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A Freedom School in Rulesville, Miss. What will Johnson
do for the Negroes now that he is elected?

Did Barry Goldwater Really Lose?

To many who have considered the U.S. two-party

" political system as the best of all possible systems, the
candidacy of Senator Goldwater created some nagging doubts.
The mass media are now trying to erase these doubts with some
extremely misleading election post-mortems.

Goldwater ran on an openly reactlonary program,
catering more openly to racism than capitalist candidates
have in the past. The candidate representing the vast
ma jority sentiment of the capitalist ruling class, Lyndon
Johnson, won handily. Johnson ran on the usual "1iberal"
program, paying lip service to peace while continuing the
war in South Vietnam; paying 1lip service to prosperity and
job security while doing nothing to help the millions un-
employed or threatened with unemployment; paying lip ser-
vice to equal rights while doing nothing for the Southern
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Despite the gham nzture of Jolinson's civil rights and anti-
poverty legislation, he was eble Yo gather around him the
establisghed leaderships of the Nezro movement and the bu-
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man, and thus sgsecured the bkiggegt multl-clags bloc of sup-
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combination of capitalists voting for the man who best
reiresented their long renge inte rests, and workers voting
for the "lesser evil" who doesn't represant their interests
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defeat to Goldwatzwn,
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their refusal to recognize that the U.S. is in "serious
trouble," as they grant it was in 1932. But that is the
whole meaning of the 1964 election, which the Times prefers,
of course, not to see. ‘

Thus the liberals inslst on the eternal nature of
the non-ideological confrontation of two capitalist parties.
But this system has long ago outlived any progressive role,
and has been prolonged only with the aid of bureaucratic
leaderships in the labor and Negro movement. Now, in 196l4,
we see real signs of decay in the bourgeois political
structure. Beneath the surface calm and stability of
Johnson's victory, lie the crisis and contradictions which
led to the rise of Goldwabterism in the first place. The
liberals stumble blindly on, not answering Goldwater in
any fundamental sense, and voting their confidence in the
very status quo that produced Goldwaterism and that will
produce much worse in the future.

Goldwaterism Still Remains

The frustrations of a section of the bourgeoisie
and of middle class layers of the population is not ended
by Johnson's victory, massive as it is in comparison with
past campaigns. If the moderates take complete control
of the Republican Party (which is by nc means guaranteed),
this polarization on the right will simply find expression
outside the two party framework, as it already 1is in such
organizations as the Conservative Party in New York State,
the John Birch Society, and many other more extreme groups.,
On the other side, the growing frustration of the Negro
masses and sections of the white workers who are being
hit by automation will not cease with Johnson's victory
either. Socialists must recognize the growing crisis and
prepare by fighting for independent working class political
action in the Negro movement, in the union movement, and
among the unemployed and unorganized.

It is important to note that the percentage of
eligible voters who voted was well below the high of 63%
in the 1960 presidential election. The masses of people
are by no means solidly behind Johnson. About 4LO% of the
population, consisting primarily of people too busy keeping
their families fed, clothed, and housed at the minimum
standards to bother with such things as elections, did not
vote. Thus, of the total eligible voters, Johnson got
only about 37% and Goldwater 23%.

SWP Campaign Is a Failure

The independent and socialist protest campaigns,
including the Socialist Workers Party presidential campalgn
for which the Bulletin advocated support, nowhere made a
really significant impact. The SWP made no serious attempt
to relate their election campaign to the real struggles
of the masses--struggles which the SWP has failed over the
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past few years to involve ibself in. Tts essentlal appeal
was to the tired old radicals who ‘used to vote for the
American Labor Party and, to some extent, the students.
But these middle class forces were overwhelmingly behind
Johnson and so we can expect that the SWP vote will ba the
smallest it has been for many, many, years.

We are very pleased, however, with the proposal
of the Progressive Labor Movement for a united independent
workingclass campaign in New York next year. As Progressive
Labor has involved itself more than any other radical group
in the actual struggles of the masses there is a hope that
whatever electoral efforts they initlate will also be
oriented towards the masses themselves rather than the
middle clasg radicals. All electoral activity on the part
of socialists must be taken in conjunction with steady and
consistent work in the working class, and never as a sub-
stitute for that work.

REUTHER STILL FAILS TO BRING 'LABOR PEACE'!

Strikes Hit Ford.Plants, Mack, Allis Chalmers; Tool Shops

From the very beginning of its existence in Septem-
ber of this year, this Bulletin has devoted as much attention
as space permitted to the development of the class struggle
in the U.S. automobile industry. What Walter P. Reuther
(who denies the existence of this class struggle) hoped
and fervently worked for was that the contract negotiations
between the UAW and the auto companies would be something
like a picnic in the country---a picnic where "labor" would
sit down with management, and after a few rounds of play-
ful backslapping, the bureaucrats and the plutocrats would
emerge to announce that a settlement had been made and that
there would be no strike. Reuther would then be free to
devote full time to his main preoccupation, the campaign
to re-elect Johnson.

Yes, Mr. Reuther had a hope back in August, but
1t was an empty dream, a big bubble that was burst by the
reality of the class struggle. As of this writing, almost
three months after the contract negotiations began in earnest,
the industry is still troubled with the "restlessness"
of disgruntled workers: strikes by some 23,000 workers
have shut down all operations of the Mack Truck and Allis
Chalmers Companies as well as all the parts shops represen-
ted by the Detroit Tooling Association and, in addition, at
nine of the Ford Company's key ?lants, over 25,000 production
workers are out on strike over "local" issues even though
8 national contract was signed on Sept. 18th.

As we have indicated in previous articles, the
contracts negotiated with the auto producers are miserable
palliatives which don't begin to solve the fundamental
problems for the workers of job gsecurity and decent on-the-~
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Job conditions. The result, in an industry where the em-
ployers are constantly seeking means to cut lnck on labor
costs and squeeze more production out of each workers has
been an increase in the widespread anger and frustration
among the ranks of the UAW. At GM where conditions are

the worst and the company to this day runs things with an
iron hand, the -local strikés showed that many auto worker
are more than willing to fight. If their fight brings
1little or no solution to the basic problems, it is first

of all because of the two-faced Reutherite International
leadership which prefers '"peaceful co-existence' rather than
a struggle to challenge GM's proclaimed prerogative to
"operate an efficient business."” While the local bureau-
crats are more susceptible to rank and file pressure, these
leaders generally have no program or desire to challenge
the Reuther leadership.

The Militant Is Surprised

In the Nov. 2nd Militant, a socialist weekly which
represents the ldeas of the Socialist Workers Party, an
article by William Bundy quite correctly observes: '"The
real story of this GM strike is that it has been an attempt
by Reuther to allow the rank and file to 'blow off steam'’
in a well controlled national strike and then in the
local strikes without ever coming to grips with the pro-
blems that caused the steam to build up in the first place."
Bundy then concludes, "The most remarkable thing about the
strike is that i1t revealed the existence of more steam
than almost anyone expected." We assume that the "almost
anyone" that Bundy refers to is himself and his associates
on the lMlitant staff along with the middle class radical
friends of the Socilalsit Workers Party who are even less ‘
concerned with the trade union struggle. The fact is that
almost no one who is really concerned about and familiar
with conditions in the GM plants and the mood of the GM
workers could be surprised at the quantity of steamn.

In contrast with the Militant'!s overly abstract
and episodic coverage of the developments in auto, are the
excellent articles by Walter Linder in Challenge, a socialist
weekly published in New York by the Progressive Labor Move-
ment. The Oct. 3rd and Oct. 20th articles report on
interviews with production workers at the Linden, N.J.
and North Tarrytown, N.Y. GM plants. Any of our readers
who accepts the mythology that in toda¥'s America there is
no exploitation of labor, no class struggle, or thinks
that American industrial workers are hopelessly complacent
~and apathetic should read these articles.

"For the work you do, they treat you Iike a slave.
It's run just like a military ocutfit," said one worker
at the Tarrybtown plant whose sentiment was "echoed by every .
picket interviewed at the plant gates." A 14 year Fisher
Body worker said, "From 6 A.M. until the end of the day
you--don't have time to put a cigarette down and pick it
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up at the same time between moves of the line." As for
"relief," he had this to say: "When you got to go to the
bathroom, you have to wait for a relief man to cover your
Job on the line. If he's relieving someone elge, you have
to wait until the other guy gets back, Many's the time
when T was a relief man, when I couldn't get to a guy soon
enough and he had to throw out his clothes 'cause he never
made it to the toilet." But woe to the man who leaves the
line without relief--he gets "suspended for a week or so."

, If a man is fortunate enough to keep his job
in the face of automation and rationalization, he still
has to withstand the "speedup." One o0ld timer at the Linden
plant said: "If you slow up they don't want you...I couldn't
keep up with the line so I had to take a janitor's Jjob and
a pay cut or get out. They stand over you on the line,
watching every motion, to figure out how to add motions
to each guy and then lay off others." And if you can survive
the speedup, you might get replaced by a machine. Employ-
ment at the Linden plant is down from 5000 to 2500 in the
memory of one of the workers who said that while "we're
out picketing they're installing stuff inside that will lay
off 300 more by the time the strike's over."

As for Reuther's famous contract with GM, a
fairly typical reaction given by one of the Linden workers
was: 'Reuther's the best Vice President GM ever had."

The feeling about the local leadership both at Linden and
Tarrytown was generally that they hed been "bought off"

by either the Company or by Reuther, or at best played an
equivocating fence-Citting role. Clearly, a new leadership
must be built in the UAW to challenge and defeat the Reuther
mafhine, starting at the local level. Such a leadership
drawn directly from the militant rank and file will have

to be able to withstand all sorts of red-baiting, race-
baiting and general persecution organized by both the

auto corporations and the International leadership.
Revolutionary socialists should encourage and involve
themselves in any way possible in the creation of rank and
file caucuses which can provide a class struggle program
and leadership aimed at taking the UAW away from Reuther
and giving it back to the workers.

THE SWP AND MARXIST THEORY

SWP and Its International Allles Betray Their Bankruptcy

Through Their Inability to Understand the Crisis of Stalinism

The present world is in constant flux, constant
change. Instability is the key everywhere. Never before
has it been more important than today to understand the
basic contradictions within reality by means of the Marxist
method. Without such an understanding the working class is




blind and cannot achieve world supremacy.

‘ Long ago those sections of the Fourth Inter--
national which were under the leadership of Michel Pablo
abandoned any serious attempt to master the Marxist method
and have impressionistically drifted from event to event
ever since. More recently the Socialist Workers Party
has seen fit to Jjoin the Pabloites in their international
meanderings. They now call themselves the United Secretariat
Of the Fourth International.

The complete theoretical bankruptcy of this
formation can be seen from a study of their declaration
on the Khrushchev ouster issued Oct. 19th and printed in
the November 2nd issue of the Militant. This declaration
addresses itself to the important question of why the USSR
bureaucracy dumped Khrushchev. It is precisely this ques-
tion that these people cannot begin to answer.

The declaration documents well enough what every-
one already knovs--that there is a-deep internal crisis
within the USSR. Agriculture is in a mess; economic
growth as a whole is lagging; relations within the Soviet
Bloc are in sghambles; the international position of the
USSR is deeply compromised. That Khrushchev has been dumped
as a scapegoat for all these failures and that the new
Kremlin leaders have no real alternative to Khrushchev's
policies is also well understood by all. The real question
to which Marxists must address themselves lies deeper than
this: what are the fundamental contradictions within the
Stalinist system which have produced this crisis and what
1s the solution to these contradictions? It is here that
the Pabloites show their total bankruptcy.

For instance the declaration states:

It was impossible at one and the same time to
maintain a rapid improvement in the standard

of living for the masses, to keen up with the
imperialist vowers in the armaments race, grant
increasing aid to the colonial bourgeoisie,
undertake feverigh construction of homes, and
increase the volume of investment on the colossal
scale needed to maintain a constant high rate

of industrial expansion. :

Of course it has been impossible for Khrushchev
to do all these things. But these are things which must be
done if the USSR is both to survive in an imperialis®
dominated world and allow for at least a moderate bettering
of the coniitions of 1ts people. The real question is why
this has been impossible and what would make it possible to
achieve such necessary goals. , :

Here the only suggestion the declaration makes--
and it is not at all clear on this point--can be found in
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the following sentence: "Khrushchev was not ready to

take the 'big leap forward' that would have been possible
with the introduction of democratic planning and workers'!
self management." It is undoubtedly true that bureaucratic
mismanagement has aggravated the economic problems of the
USSR and that the direct participation of the working class
in the direction of the economy would help the economic
development of the country immensely. But it would not
remove the weight of armaments production imposed upon the
USSR by the imperialists. It would not provide the
resources for the development of a chemical industry so
egsentlial to further development of agriculture. It would
not by itself allow the central planning commission to allo-
cate more of the economy to consumers goods production while
at the same time pacing heavy industrial production at a
level necessary for overall economic growth. The workers
would be in a position to make decisions but they could

only make decisions within the framework of the world situ-
ation the USSR finds itself in.

They Fail to Understand Trotsky's Analysis

The Pabloites are unable to probe deeper than
this superficial analysis because they no longer uphold
Trotsky's theoretical understanding of the workers states.
Trotsky saw the Soviet state as a workers state which had
degenerated in the direction of capitalism. The fundamental
cause 'of this degeneration was the isolation of the USSR
in a backward country in a world dominated by capitalism.
Within this framwork a bureaucracy grew up which contin-
ually undermines the working class foundations in the country
though so far it has been unable to totally destroy them.
The solution of this fundamental contradiction of the USSR
as a workers state in a world dominated by capitalism
is of course the spread of the revolution to the advanced
capitalist countries. Unless this was accomplished, Trotsky
felt, the USSR could not survive indefinitely.

The Pabloites as early as 1949 and 1950 funda-
mentally revised this theoretical outlook by removing
from it its heart. No longer was the USSR isolated in a
predominantly capitalist world, they stated. No longer was
1t conceivable for the USSR to be overthrown internally
through capitalist restoration. The USSR could only develop
upward and onward towards the future communist society
in the spirit of Doctor Pangloss.

The basic document of the Fourth World Congress
of the Pabloites, held in 1954, was "The Rise and Decline
of Stalinism." This document claimed that:

...the comlng decisive battle will not be waged
between the restorationist forces launching an
offensive to restore private property, and the
forces defending the conquests of October. It
- will be, on the contrary, waged between the forces
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defending the privileges and administration of
the bureaucracy against the assault of the re-
volutionary forces of the working class embarking
on the struggle for the restoration of soviet
democracy upon a higher level.

Thus the Pabloites in 1954 saw Skalinism 56 strengthened that
there was no longer any real threat of capitalist restor-
ationism through the mechanism of the bureaucracy and its
policies. At the time that this document was written the
SWP characterized it as '"revisionist" in part precisely
because of this kind of formulation.

Today the SWP claims that the Fifth World Con-
gress of the Pabloites, which was held in 1957 after the
Hungarian and Polish uprisings, marked a turning point for
the Pabloites at which they corrected their past errors.

In actual fact this Congress reaffirmed the essential out-
look on Stalinism taken at the Fourth World Congress. Ernest
Germain, today the fairhaired boy of the SWP, specifically
motivated this revisionist theory in his report of the
Congress on the question of Stalinism:

...towards the end of the Second Worlid War, -

with the victory of the Jugoslav revolution, the
victory of the Chinese revolution, and the

spread of the colonial revolution, with the
enormous progress of the Soviet economy, 1t became
clear that the relationship of forces was turning
in favor of Revolution on the world scale.

Under these conditions, to hang on to an
alternative prospect, at least for short or medium
term forecasts, meant to substitute vulgar ec-
lectics for Marxist dialectics. To repeat in
1953 what had been true in 1933, i.e. that the
USSR could experience either the resstablish-
ment of capitalism or political revolution was
to change Trotskyist theory from an instrument of
analysis of reality into a collection of ritual
formulae. It meant refusing to settle a question
which had already been settled for a whole his-
torical period at Stalingrad, Belgrad, Peking,
Dien-Bien-Phu, and on the Yalu, where capitalism
has been dealt such powerful blows that its.
reestablish»ant in a short time in the USSR was
no longer a possibliity. (emphasis ours)

In 1961 the Socialist Workers Party incorporated
this essential theoretical outlook in its international
resolution "The Struggle Between the Socialist and Capl--:-
talist Camps." This resolution declaved that “The. vic-- =
tory of the Chinese Revolution in}lQ%Q,n@oupled with. the: -
.getback of American imperialism -in:sKorea-in 1952,:definitively

.

x.jaiﬁered the World;r@l&ti@ﬁ;@ﬁ=erQe&pinqﬂavOr.ofnga01alism."
" It also stated categoyically: %The,quLet;Hniaq;i34n0¢p:

longer isolated internationally.”
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It Is Capitalist Dominance that Causes Crisis

: However the current crisis of Stalinism has been
brought about precigely because tHewérld relation of forces
continues to be in the favor of the capitalists, and the USSR
and the other workers states continue to remain encircled
by the imperialist powers. It is the combined weight of
military power of the imperialists and the economic dominance
of the world capitalist market which has brought about the
deep internal economic crisis of Stalinism. All the dip-
lomatic maneuverings of Khrushchev as well as the diver-
gent policiles of the various workers states are vain attempts
to break out of this position of subordination to the capi-
talist world. The expangion of Stalinism into Eastern
Europe and China--predominantly backward economic areas--
in reality has only expanded the problems of Stalinism
rather than solving them.

- How dangerous can be a failure to understand this
fundamental contradiction of Stalinism is illustrated on
other pages of the November 2nd Militant. A front page
article by one Dick Roberts happily reports on the indepen-
dence evinced by the various workers states and Communist
Parites in their reaction to the Khrushchev ouster. But
independence from the Kremlin is not at all an automatically
progressive development. This 1s especially true when it
is abundantly clear that the Eost European bureaucracies
seek independence only to become even more deeply enmeshed
in the world capitalist market and develop closer ties with
the imperialists than would be possible if they remained
absolutely subservient to the USSR. Certainly the Italian
and French Communist parties seek an independent stance
to further their course of greater and greater adaptation
to their own bourgeoisies.

The deepening crisis in the workers states has
reached a point where the great conquests of the October
Revolution are now being threatened by capitalist penetra-
tion. There is no way out of the present crisis except
through a working class revolutionary approach which seeks
to overthrow the capitalists in the advancd countries.

We favor the working class assuming direct control over

the workers states not only to end bureaucratic mismanage - -
ment but even more important to once and for all break these
countries from peaceful coexistence class collaborationism
so that the workers states can be the kind of center for
world revolutionary struggle that Rusgssia was in the days

of Lenin and Trotsky. Lo

At every important stage in the development of the
striggle aglanst capitalism revisionits like the Pabloites do
great harm by disarming the working class theoretically and thus
facilitating the continued world dominance of capitalism--a dom-
lnance the USSR cannot afford to forget for a moment even though
our Pabloites do not recognize its existence. The United Secre-

‘4tariat and its American supporters, the SoCiallst Workers Party

leadership, have completely broken with Trotskyism.
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.~ CHINA, STALIN AND THE #ORLD REVOLUFION
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Mad, Can Neither Completely Bfg;k/aith rushchevists
0' &
o Nor Establish Permanent Pedce Witqf%hem*
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L4

Never has 1t RQeen more important
derstand the real nature wf theShingse leadersl and wiat
makes it play the role thakw il doeg . piay in the
recent ouster of Khrushchev is ope¥ing up the po
of a certain retreat by both tgd USSR and Chines ‘
from the kind of struggle agaifist each other. the een
waging the past few years. ch a development c ge
tremendous confusion among sihcere revolutionist& Who have
supported the Chinese in theiR\struggle against the, re-
visionism of the Soviet Union €gless these revolu narie&?
achieve a deeper understQQE}Qﬁ of China itself. g

The Chinese Commurn¥st Pany has a long, long
history of the closest collaboPetfigPwith Stalin and the
Comintern. The present 1e.der?g§§ 38 the CCP was molded
precisely during this ex snded rigd” of collaboration with
the~Kremlin. At every major turn df the international

situatson thec®CR faitAfully carfiedwut the line of Stalin.
When StadinIn thedd Os sought to cdfe to terms with the
so-call democrat¥ed imperialists & a way to counter
Hitler out indepdhdently mobiliziWg the working class,

the CCP for its part sought to comeffo terms with Chiang
Kai-shek and the Kuomintang. It c&ntinued this policy °,
right through the war and into the postwar period. Only ;g?
the decision of Chiang to seek tgfcrush the CCP militamll
in a last desperate attempt to ghlvage his corrupt rule

in China forced the CCP into an%kll out struggle for power.

resiste tﬁas turn
1E 2 he hoped to
imperialist threat
oughout China.

\:}
While at the beginndng Sta
of the CCP in the end he weutf along
secure his Eastern flank f2Pom a diy

Q%

Likewise a#tler the CCP ca to power Stalin
fully backedoug*lao as Mao slowly trHpsformed the country
after the a8/8E1 of the USSR in the same essential way as
Stalieg¥a® transformed Eastern Europe. All those who see

{2 voots of the present Sino-Soviet dispute as going way
bhack to the origins of Mao's leadership group in the CCP
«how only their own ignorance of Chinese history. In the
madn the CCP's relations with Stalin were as close and

———— —— __.._—..__...__—_—-—-—_._—_———————————-—————n——————_—

*This is the third in a series of articles discussing
Progressive Labor's latest international statement "Washing-
ton's Grand Design For World Domination." The first article,
"What Lies Behind Khrushchevite Revisionism?" , appeared in.
BULLETIN No. 4. The second article, 'Behind the Ouster of

. Nikita Khrushchev," appeared in BULLETIN No. 5. All three
articles will be published shortly as a pamphlet.
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tresiste tﬁgs turn
it he hoped to
yimperialist threat
roughout China.

While at the begin d:g“Sta .
of the CCP in the end he wpot along
secure his Eastern flank fPom a diy
through the triumph of MgY's armief

- Likewise q“j{r the CCP ca to power Stalin
fully backeqepg*Mao as Mao slowly trifisformed the country
after the aAR/d1 of the USSR in the same essential way as
Stalies a& transformed Eastern Europe. All those who see

/e roots of the present Sino-Soviet dispute as going way
,--ck to the origins of Mao's leadership group in the CCP
whow only their own ignorance of Chinese history. In the
apn_the CCP's relations with Stalin were as close and

- - v - o — - - — —_— — — Sn e e e i s e e Tt . b o t ot e S S o Swe e o T S St S e T d i o Tt e A e

*Phis 1is the third in a series of articles discussing
Progre831ve Labor's latest international statement "Washing-
ton's Grand Design For World Domination." The first artlcle,
"What Lies Behind Khrushchevite Revisionism?" , appeared -in.
BULLETIN No. 4. The second article, "Behind the Ouster of

.- Nikita Khrushchev," appeared in BULLETIN No. 5. All three

articles will be published shortly as a pamphlet.
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intimate as were those of any other foreign CP from Stalin's
rise in 1926 until his death in 1953.

Why the Sinc-Soviet Conflict?

, . If this is the case why has the Sino-Soviet
dispute broken out with such ferocity? What explains this
undoubtedly deep conflict between the USSR and the Chinese
leadership? Is it simply that Khrushchev broke fundamen-
tally from the "correct" policies of Stalin while China
continues to adhere to these policies? This is what China
at times seems to be claiming. In the first article of
this series we examined the nature of Khrushchevite revisionism
in detail and it was clear that Khrushchev is carrying on
the same essential policies as Stalin but in a different
world context. Khrushchevite revisionism cannot be bla med
on a single individual. It must be geen as the policy of

a whole social stratum--the same Stratum which supported
Stalin in his day--the bureaucracy of the USSR.

Perhaps then China is in fact rebelling against
Stalinism as a whole--the policies of Stalin as well as
their later refinement by Khrushchev. But why then do the
Chinese insist so strongly on their support to Stalin? How
are we to explain this whole long history of collaboration
between Stalin and Mao? How are we to explain the very
structure of China which to this day is modelled after
Stalin's Russia? No, Mao's continued ideological adherence
te-Stalinism is based on the reality that Mao, too, is carrying
forward within the framework of the world situation China faces

The same essential Stalinist policy that Khrushohey carried
‘through within the framework of the world situation the USSR
faced. It is precisely in the different situations the
leaderships of the USSR and China face that we will find the
real roots of the Sino-Soviet conflict.

The Chinese Revolution is of a far more recent dare
than the Russian Revolution. China is going through an
extremely agonizing period of industrialization similar to
that the USSR went through in the 1930s starting from a
far lower economic level than the USSR even at that time,
Furthermore, despite the existence of the USSR, it has now
become clear that China has been forced to go through this
industrialization period with very, very little concrete
assistance from the USSR itself. The USSR's failure to
offer substantial aid to China has Clearly been one of
the important roots of the Sino-Soviet dispute.

Of course, as the analysis in our article on
Khrushchev's ouster clearly i1llustrates, the USSR itself hs
been under tremendous economic pressures as 1t seeks to
develop its economy in a world still dominated by capitalism.
Its resources available for help to China were therefore
strictly limited for neither the USSR nor China, nor both
together can really develop into socialist countries without
first toppling capitalism in the advanced Western countries
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and Japan. But even within this framework it correctly
seemed to China that the USSR was more willing to extend
aid to various bourgeois so-called "neutralist" countries
than it was to a fellow workers state.

The international position of China was likewise
different from that of the USSR. The main direct military
pressure of the capitalist camp has been bearing down on
China rather than the USSR. First came the Korean War. Then
there was the constant threat from Formosa bolstered up con-
tinually by the US. and now in Southeast Asisa the US
epenly intervenes in what has taken on more and more the
" characver of a small scale war involving US troops. The
opposition of the US to admitting China to the UN and its
refusal to extend diplomatic recognition to China are but
external signs of the different attitude it takes towards
China as contrasted to its willingness to deal with the USSR.

The USSR, as we have noted in previous articles,
has become more and more enmeshed in economic and diplomatic
relations with the capitalists, seeking in this way to legsen
the tremendous military burden placed upon it by the imperial-
ist threat and to make up for the inadequacies of its economy
through trade. Paralleling this trend has been a worsening
of its relations with China which is in no position to so
act with the imperialists. In fact it is clear that Khrush-
chev cynically compromised the international position of
China 11 order to enhance his own international position.
Certainly this is the meaning of his aid to India during the
Indian conflict with China, his failure to assist China ixn
in developing the bomb, and the reports that he even kept
the U.S. informed as to nuclear developments within China.

The current Chinese international position is very
similar to that Stalin faced in the 1947-1952 period and
China's policies to meet! this situation also are similar in
certain respects. In the 1945 to 1947 period, as we have
noted, Stalin's main emphasis was on seeking to come to
terms with the imperialists--that is on "peaceful coexistence."
By 1947 it was clear that this was no longer possible
and thus Stalin, while never totally dropping peaceful
coexistence, shifted his emphasis to consolidation of his
defense position vis a vis the imperialists. So today
China, while not dropping peaceful coexistence, is mainly
concerned with her own highly precarious defense position.
Thus the emphasis on the bomb, her military support to the
Tighters in Indochina, and her generally more aggressive
international stance.

Just as Stalin's tougher policy slowly became
transformed into the Khrushchevism we know today (Stalin
already was working along this line at the time of his
death in 1953) so China's policy can change if her international
position changes. How else can we explain the softening
of her hostility towards the French once DeGaulle showed
his willingness to wheel and deal with her much as the rest
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of the West wheels and deals with the USSR.

Chinafs Real Position QEAthe Colonial Revolution

In line with her position internationally China
has, in a more extensive way than the USSR, sought to sup -
port forces in rebellion against the imperialists. Her
main concern has not been the working class, nor has she
emphasized the critical importance of toppling capitalism
in the advanced countries. Together with the USSR she
shares the view that 1t is possible to construct social-
ist societies in single countries without overthrowing
imperialism in its world centers. PRut she has given
limited support to what she calls the "national libera-
tion movements".

However, the Chinese approach these movements
in a non-working class way. They support supposedly all-
¢lass movements which in reality subordinate the working
class to the political line of the liberal bourgeocisie
and the petty bourgeoisie. These movements seek only to
oust the imperialists but do not seek to overturn capital-
ism itself. However, the Chinese experience itself is
testimony to the necessity of overthrowing capitalism if
one is really %to remove imverialism from the country.

, The real line of the Chinese in the colonial
revolution was shown clearly crough in the Brazilian coup
dletat last year. At that time the Chinese advocated
nothing more than a hroad opposition front including the
bourgeoisie. At least Castrc called for a peasant upris-
ing. ©Neither Castro nor Mao expressed any interest in
proletarian struggle.

In Indonesia the Chinese uncritically support the
political line of the Indonesian Communist Party. This
party, one of the strongest in Asia and in a position %o
lead the direct struggle for power, subordinates itself
completely to the bourgeols Sukarno government. In Japan
the Chinese uncritically support the Japanese Communist
Party which holds the theoretically absurd theory that
Japan has yet to fully complete its capitalist revolution
against feudalism and thus the current struggle must be
contained within capitalist limits. Japan, in reality, is
one of the most powerful capitalist countries in the world
capable of competing successfully against the Western cap-
italist powers and is overripc for the socialist revolution.

The Chinese carry on an active diplomatic flirta-
tion with national capitalist, militaristic and even mon-
archical | regimes throughout Asia and Africa. A good
example 1s the reactionary Pakistani regime. Of course
one must do business with the devil at times but one must
tell the world that the devil is a devil. In addition one
must continually seek to overthrow the devil even while one
1s dealing with rim. This wae always Lenin's way... The
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Chinese, however, do things differently. As long as they
can deal with a country, such as Pakistan, they are total-
ly uninterested in their Leninist responsibility to support
the construction of a revolutionary movement within that
country Only if they cannot deal with the country are
they "intransigent" supporters of revolutionary struggle
within the country.

Thus revolutionary struggle is subordinated to
the diplomatic needs of China in the same essential way
that the USSR bureaucracy has always subordinated revolu-
tionary struggles to its diplomatic needs. The only differ-
ence 1is that the diplomatic situation of China is different
from that of the USSR and thus the different tactics. On
such quicksand stands the revolutionary line of the Chinese.

This approach of Mao's to the colonial countries
has nothing in common with Lenin's approach. Of course
Lenin favored working relations with the national capital-
ists and petty bourgeois formations to the extent these
formations fought the imperialists. However, he view .4
such relations as temporary alliances and he insisted
that the working class maintain 1ts independence at all
times. He especially was opposed to any amalgamation of

the proletariat with these other class forces -- that is
he was opposed precisely to the kind of ”national libera-
tion movements'" China favors.  He stated: "The Communist

International ... must under all circumstances preserve
the independence of the proletarlan movement even 1f in
its most rudimentary form. (Lenin, Selected Works, Vol.
II, Moscow: 1947, p. 658). As to who is to lead the
struggle there was never any question in Lenin's mind.
Here is a typical statement of his: "Only the urban and
industrial proletariat led by the Communist Party, can
liberate the rural worklng masses from the yoke of capital
and big landlordism." (ibid. p. 654).

Whom Should We Support in the Sino-Soviet Conflict?

_ - What position should revolutionaries take on the
Sino-Soviet dispute? Revolutionaries must realize that the
ma jor internal threat to the workers states and to the whole
proletarian struggle comes at the present time from the
Kremlin and those to the right of the Kremlin in Eastern
Europe and in the Western European Communist Parties. It
ig thege parties, 1arge1y because of the position they are
in, who are opening the "sluice gates" to capitalist pene-
tration. : i : ‘

The 31tuat10n is not unlike the one we face here
in the United Stateg w1th the trade unlon movement . Cer—
tainly Jimmy Hoffa ig-as much of a.bureatcrat as anyone in

the AFL-CIO 1eadersh1p and- his pollcles are not fundamentally

different- from those of" the AFL-CIO. - But today it is Hoffa .
and the Teamsters Union who ‘feel the main weight from the

capitalists and it is the: Teamsters. who are doing more than
the AFL-CIO to organize the unorganized workers. No, Jimmy

¥

By
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Hoffa is not our main enemy at thls time, He is Bobby
Kenhedy's main enemy but not ours. We have no illusions
ubouu hlm but we know ‘whom to fight and when.'

Tnus we cannot Stand a31de in this great dlspute
between the USSR leadershln and the CCP and say "a plague
on both your houses." The ma jor threat both to the defense
of the workers states and to the future development of the

‘whole world revolution comes at the present time from the

Khrushchevigts like Brezhnev and Co. The Chinese, on the
other hand, have been forced to make some searching crit-
icisms of Khrushchevis m, criticisms which we know are also
of Stalinism itself even though the Chinese cannot face up
to this, In addition the Chinese are not in a position to
come to terms with the 1mber1a1ists as is the case. W1th the
Kremlln Crew.

, At the same time we have no illusions about the
Chinese. They act as they do not because they are essen-
tially different from the Khrushchevists but because they
are in a different situation and 1n a dlfferent stage of
developwment. Their support for 'revolution” is limited by
thelr diplomatic position and is more a support for multi-
class boﬂrgecis’revolution rather than working clags .social-
ist fevolu“ion. In he long run the Chinese cannot fall to

Stalinism no longer possesses even temporary
stahility. Mao Tse-tung is no more capable of steering
a straigh% course and coalescing a reasonably cohesive in-

terrational formation around a clear political line than is

Brezhnev, The future for both will be a confused one of
twists and turng ag they seek the impossible -- to solve

the internal and international problems of thelr own workers
states without tackling the central source of their prob-
lenms, the continued exéstence of capltallsm in the advanced
1ndu tf“am countries.

Brezhnzv and Mao can neither permanently make
neace uwith each other nor permanently break from each other.
Heither can gtop the continued disintegration of the world
Commnunist movement and the wholesgale defection to the
bourgeoisie of the mass Communist Parties of Europe.
Neither can really resist the penetration of capitalism
into the Soviet camp nor can they 51mp1y succumb to that
penetration.

As long as ProgreSS1ve Labor, even in part, seeks
to rely for cupport upon a section of this crisis-ridden .
international formatiOn,,it‘too will be crisisg-ridden.
There is no stability there. Nor can PL turn 1%s back on
this whole pain ul international procegs of recounstructing
a wiorld working class movement without itgelf succumbing to
pressures within the United States. Its only hope is to
face up to this crisis and to seek to understand it by
going to the very roots of the crisis in the origins of

il

S allniom 1 gel?. There is no other way.
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