso
facto fighting for socialism. There may possibly be remnants of elements vho
m y etill think in terms of capitalist restoration. But (a) such tendencies
are enormously stronger aucng the emigres from the satellite states than anong
the pecple vhemselyes; and (b) all evidence shows thal insofar as there are
such e.emenis amomg the people, they are a tiny and uniaflue rtial ninority. .

(26) 1In the anti-Stalinist revoluiion, therefore, we vigo'ro\isly'mp‘po:ct all ten~
dencies, struggles and steps toward a revolutiosnary democratic opvosition to the

. regime, . This political position does not prejudge any quesiions of revolution-
.ary tactics in the detailed course of a revolutionary upheavel, such as can

be decided only by militants on the spot; it Gefines our side in the striuggle.

(27) We reccgnize that, as in Hungery, a revolutionary demoeratic upsarge
azainet the Stalinist power may well also churi up; from the dregs of the soci-
eiy¥, not only the mass of the working~clase deuocrazy, but also vhatevar specks
of the old reaction still exist. One of the tasks of the socialist werkers in
tvch a revolution is naturally to isolute and quarantine such elenerl$ and pre-
vent them from exercising any influence. Thers has indeed been no important
evidaace in either the Hungarian or Polish revolutions that such élements, in-
cluding anti-Semitic elements, plagyed any substantial. role in the upsurge. But
in any case, vhitever the eventuality, socialists would energetically combzt

eny attempt by dmemies of the revolution to smear the revolutionary demecratic
opposition by pointing to the existence of any such elements, even wl\gg_e they
really do exist. \e say candidly and in advance that any mass, especialiy all-
national, sweeping upsurge may possibly exhibit such elements among .them, whethar
6o a minute and insignificant degree or vhether to a degree that would jeopardius
the revolution, bui in any case, we regard this as a problem of "our side," aad

not a reason for turning against "our side."

(28) The brunt of socialists' analyses and propaganda must be, not the exag-
gerated dangers of "reaction:ry" elements within the general revolutionery demo—
cratic attack on the regime——dangers vhich may exist, but vhich the healthy
dynemism unleashed by a genuine revolution can adequ tely handle, ' are. convinced
-~but the bruut must be directed against all those regime forces vhich set
themselves to bridge the revolution and lead the people back into the confines
of totalitarianisu as expeditiously as possible and as soon as the revolutionary
unrest can be transquilized. . .

(29) In the Hungarian Revolution, where — due to the &ssian'_inter'v'en.ti(m-;—-- :
the nationalist revolution and the social revolution vere completely fused
from virtually the beginning, there vas no stopping-point possible between the

-one and the other, The revolution also broke open the Nagy-Kadar coalition,

forcing its individual members to fall one way or the other. Thus, Nagy finished
: , : - o ' A2 4
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by going along completély'vdth the ‘revolutidnary democracy, vhile Kadar, .deép'ite
his record of Stalinisi-discidence, finished by becoming a tool of the Russians.

The Poligh kievelopment di_fféred in,thié respasct — basically because the

' revolutionary demooratic moverient there had developed earlier, more strongly in

advance of the 'crisis, and had cast its shadow before, more menecingly for a
longer time; whereas the Hunzarian crisis burst upon the country mcre unexpcct-

- efly and improvissdly aad with less preparation. Thus-—ag in the analgous con-

trazt Teen the German and asustrien revolutions of 1918 —- the revolution which

. -pas less deeping-going and deeprootedly prepared was the one vhich was the

nost dramatic and violent.

- In Poland the "thaw" — a loosening of the bonds of totalitarian restraint
in various field of life, most Promninently at first in the field of cultural and
intellectual 1life -~ began even before the 20th Congress; and soon =fter the
Congress, took t..e lead by far in making Poland's fernent of "de-5Stalinization"
depper, more stormy and less "controlle:" then in eny other satellite, Eungary

included., 4

This was so because: (a) the political experience and traditicn of a
pfolelariat that wus more advanced and beiter trained politic2lly in scoial
strugzles than any other in the Russian empire with the possible exception of
the East German; (b) the strong roo%s of nationslist aspirations directed
against oppression from Russia; (c) the economic exploitation of the country
practised by the Russians. T ' -

On toia of the stormier development of "de-Stalinization" in Poland came

-the blow-off in Poznan. .hile this could be militarily suppressed and localized

at the tine, it acted as an advance warning to the Polish Tegiee

This is vhat basically accounts for the fact that after Poznan the deci-
sive section of the Polish Stalinist bureaucracy —- including Ochab and
Cyrankiewicz -~ went over to the thesis that the developing revolution could be
averted, ' and discontent confined within the bounds of the exi sting system, only
by the Communist Party leadership themselves running to the head of the movement
by timely coucessione. Hence, Goiulka was released and instdled as leader to
be the symbol and organizer of the contemplated. program of anticipatory reform,
since (a) he was not discredited in the eyes of the people, and (b) his record
and views on a number of points vere. consistént with these concessions, unlike

(30) The main concessions made to curb the developing and ‘seething Polish
Revolution was a curbing of Russian influence, designed to take some of the

‘nationaiist steam out of the growing soclal--vevolutionary movement. As we

£

. know f vom the -experience of .Titoism, such & step is no .to be undefstood‘merely

as a reluctant concession .on the part of .thé Polish Stalinists, They are for

-obteining a maxinmum measure .of national independence from- the Ruseians; this

is the "Titoist" component Wwhich i& an inherent drive behind every satellite
regime, even the most subservient, let alone the Polish. The revolution devel-
oping under the Polish bureaucracy, hovever, made this course not simply a
preferable good that they could wspire to, but a pressing necessity. w.oreover,
by pointing to the threatening revolution they céuld hope to convince the -
Russians to agree to a reluctant acceptance of some "gnti Russian® seps as a .
e TN ° L)
lesser evil. This is vhat happened in October 2725
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Thus, by buluncing between the revolution from below and the Russian
pover which overshadowed tham, the new regime gained nationalist concessions
(de~Russification of the aiwy, ouster of the symbol Rokossovsky, etc.), thofgh
the Russian troops still remained in the country. .ith the populur credit thus
obtzined, the regime svung into a drive %o trauguilize the uncontrolled revo-
lutionary ferment among the people and evea among many strata of the Cormunist
militants ahd intellectualss

Outside of the de~Russification concessions, msjor concessions were made by
thz wszime to the two social forces that naturaily stood outside the main arena}
of tiiz 1evolutionary democratic stirrings: the peasanicy a=d tae Catholic Church.
The peasantry were granted a wide measure of detollensivization, reduction of
colleciion quotas and rights of private ovnersiip. Thechurch was givexn tle
right cf religisus imstruction in'ise public schools themselves, in violotion of
democratic concepts of church-state separation, as well as remission of previous
undemocratic restrictions on the church, releuase cf prisoners, right of eccles—
iastical appcintment, etc. ‘ ’

Tre reason for these major concessions in these directions was to strenghten
and stabilias the regime by leaning - scroge the working glass and dissident
intelligentsia - on these two eozial ferces as a counterpose to the main coun-
ters of the revolutiomary democratic oppusition. ' .

In this way the regime hopes %o .stabilize itself within the fremework of a
bureaucratic--collectivis® system vhose totaljtarian struecture has been cracked
wide opern in all directions sinae:October, and which they could thersupnz hope
to re-totulitarianize, even if preferatiy oa a mere aalional: Communmi st dbasie

~&han h=aioreo . ) : \

Thie is the gsueral class pattern of the Polish Revolutien after‘Octobero

~~

;

7.th here is wot a siudy of good or bad refoims bestoved by a good or bad leader
he head of a regime, but rather the gains (or losses) registered by a revo-

q{

71) In all this, then,i% is essential to keep in mind that whot we are dealing
t
N

av
lution, a mass revclutionary upheaval which has shaken the Polish totalitarian—

ici, loosened it wup, qualified its £bility to operate as such in almost every
field, in provorticn to the storminess of nass action; which has gven here and
there, and for a vhile, brought about a degrew of independent orzanization
fom below, particularly in the student and youth rields, thous: the main ad-
vanced of this sort weire soon suppressed by the regimefs edict or pizssurea

This revolution is not the work of the regime or any of its lecders bdbut is
inevitzbly cirectied against this regiie; and the regime and its leaders exe:t
themerives to bridle and quiet this revolutlon bty every meuns from pezaceful psr-
sua-isn vhere possidble to political pressure to police actione

Our political suppor: ~- without involving anvy coomi’ment on tactics —
goes to "our side", the revclutionary dsmocraiic forces vho, vhether or not they
suppoirt a poyrlar leader as a symbol, are eingaged on a course vhich is the
deadly enemy of the regims, and vhich, if parsued (hovever prudently), will
bring them insscapably into a life~and-deatlh clash with the regime; and in no
case do3s ovs political support or confidence go to the Go.mulka regine, crit—

ically or otherwise.,

As in the case also of Tito, we are for the defense of Foland, under any
national regime including Golumulk.'s, &8s against Pussian or other foreign as-
sault or intervention designed bo force it back into vassalage, inany struggle
vhere the nationul right to self.determination is indeed the dominant element
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. But political support to Gomulka is not involved here. - In case of - any hypothet-
ical Natolin-Stalinist puisch in which Gorulka willy-nilly acts the part of a
"Xerensky" as against the Stalinist "Kornilov", we aré ‘equally ready to defend
_ Gomulka in the same spirit (Kerensky vs Kcrnilov),,though it must be admitted in
all political realiem that it is difficuli to envi sage such a puisch unconnected
"with Russian irtervontion. In any case; agaln, political support to the Gomulka
regine is not involved iun any of these hypotheticalities; and the real situation
and rza). problems of the revolutionary lef$ in Poiané have litéie relation to
‘theze hypo*hetwal ques..ions. which we _answer because tney have been raised.
. The revo].utlonary pressure of the peop'le can impeT or encourage this Golmulke
regime to grent further concessions of a nationalisi or social character, and suck
. concess* ons and gains socialists will welcome ani support, vhether in the nature
.of further de-Russification or more demucratic leeway; but in the last anaiysis
“such gains vill be possible only as by-products of revnlutionarv pressure and

not of the reg:’.me 8 magnam.mityo L

(33) Tre working class in the anti«-Stelimst revolution has np reeson to be vary
of democratic corcessions to nen.working-class strata vho are also: opcressed by
the commsia enemy, the ruling bursaucracy; on the conirary, socialists should
fight not only for workersi power ageinct this bureancracy, but also for the °
legitimate interests ol all other ele,nents in the eouiet,v vho should be its allies
in the stiugsle,

(a) Freedom of the peasants f:om forced co]lect1v139£lgn. ‘- The working
class has no interest in maintaining bursaucratic collectiv ization of the land,
into which the great majority of the peatantry have been forced under Stalinism..
Under conditions of revolution, .as was tiue notably in Poliand, the peasantrv may
a.bandon the collectives en masse; they must have complete freedom to do so, and in
gsuch ezezcise of -their right the democratized state would seek to organize the
return ¢. them of the property which the bureaucratic despotism took awaye The
socialists do not advocate or support decollectivization; but they do guarantee
. the cogpleve and untrammeled right to deccllectivization. &s always, the social-
sty ain.will La, iIn atep with material possibilities, to lead the
peasaantry voiuatarily toward free cooperatives or other free collective foms
which can utilize the land most productively, by the pover of example and encour-

- -agement.

-(v)- Private property: - the Stalinist over—bureaucmtization of the economic
'svstem fn the Eastern Zuropean countries has also tenmded to involve over-statifi-
cation .- the statification of all sectors regardless of how economically ready for
socialization they may bes It is enti rely poss*ble that a revolutionary socialist
government would find it desirable, transitionally, at least, to allow greater
leeway for private properly and private small.business in subordinate sectors of
the econcmy, particularly where free collective or socialized forms are not yet
‘feasitle in terms of economic efficiency. Thls must be understood quite apart
'from any terdencies toward capitalist restoration:

' - () Multi-party system: ~ When socialists detiand complete political freedonm
in these states, they demand freedom for all, not oniy for themselves. We repud~-
iate any notion that the new political freedom should be extended only as far as
pro-socialist parties and no further., Vhile we are entirely confident that a

- gemuine popular democratic revolution will be led by the vworking class and be
socialist in its content and program, we are on principle opposed to limiting the
legality of nev parties or political activity only to those which purport to be
pro—socialist, or worse yet, only to those which are accepted as pro-socialist,
by the government (even .2 democratic. govemment) "We are for the right also to

. reconstitute even the old bourgeols parties, if: any wish to do so, or new parties
" vhich are pro-bourgeois in anyone®sg view, lie do not believe that the revolution
will be endangered by such freedome 2729
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(d) Church rights: -~ Among the social forces repressed by the Stalinist -
dictatorship in many of these states hus been the Ciurch, especizlly the Catholic
Church. Ve are for the restoration of .complete religious freedom and self-govern-
ment of the churches, in no wey cortroiled by the government. Ve are against any
intervention of the governueni or a:iy o%her outsice power into the interaal af-
fairs of the church, such as: in the naming of bishops or other chuwch officers.

A ‘ue same time we maintain the traditional socislist insistence on compiete
separation of church and state in evezy respect, includ*'cg the completelv secular
character of pudlic ed.ucationc

)
(34) Tke leading social force 1n the anti--Stalinist revolution,- hovever,. is the
vorking class. The experience in both Hungary and Poland has shovn that the reve
" olutionary working class spontaneously organized its forces into iorkers Councils
as its revolutionary instrument against the state, and that these orkers Coune.
cils tended to assume the character of a dual pover cha.llenging the old state or
assuming its power after the shattering of the old state. .

] . .

Socialists must be the mos% corsistent end mil} tant supno‘rters of the ilorkers
Council systems which arise in the revolution, and of their exparsion, sseing
these not simply «s technlcal factury instruments of locally limited power but
as the formations vhich can link up horizontally and verticaliy - natiounglly - as:
the basis for the new revolutionury government, the lattgg: s roots in the factor-
jes. The old bureaucratic apparatus caunot be taken over/ihe revolution, along
with its discredited and compromised cad:es who did the bidding end diriy work of
the Stalinists; this apparatus must be swept off the board. The apparatus to .
replace it as the state pover can arise out of the Council system,

(35) The revolutiom of 1956 raise the question of the party in the anti-Stalinist
revolution, and also present some important experiences toward ans ering this
question - namsly, the general relationship between spontanevus revolt a.nd con-
scious organiuatlon in the revolutiono

The experience 80 far has tended to put the spotlight on the great drama of
spontaneous revolt from below. One of the great and indelible contributions of -
the Hungarian and Polish revolutions is their final and conclusive proof that -
the triumph of Stalinism in a country does not turn the workers into hypnotized
robots, brainwashed by an all--pwerful propaganda and terror machine, a la Orwelllg
1984 or Hannah Arendt!'s inverted !3dealization of totalitarianism. This elimin-
ates one of the great motives for capitulation to ‘lestern imperialism unde:r the
plea that it is the cnly force that can save us from this otherwise invulnerable

‘monstar,

(‘ontrauv to the 1984 picture, this Sta‘inism has pro&ucéd the very opposite
of the deavmanized "prole"; it has produced the most sweeping, courageovs, mass,
united struggle for freedom in the vhole history of social strugile. Above all,
what has been shown is that this struggle begins by breaking out as a spontaneous
one - i.es, not initiated or organized or led by any organizauons or established
leadership. It is therefore irrepresnble.‘ o ,

‘(36) It is entirely possible for a completely spontaneous revolt to overthrow a
desootic regime, especially under conditions where all" sectors of the society are
sympathetic to its cause. This has happened more than once in Hstory, as in the
February 1917 revolution in Russia., Considerably more difficult problems are
raised, hovwever, in the next stage ~ the presentation of a stable revolutionary
governmental alternative to the old one, and the building of a new sogiety. It
is essentially at this point that the prodlen of conscious socialist organization

becomes most acutee. 272 8



(a) The spontaneity of the revolts ‘against Stelinism, however, should not
be exaggerated or interpreted as being complete. It is useful to emphasize their
relative spontaneity in order to underline the irrepressible elements in themn,
but migleading to interpre’ this as flatly,eppqsed to the existence of organized
factorse |, . .0 Lt onc 0 e e et ie Lt R I C
i point of fact, one of the important contributions of the 1956
revelubions was precisely the demonstraticn that even wder Sialinist totalitar-
.ienisns, and in advance of the shattering of the totalitar:an framework by mass
straggle ~ in fect.as a preliminary to the mass struggie ~ forms of revolutionary
organizaiions and opposition can and do spring up, Dissident elements in a semi-
corganized form utilized inetitutions and organizations sponsored by the regime it-
self. Of this nature was the Petofi Circle in Bulapest or Pro Prostu in liarsaw,
" -Under the gathering discontent, seni~organized faciional forms even penetrated
. into the ruling parties themselves, as in the case of the Nagy group in the
" Hungarian CP. There were anticipatory splits in official organization, as in the
case ¢ the student organization in Hwgary Just befoire the uprising. Simltan-

Y -

- o—

‘eous witk ﬁhé ugheavels, other ad-toc organizailons formed - Like the #2cimber
comniftees® in the Polish factories, which were veritable revolubionary soviets
until dicsolved by Gomulka. ' ' oo ‘ o

These organizations and forme of sem8-qrganization were sufficient to meke
possible the destruction of the old state in Hungary, and in Poland the shatten-
ing of the tctalitarian framework for a rhile, but it was precisely the inade-
quecy of this organizational framework twhich wmas one, and an important, contribu~
ting influence to ‘he subsequent confusion of the revoluticnary left of which
the old despots could take gdvantage. ihat was nising was aay over-all political
leadership which couid puli together the strands of revolution, point a direction,
unlte disparate efforts, offer a pole of Clarity around vhich a cross-section of
the nation could rally. The Nagy group of the UP could possibly have constituted
such an instrument, but did not because of its orientation toward, or hesi tancy
about reforming the old machine instead of breaking with it. The .orkers
Councils might have teen abie %o throw up such a leaderchip if given more tine,
though that is not to be expected without more previous training and preparation.
In any case, it is such an over-all political leadership, whatever it might be
called and whatever form it might take, which would play the role of the revolu-

tionary party.

But if the gbsence of a revolutionary party in any sense was one of the
fatal weaknesses of the 1956 revolutions, it does not follow that such revolu-
tions are doomed to te futile since in no case will the totalitarians allow any-
thing iike a revolutionary party to gain experience or even existence. For in
both Luvrgary and Poland, and perhaps also in Fast Germany, such a revolutionary
party leadership is developing now, molecularly, as a resvlt precisely of tae
experiences that have been gone through: providsd that by party we do not neces—
sariiy understend the type of organization known by that name elsevhere, but
understand simply the separating out of a strata of leading people who link up
with each other for a common action and with a conmon, more or less clear program.

Furthermore, if next time the few days of Eolitical freedon vwhich the Hun-
garian revolution enjoyed just before November 4 are lengthened to & whole period,
then from thut first confused burgeoning of new political formation there is at
least the possibidity of harmering out a nore adequate political leadership, not
necessarily in one party at that.

In any case, the experience of the 1956 fevolutions afford no reason to
make a virtue out of the lack of conscious organization in the novement, but
2LT29



but rather reasons .to look foriverd to the remedying of this defect.

. The 1956 revolutions themselves have laid down new foundations for the
solution of this problem row, evan though defeated or set bafk. For one thing
that can never be restored, however siringent the ro-totalitarianization of
these countries becomes, is the senss of gstomization of the working class, the
.gshattering of the class into mutually suspicious and diecrete fregments by the
ter»or or secret police intimidation. Now the whole people know that evexyone,
or virtually everyone, hates the regime; that they the people are united in
- reglity; that nothing can stop their assault once they rise; that they must only
* prepare better, more understandingly, more consistently, to win; and in this tay
there aiready exists the basis for the conscious linking-up and seeking out of
new forms of organization which are needed. This is one way in which the revolu-
tions of 1656 will be, even if in defeat, a necescary prerequisite for the final

victory vhich is cominge : .

¥t
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Berg Amendments

The following two anendments are to the PC VMajority Resolution on unity —
“emorandum on Cur Perspectives and Crientation in the Tatter of Socialist
Unity. (See last issue of Forum) ' :

1. To follow,-in'section 3,4the vords "enjoyin~ equality of rights and
‘ ~duties." (1line 12, section 3) -

Precisely because we could unite with the SP only on the
basis of full rights of membership, vwe make clear now, :
while proposing unity, our criticisms of®he SP's political -
position on questions of immediate importance, not in a
harash .and hostile manner, but at the same time ro in such

a vay as to sloss over or conceal the sipnificance’ of our
pelitical differences, Only aith full recoznition of what,
ws are and wherein we differ can we avoid futuire misunder-

standing’in the united movement,

2o To follow, in section 3, the vords "hard-and-fast factions or
sects.” (line 27, section 3) '

This does not mean abstainine from nroposing in the Socialist
Partv for its adoption, our mosition on specific immediate
€ruciel issues facing socialists in the fields of both
domestic and foreisn policy, Further, it does not mean

our ahstainin: from writins articles ex plainine our funda~
mental theoretical approach to problems of both immediate

and lons-range importance

submitted by Saul Perg and Debbie Meier
Chicago, March 27, 1957
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