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This is the 5th in LABOR ACTION’s series
of annual special pamphlet-issues devoted to
explaining the Independent Socialist view on | gr |
basic questions of the day. Our regular fea- 3
tures and discussions of news events will be . !

back next week as usual. _ e

PART |—THE SOCIALIST FIGHT AGAINST CAPITALISM IS

HE POSITIVE |

By GORDON HASKELL

In the United States today, it takes very little intelligence .and -no.courage at ail to be
“against Stalinism.” Outside of the tiny American Stalinist movement and the narrow little
circle of its non-party apologists, everyone is against it. :

Cynical ward-heelers, running for some petty local office, seek votes on the ground that

- they know how to “fight Communism.” Tens of billions of dollars: are -appropriated for the
- armed forces in the name of “fighting Communism.” Both major political parties seek to gain

control of the machinery of the American gov-
-ernment by claiming that each knows how to
. “fight Communism” better than the other. The
whole of American foreign policy, no matter
which party is in power, is oriented.around the
“objective of “fighting Communism.” :
Not only is “everyone” for fighting Stalin-
ism, but. just about every public policy, however
fap-fetched it may appear to be, seeks justifica-
fion on the grounds-that through it the strug-
gle against Stalinism can be carried on most
effectively. People who favor giving milk to
school children at public expense are apt to claim
- that.this will keep them from becoming “Communists.”
.. Those who oppose free milk programs claim that gov-
ernment “interventfon’ in this field is one step on the
road to “statism,” and hence to “Communism.”
"The government has poured billions of dollars into the

creation of the H-bomb on the grounds that this weapon
is needed to "stop Communism.” Most liberals (to say

nothing of cll witchhunting reactionaries and most con- -

servatives) agree that members of Stalinist organiza-
tions should be kept out of jobs as teachers (regardiess

of how competent they may be in their subjects) as a .

way of "fighting Communism.” And the United States has

entered a military alliance with such reactionary police

regimes as Franco's Spain and Chiang Kai-shek's Formosa

on the ground that this.is necessary-in order to defeat
- ‘Stalinism. :

It would take too much space even to attempt to list
all the things which have been advocated and done in
‘the name of “fighting Communism.” Here in the United

" States, two methods have been most widely and per-
. sistently employed. ’

' Witchhunting Methods

One of them has been to identify, or “root out’” indi-
_ vidual Stalinists, or people suspectad of being Stalinists
- or of associating with Stalinists, and then get them
- fired from their jobs or persecuted in other ways. The
other method has been to put the known leaders of the
Communist Party on trial under the Smith Act, and to
- send them to jail. (The nature of the struggle against
Stalinism conducted by the American government in
* the ‘field of world polities is discussed in another part
. of this special issue.) )
. It cannot be denied that both these methods have
.~ dealt heavy blows to the -small Stalinist movement in

- this.eountry. Many people have undoubtedly been (_iriven :
.. from its ranks by fear of all kinds of legal and illegal -
" reprisals, and some who might otherwise have joined .

« them_have been scared away for .the same reasons.
The American Communist Party, which at one time
had between sixty and one hundred thousand members,
and several hundred thousand sympathizers or members

of front organizations, has now been reduced to be-

_ tween ten and twenty thousand members of the CP, and

" them to one degree or another. .

So, one might say, the methods used to fight Stalinism
" in ‘this country. have "worked"” pretty well, The trouble
"‘is that they have. worked so well that they have killed
' off, or are threatening to kill off, far more than the little

" Stalinist movement here. It is very much like -burning |

. down a house to get rid of the rats in the cellar. It would
. get rid of the rats, all right, but. ... -

* But what house has been burned down? What insti- '

_tutions, -rights or -privileges of .the American people

- ods used in'the struggle against Stalinism? -
ie.avhole: pelitical atmosphere in. the country has

- | have been shrunk, withered and blistered by the meth- =

-

heen poisoned by the methods of the witchhunt. Under
the guise of “fighting Stalinism” every progressive in-
stitution and idea has come under attack.

Today, hundreds of thousands—yes, ‘millions—of peo-

ple are afraid to read not only Stalinist but also socialist

ond liberal periodicals and newspapers. Teachers are

- afraid to discuss vital social issues like race equality,

socialized medicine, public housing, social control of our
vital national resources, and the like. People are afraid
to sign petitions for the redress of grievances, or to put
minority parties on the baliot. Pecple are afraid to join
orgarizations. for fear that it moy later turn out that
some Stalinist or alleged Stalinist moy-aiso be a mem-
ber, and that they may have to answer some day. for this
"association' with such a person.

" The Federal Bureau of Investigation has been turned
into a political police tending toward the model of the
old Czarist Okhronov.-FBI agents are sent into all kinds
of liberal and radical organizations and into the trade
unions to keep an eye on what people -are doinz there.
People "'who belong to such organizations, or who have

dropped out of them for personal reasons, are badgered

by the FBI to turn informers,~to report the conversa-
tions and activities of their associates.

Every right-wing reactionary and even crackpot or-
ganization is given free license to spy on and “root out”
Stalinists, liberals and socialists in all 'spheres of pub-
lic life. As a result, people are blacklisted from their

_ chosen occupations on the basis 6f the flimsiest evi-

dence, or no evidence -at-all. They have no legal re-
course by which to establish their “innocence,” as no
formal or legal action has been taken against them.

The house of civil liberties in this country has not been

~ an extremely narrow band of innocents who are helping /b"".'ed down yef, but the flames are Hcking ot ’_"? walls.

Just a “Conspiracy’'?

Detocratic president of the. United States being ac-
cused by a Republican attorney general of having con-
sciously promoted Stalinistiagents to.high posts in the
government. The “accused,” however, was the same

.-man who, as president, had instituted the so-called fed- . of S . ¥
eral loyalty program under which his. own “atterney : riches for a few and leaves the great majority in ter-

-.vible poverty and degradation. They urge and plead

general had been instructed to prepare and issue a “list

ing" who should be fired from or
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_ portant characteristic, let alone as the totality of Stal- . )

" mnize it, dimly, but they cannot make the necessary con-

Not long ‘ago we witnessed the spectacle of -a former E 1
-crete struggele against Stalinism. g

ive organizations,” for guidance to govern- . W al
i “dei { . Viate these conditions. They are for an expanded “Poing.

This list had been drawn -up without hearings, with-
out notification to the organizations listed, and without
any nethod provided by which they could legally con-
test their listing and prove themselves innocent of
whatever charges the attorney general may have
against them. : ‘

But, it may be argued, what is wrong in all this is
not the purpose, or even the methods used. What is
wrong is that bad or irresponsible men have got hold ' .
of the machinery of “anti-Communism” and are abus- -
ing their powers. After all, Stalinism is a “conspiracy,”
and must be dealt with accordingly. We must see to it
that only honest and well-meaning people are put inte
positions of power, for we know -that all methods and
institutions can be abused or misused by bad men.

Hard Core and the Dupes -l 4

This description of Stalinism flatly as a “conspiraey?” . ’1
is the theoretical basis of everythingz which is wrong 4

with the struggle against Stalinism in the United. —-—-J

States. Once it is accepted as .the dominant or most im-.

inism, every abuse of civil liberties, every repression, 1
every. attack on socialists and liberals and trade union- !
ists under the guise of “fighting Communism,” can be

Jjustified, at least in principle. For it is evident that if i
what we are fighting is a vast, invisible, all-enveloping =
and all-penetrating conspiracy, then cveryone is suspect .-

insofar-as such a conspiracy may be expected to. put . ,
on a million disguises, and among them even the mask @ |

of its own most outspoken enemies.

The truth of the matter is that conspiracy, espionage,
infiltration is just one aspect of Stalinism, and @ minor . |
ene at that. Stalinism is o world political and secial ©
movement which attracts millions of people to its banners
on the basis of its political program. It is also a world . |
movement which has won power in Russia and China, and
hos imposed the rule of the new Stalinist ruling class if E
has created on the peoples of the satellite countries. e

It is troe that its apparatus of cspionaze and infil-
tration in countries it does not control is gréatly’ aidéd
by its nature as a social movement. But at the same
time, it becomes a serious, a dangerous social and po-
litical force only where it has come to powey, or where
millions of men and women accept its leadership aiid
Join its organizations because they are convinced that
these offer them the best chance of gaining freedom,
democracy and a decent standard of living for them-
selves.

The hard core of the Stalinist parties, to be sure,
know that their movement is neither free nor demo-
cratic. They are guite willing to use every kind of po-
litical skullduggery to confess, exhaust and defeat
those who stand in their way. They will espouse popular
causes today, betray them tomorrow, and champion . |
them again the day after. They will betvay and destroy. '
their most loyal adherents, and even whole sections of
their movement if this serves the purpose of their real “ o
masters in Russia. ~ '

But their success, their hope of victory in any one':
country or in the world ot large, lies in their ability to
convince masses of people that they, rather than their
enemies, are the real representatives of humenity's as-
pirations for freedom, democracy, peace, and an end to |
human exploitation and degradation. \

The Capitalist Mind ,

It is precisely this most important aspect of the
world Stalinist movement which leaves its capitalist
opponents so helpless before it. Many. of them recog-
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nection between this recognition and their actual, con=

_In speeches and books many. a liberal opponent-of
Stalinism has pointed out that it gains support because:
the workers and.peasants in Europe and Asia are sick:
of a.social and economic system which provides’ vast

with the American government to do something to alle

'fo;;'lds.;f,wj_ i
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By MAX SHACHTMAN

- It is impossible to discuss. any important po-
litical problem of our time, let alone take a part

- in resolving it, without a clear understanding

of what Stalinism really signifies.
It is just as impossible to get such an under-

standing from the writings and speeches of

capitalists, their statesmen, politicians, hang-
ers-on, apologists, or any other beneficiaries of
their rule. They are quite capable of describing
the notorious vices of Stalinism. Its true social
significance, however, escapes them, and so also
therefore does the simple secret of combating
it effectively.

For the very first task to perform is to ascer-
tain the relations between capitalism and Stal-
inism, and that is precisely what they are pre-
vented from doing by their own social interests
and prejudices.
 You can write it down as an ivon law of politics to-
day: Whoever does not know what are the real relation-
ships between the social system of capitalism and the

social system of Stalinism, may be ever so intelligent
in fields like physics or art or investment banking or

" logistics, but in the most important field of pohtlcs to-

day he is an ignoramus.

And whoever knows something about these relation-
ships, but refuses to make them the rock foundation
on which to base and build his political ideas and ac-
tions, may be ever so fine a family man, so tender a
poet, so graceful a writer and so eloquent an orator,
but in this field of politics he is either a convinced
muddlehead, a phrase-drunken emotionalist or a plain
demagogue.

The Old Order Is Passing

The first thing to grasp about Stalinism is that world
capitalism is at the end of its rope. It shows all the
classical signs of decay and disintegration in addition to
those special signs which are its own distinctive contri-

" bution.

With the. hugest prodyctive machine ever imagined
for the creation of socinl wealth, it has nevertheless

- . instilled in the entire population over which it holds

sway a profound and amply warranted sense of i,nse-
Everybody realizes that whatever economic
prosperity there is, or seems to be, is based upon the
unparalleled economic destruction produced by the wars

" of today or by the organized economic waste of the

periods of war preparations. The very preparation for
war requires that a crushing economic burden be kept
upon the shoulders of society, above all on those shoul-
ders least able to carry the burden. Yet practically

‘everybody realizes that if world capitalism were to dis-

arm on Monday (assuming.the possibility of such a
utopia), or even to reduce its armaments drastlcally,
it would be done for on Tuesday.

An even worse showing is made by capitalism in the
actual wars themselves. When it was going through its
rising. phase, wars had a distinctly positive meaning
for c¢apitalism. Now, its ‘wars are economically point-

* less, politically pointless; they -do not solve. a single

important problem and they canmnot solve any.
The Second World War showed that. ten times more

~ clearly than did the First World -War. The war in
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Korea. only underscored the same point. The war of
French imperialism in Indochina is the latest under-
scoring: of the point. Capitalism, in general and in its
national-state form, cannot have any -encouraging per-

spective in war; and yet.it cannot avoid preparing for.

them and precipitating them.

The g1owth and expansion which younger capitalism
experienced in the rise of its imperialist power has not
only come to an end but is actually going through a
reversed process. A hundred years ago and even fifty
years ago, world capitalism was adding tremendous new
natural resources and vast hordes of new slaves to its
domain in the conquest of countries in the so-called
colonial world. It battened and fattened on these grisly
conquests. The tide is running the other way now.

Can Capitalism Survive?

The old imperialist world of capitalism is shrinking
and it will never again be expanded—rever. One part
of it has fallen under the dominion of Stalinism. Another
part of it has won its- way. to political independence and
the end of its colonial status, The remairing part is in
a state of permanent warfare against the old imperialist
powers which drains them heavily without the old com-
pensations of..colonial rule,. The capitalist world has
shrunk drasticelly and its prospects have shrunk even
more.

All this is reflected both in the thinking of the capi-
talist class and that of the workmcr classes. In the
former, there is a pronounced and even catastrophic
decline. of the old self-confidence. In the United States,
one political or-intellectual leader after another now
repeats, as if it were an incontestable truth, that they
face a “fight for su1v1va1”, and not a soul has yet been
found to reject that ominous formula.

Drowning men. fight for survival; dangerously dis-
eased and weakened men fight for. survwal, imminently
bankrupt firms fight for survival. Se it is with social
systems. The phrase is the panic-stricken, desperate
outery of a social order on the brink of disaster, and
it is not by chance that it is so widely and, unquestion-
ingly accepted.

And if that is the unwittingly revealed state of mind
of the ruling classes of the United States, where capi-
talism still has some appearance of strength and good
health, it requires no great effort to judge the state of
mind of the ruling classes in the older, frankly decrepit
countries of capitalism which could not. exist for five
minutes without the financial and military upshmmg
provided by Washington.

In the working clesse;. there is a corresponding and
much more conscious.loss of confidence in capitalism and
capitalist umpermhsm With the exception of the United

‘States, there is not a single popular movement anywhere

in the world that proclaims its allegiance to. capitalism
or imperialism. The most that ccpufuhsm in general—
and its last bastion, the United States, in particular—can
expect from the masses nowadays is not ‘support but
irritated tolerance, as a lesser evil compared with the
otherwise universal anger, disillusionment, bitterness,
hoshluly and open warfare directed ugumsl‘ it on every
continent of the globe.

No Solution

To say that capitalism is at the end.of its rope is
only another way of saying that it is more. and more
incapable .of solving the important problems of society,
espec1a11y as these problems reach the stage of acute
crisis. It is well to emphasize here: when we speak of
capitalism solving.a social problem.it should be self-
evident that we mean solving the problem on.a capital-
istic blsis. Capitalism was .never .able to.solve a _social

- problem on any other basis.. But the peint is.that. where

it was, abLe to.solve such problems on that basis .in,the
past, it is less and less capable of solving.them.even
on that-basis today..

It is precisely such a decay of capitalism that was
not only foreseen by the founders of modern socialism
but was regarded by them-as the, precondition and the
eve of the socialist reorganization of society by the
working-class movement. They did not and could not
foretell all the forms and manifestations of thls inevit-
able d1s1ntegrat10n of capltallsm, and they did not try

'to; but they did.indicate the main: lines along which it
) would develop; and in doing so they amply forewarned

and forearmed us. .

The ﬁrst,great world-w;de crisis, of capitalism, broke
out toward:the-end.of the Fixst: Weorld -Wap.. The masses

throughout Europe rebelled ag&mst tl'jeiugﬂg mqwl

sk §lau&ht eF and thgm ﬁsts hammex;ed at every. _wall of

Eumpean capitalism. The w all fell onli.n RusSla, and
only in Russia did the socialist working class take
power. and” stagt to lay"the  foundations. of a ey, ra-
tional, brothexly social dfder. In the. rest. of Eurdpe
the walls. of capitalism held, mamly d’ue to- the. sturdy
and criminal support which. the. bes1eged rulmg classes
received from the conservative Social- Diemogratic Palty
leaderships, They. saved:. qapltallsm they . prevented: the
workmg class from carrying.out its great. revolutionary
mission -in_ gogd tlme In addltlon, the. victorious Rugs-
stan, Revolution was allowed, to. suffocate to- death for
lack of the oxygen of the revolution in. the advanced
Western countries, which was indispensable: to 1ts life
and.growth.

“Second Step

The, eftqgf which. the, victorious lifting of H'le\reyolu-
hqnqr,y siege.in the. West had: upan the, Russlcn Rexoluhon.
in: ,dcqnqule to, nsolqh,qw and. . fherefore. to. decﬂn .wWas
nat; ihemne wbgc,]p waswgewully expeded And it is right
here. thq!s we gare. able to.take .a sechd big sfep fowqrd
an- understanding. of. S‘lal;msm. )

It was assumed ,by, everybody—not only by the Bol-
sheviks of those days but by all their critics and enemies
—that if the socialist Soviet regime were to fall (for
one reason or another), it would be replaced by a capi-
talist regime. Whether it would be a democratic capi-
talism or a despotic-militarist capitalism was widely
argued; but that only a capitalist regime would: suc-
ceed to a fallen Soviet regime was agreed upon by
everybody.

Everybody turned out to be wrong. The socialist Soviet
state was undermined and destroyed,. root and branch:
but it was not replaced by capitalism. What bad hap-
pened?

That which was assumed by everybody implied—
took for granted without more penetrating thought—
the existence of a viable capitalist class inside Russia
which could replace the Russian working class at the
head of the nation and which could proceed to a solu-
tion of the nation’s problems on a capitalist basis; or
it implied, at least, the existence of a capitalist class
outside of Russia strong enough, single-willed enough
and otherwise sufficiently able, to take the place of
the Russian proletariat. The assumption was an ab-
straction; in real life it proved false and disorienting.

It turned out that inside of Russia there simply was
no capitalist'class in existence and outside of Russia a
Russian capitalist class existed only as a joke. It
turned out that inside of Russia there were only capi-
talist middle-class elements in town and country, strong
enough to exact concessions from the Soviet state,
strong enodgh to harass and threaten it, strong énough
to be of tremendous help in finally destloymg it, but
by no means strong enough to take power in the coun-
try.

Deadlock

Outside of Russia, it turned out that the foreign
capitalist classes, which had #t one time unsuccessfully
tried by force and arms and corruption to overturn the
young Soviet government, could never thereafter man-
age to get together enough unity of purpose among
themselves, unity of military effort, and freedom from
working- class and liberal opposxtlon and restraints in
their own countries, to try to impose their own capital-
ist rule over Russm (In fact, as we saw in 1941, even

. when Hitlerite Germany made .such an attempt not

against a Soviet regime but against a Stalinist regime
in Russia, the rest of the capitalist world not only did
not come to his aid but helped decisively, as a- Russian
ally, to fight him off. And as we see today, even.with
its powerful financial lash, the United States is unable
to overcome the mutual antagonisms in the capitalist
world. to the peint where it can be effectively umted
against the Stahmsts ).

The capitalist solution to the socwl problems of Russia
was thereby rendered practically impossible, despite the
theory which assumed its inevitability..

With that, the sector of world society known as Rus-
sia stood befoxe an apparently insoluble dilemma.

The united efforts of the world proletariat would
have been more than enough to solve the social prob-
lems of Russia on a socialist basis; indeed, the united
efforts of the proletariat of a few advanced countries
of Europe would have sufficed for that Lenin used to
go sa far as to say, compactly, that “Russla plus Ger-
many equals socialism.” But since Germany and West-
ern Europe in general were prevented from’ becommg
the industrially-advanced “plus,” the - Russian prole-
tariat was left to its own resources. And they were not
enough to provide a socialist solution.

The result was at first a sort of chaotic stagnation
in Russia. Capitalism could not be. restored; but
neither could socialism be established. By stagnatlon
we mean the condition where Russia -could not go for-
ward to socialism nor yet. backward to capitalism. By
chaos we mean the consequent .dissatisfaction, resent-
ment, uncertainty,. helplessness. of. all -the traditional
classes, the repeated but unavailing efforts of each to
impose. its historic program upon the other.

Into the Vacuum -

Such a situation is unendurable .to society, especially
in modern times when the. SImplest aspects of life are
so. intricately and extensively dependent upon the most

. complex aspects, and all of them are inescapably and

often dec1sxvely influenced by state policy. When a so-
cial erisis develops, it must be resolved by radical means,
in one sense; or another, by one social force or another.

And where such a social force does not ex:s'l' society
does not long brook the vacuum;: it brings into being the
sacial force that. is caggble of ending the. social crms in
its own way.,

The social. force . thgt broyght, the crisis of the Rus-
sian Revohmo £ thi int




e

[Continued rfom preceding pagel

course of doing so, it sowed the seeds of another crisis
of a different type) was the new Stalinist bureaucracy
which has ruled Russia for about a guarter of a century

If the crisis’ in Russia had to be summed up in a
smgle word, the best one that could probably be found
would be: modelnlzablon Russia could not be modern-
jzed on a capitalist basis and in a capitalist way for
the good and simple reason that there was no capitalist
class in.existence to do that job. The redson why it
could not be modernized in a socialist way and on a
socialist basis has already been indicated—the enforced
isolation of the revolution.

Russia was modernized nevertheless, and built into ‘the

second pdwer in the world today, without going back to .

capitalism or going ahead to socialism. The new Stalinist
bureaucrccy developed into a new ruling class and the
sociof regime it established became a new society of
class exploitation and oppression.

Out ‘of what has the new ruling class come? Out of
remnants and segments of older classes: bureaucrats
who had risen out of the working class or -out of the
peasantry without rising (or ‘being -able to rise) into
the- capitalist class; technical and professional person=
nel whose privileged position is imperiled. by a revolu-
tionary and therefore equalitarian working class but

which at the same time.cannot be.assured by the capi-
talist class or its contempeorary property relations. They
constitute a distinctive ruling class in every important
sense of the term.

-The Bureaucratic Ruling Class

"They have a common mode of life-that distinguishes

them from the working classes; they constitute a basic”

elenient in ‘the Stalinist mode of produc’clon, that is,
they orgafiize ‘and maintain the process of production;
they détérmine, as Marx would put it, the conditions of
produttion; they are, as a distinctive soe¢ial grouping,

the first and the principal beneficiaries of thé process

of production since their social position enables them to
determine the distribution of the surplus product with

, far fewer restraints than the ruling class suffers under

capitalism; they are the exclusive owifiers of the full
machinery of the state, which exists solely for the pur-
pose of preserving their monopolistic social power; and
since the state, under Stalinism, owns all-the means of

production snd distribution, the Stalinist ruling class, -

by ‘virtue of its exclusive posgession of this state power,
enjoys a general and guper-concentrated social power
over “the ‘population such as ho- ruling ‘class has'ever
k#iown in the lastthousand years.

| Sectalists have ‘always: thought in téﬂns of ’thws Sork-
mg class establishing its own state power in -order to
centralize: all-the main  means of production and ex-
change into its hands. They still: think so and rightly.

But-they think of this -centralization: not for “the sake’

of ceirtralization, this nationalization not for the sake
of nationalization, -but because it puts ‘into the hands
of -the new demeocratic regime the vast and mighty -eco-
nemic instrument which is indispensable to carrying
out the task of fusing political democracy with eco-
nomic democracy into the new concepb of social democ-
racy. The performance of that 'task is the next great
step in mankind’s progress to emaric'ipation

Buf where all the etonomic power is ¢centralized in
e’ hainds of the state, @nd the state is monopolizéd by
o’ despotic, selfiperpetuating ‘minority, it therewith uc-
qifires ‘an" nnprecedenfed ‘power of oppression and ex-
pléifation. Fhis new ruler has no private pi’operi’y in ‘the
sense’ of the' capitalist, -the féiidal Tord or” the siuve.
owner. His “private’ property” ‘exists # a new form——
theé s¥ate. He ‘swns it collectively, alony with ‘the other
privileged ‘mémbers -of “his social'grouping.’But’ becduse
it places in'-his' hands 'ofl the economic as well as the
political power in the couniry, at-one and the ‘same time,
and because ke .is forced to direct this power -against
the masses; against ‘their interests, and against their as-
pirations—xotherwise his ~privileges woild mot last a
minute=—we have, not socialism and not ‘even a "socialist
type™” of state, but, as we call it; totalitarian or bureau-
cratic coflectivism, o regime of modern barbarism, mod-
ern slavery, permanenf police terror and super-exploita-
tion, the regime of the permanent denial of :all demo-
cratic rights and institutions to the masses, a regime in
which all political and economic rights are openly. -and
exclusively in the hands of the ruling class, which is the
distinctive hallmark of Stalinism,

How Stalinism Expands

This new social force reduced a great nation—and
more than one nation-—to slavery; its destruction and
waste of productive forces, *of the ‘précious creative
forces of society, have been colossal and not one whit
less than capitalism in its worst abominations; it rep-
resents a social order which is in a state of permanent
crisis; and, as the most relentless, conscious, consistent,
thoroughgoing represser of the working class and revo-
lutionary movements, it constitutes the mightiest and
most effective forces for reaction in 'the world today.

All this is true and true twice over. -But it should not
blind us to the fact that Stalinisim rose to solve a social
crisis, in its own way, which other existing social forces
could not or would not solve in the way that is appropri-
ate.to them. ’

. This basic interpretation of its character is cor-
roborated by the developmernt of Stalinism outside of
Russia. The cause was the isolation of the Russian

Revolution; the effect was the victory of Stalinism, But'
effect in turn becomes a cause, and this has certamly'

been the case with Stalinism.

Its victory has weakened world capitalism; but at .
the same time it has brought: such“detmoralization and -

andf,, paralysis . into’the “Wworking-¢lass
' orl

weaken and under-

loitive System: Bureaucratic Collectivism . .

The power of Stalinism has consequently been ex-
tended beyond anything that anyone may have dreamed
twenty-five years ago. And wherever this has happened,
the tell-tale relationship between capitalism and Stalin-
ism has been revealed again and underlined again.

Most revealing and emphatic in recent times has
been the development in China.

Chinese Stalinism

There are now all sorts of confusionists, romanticists
and even theoreticians who argue that the Chinese Stal-
inists are not really Stalinists, that they really did carry
out a sort of socialist and democratic revolution, and that
in any case they are developing away from 'typical
Stalinism" and toward genuine socialism. The truth is
that the Chinese -Stalinists are, if anything, the most
chemicdlly pure example of the basic social type, and
not at all a ‘welcome deviation from it.

Mao, Chou and Co. did not even pretend to be a pro-
letarian socialist party, as Stalin & Co. did. Mao’s
movement did not even arise out of the industrial—that
is, the proletarian—centers of China. The working class
never played any role, either in Mao’s party or in
Mao’s military exploits against Chiang Kai-shek’s re-
gime. While the Stalinists were making their successful
march southward to commplete victory over China; there
was not a single industrial center where the working
class rosé in revolution to “supplemént” Mao’s triumph.

The ‘Chimwese Stalinists—unlike the Russian or, let us
say; the Czech Stalinists=—at no time really based them-
selves on working-class organizations, and the “trade
unions” they now have are as worthy of that name as
are the speed-up machines that go by that mame in
Russia or the late Hitlerite Labor Front. The Stalinists

‘won ' their domination of China without the working

class of that country, against that working class and
behind its back. A fine “socialist” revolution! A fine
socialism that will lead to!

As for the other point of the confusionists, who are
little more than independent apologists for Stalinism,
they forget that if the Russian Stalinist bureaucracy
rose as the police-oppressor of the nation because of the
economic backwardness of the country (as they say,
and rightly), how can they expect the Chinese Stalinist
bureaucracy to develop as anything but a trebly-brutal
police-oppressor of a nation that suffers from twenty
times the economic backwardness of Russia?

What They Can't Understand

Let us leave that aside now, for the important mat-
ter here is that the Stalinists did triumph in China and
thereby opened up a new page of cardinal importance
in world polities.

A proletarian socialist- movement did not exist in
China, except in the form of tiny, uninfluential groups
(whose existence the Stalinists have been cutting down
with the same animal savagery displayed by the GPU)
which were not in a position to provide a democratic
and socialist solution to the problems of China.

The bourgeoisie? ‘Both the ‘Chinese and the interna-
tional bourgeoisie proved -incapuble of solving the Chi-
nese problems on a ‘capitdlist or imperialist basis. They
supported the arch-corrupt, arch-impotent regime of
Chiang Kai-shek. What other regime was there for them
to support or even to encourage? (People who refuse
to learn that capitalism and capitalist imperialism are

% gy

in their death agony are still looking for- another
alternative to Chiang whom the Chinese or at.least
‘the- American’ bourgeoisie can support. They will for
sure wear themselves to death without finding one.)

The Stalinists triumphed in China not because the
Russian army intervened to put them in power, and not
because Chiang was "betrayed" by Roosevelt, Trunian,
Acheson, Marshall or anyone else, but because they filled
the vacaum created by the inability of capitalism to
solve the protracted crisis in China and the absence of
a working-class ‘movement armed with a socialist pro-
gram for solving the crisis.

It should be ‘clearer now why the professional sup-
porters of capitalism are incapable of analyzing and
understanding Stalinism. Such an understanding im-
phes a thoroughgoing indictment of capitalism which
is unacceptable to those who are wedded economically
or intellectually to this moribund social order.

Such an understanding implies that the fight against -

Stalinism is not a fight against socialism in any sense
(_)f the word, since Stalinism is one of the cruelest pun-
ishments that could be visited upon a people that has
failed to fight for socialism.

ch}} an understanding implies that precisely because
Stalinism has expanded its power over the world the
fight ‘against it must be redoubled; but that the fight

agamst it cannot be conducted in alliance with—let -
alone in support of—the very capltallst order whose.

decay produces it.

The Real Race

It ‘impHes that the fight against Stalinism can be effec-
tive -ond -consonant' with the interests of progressing

mankind only if it is af ﬂle same time & fight erquinsi
capitalism.

It is only in this sense that both the durabilii;y and

the na‘tlu.re of Stalinism will eventually receive its final
determination. And in this sense—it is the only funda-

mental one—the race is hot between: capitalism and

Stalinism, as seems so overwhelmingly to be the case

at the moment. If it is understood that Stalinism has -

risen because of the failure of socialism to replace
the dying capltahst order, ‘the real ‘race is for the
society that is to succeed capitalism: the fall”into a

new barbarism which Stalinism stands for, or the rise .

to socialist freedom.

In that: race, the real one of our epoch, our bas,lc
confidence in the outcorne has never been changed tand
it need not be, The vicious circle of capitalismcvs.-

Stalinism is constantly being broken and in time will

be altogether destroyed‘ Not all those who are repelled
by Stalinism are passing into the camp of eapitalism:

not all.those who turn away from capitalism become

the victims of Stalinism.
* lir iundreds of ways, obscure to the superficial eye, un-

seen by ‘the panic-stricken and the fatalistically resigied,
but evident to those who always seek fo probe beneath
the surface of events, the idea of independence from -
capitalism as well as from Stalinism and of struggle |

against: both, usserts itseH ‘among -the - toiling" musses,
those: watural bedrers of democracy and sociatism. g

To ‘nfake this idea the cornseious, directly-expressed -
and - deliberately-acted-upon program of the masses; is -

the only worthwhile task of socialism and the advaﬂ:ed
section of the labor movément today.
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What kind of organization and movement is
the Communist Party?

- We know that in the countries whiere Stalin-
ism is in power, it is the ‘“state party,” the
ruling institution of the regime, the instrument
through which the bureaucracy holds together
the reins of totalitarian power. But what is the
Communist Party in countries where capitalism

- still rules and it is in opposition?

. "The CP, particularly in the latter countries,
is widely looked on as a “working-class party,”

" even by many anti-Stalinists, even though they
may attack it as a workers’ party with a wrong,

g

E . -or. excessively “leftist,”” or suicidal policy. There have
a . been radical movements that have even viewed it.as
:

-a fundamentally reformist, pro-capitalist party, be-
‘cause of the various. services that it has performed in.
-certain periods for capitalist governments when these
governments were allied with Russia.

in our view, both of these opposite opinions are not
only wide of the mark but miss the essence of the dis-
" tinctively new character of the Stalinist movement.

At.is_trg¢: that the CPs have, in the course of ‘their
1 f\mctxon as auxiliary agencies of the Russian foreign'
- office, done. their all to support capitalist regimes where
:.. this service has jibed with conJunctural interests of
=~ Moscow. But class instinct, plus experience has taught
" evéry bourgeois that the support of the Stalinist par-
ties can be hired but not bought outright. The Stalinist
parties in the capltahst countries are for leaﬁe, but not -
for sale.
" So long as a given capitalist regime is the ally of
“*Russia, the Stalinists are leased for service to that
regime. They then appear to aet as arch-patriots. They
vie with the bourgeois parties in nationalism and chau-
wvinism. They catech up with and outstrip the reaction-
. ary labor leaders in urging workers to accept the most

i Wl

“-they, acted in that abominable manner which . distin-
‘guished them from ordinary scoundrels in the U. S.
and Britain during the period of the “Grand Alliance”
in World War II.

o Through Dlﬁel‘e""' Eyes

But this lend- Ieased ‘servant is unreliable in two re.
spects from the standpoint of the bourgeoisie. In the
#irst place; in the very course of pretending to serve,
e infiltrates and undermines the institutions of the

o Ll g Rl L e e = M Rl e
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fease afe not under the control of the bourgeoisie "and -
-can be altered or destroyed unilaterally by the Russian

Stafinist parhes.

: To- the revolutlonary socialist, the trmmph of Stal-
inism means primarily and above all the crushing of
the working class, the crushing of all preletarian and
‘- revolutionary movements, the triumph of a new totali-

"~ MORE ON STALINISM

For the best analysis of the historical development of

“New Course by Trotsky and The Struggle for the New
o Course by Shachtman, both bound in one book ($1.50).
.~ The Shachtman-Browder debate on “Is Russia a
~ Socialist Community?” was published in the New Inter~
national for May-June 1950.

The ISL’s basic resolution on the nature of the Rus-
stan state appeared in the NI for October 1941 (no
longe) available, but can be obtained in Libraries).

The 1949 ISL resolution on “Capitalism, Stahmsm
“and the War” wus published in the NI for April 1949,

For o' fundamental discussion of the. problems of -
analyzmg Stalinist. society, see “Is. Russid: .« Workers”
State?” by Max Shachtman in the NI for Jan -Feb.
1952 )

““Four Pov traits of Stalinism” by Max Shachtman
(N1, Dec. 1949 issue to Sept.-Oct. 1950 issue) is mainly
a discussion of the theo;y that Stalinism. flows from
Bolshevism, through rewews of books by Shub Wolfe
2id, oﬁzeys‘

* THE NATURE
- OF THE
OMMUNIST PARTIES

* ‘oherous conditions -of labor with docility. In general,.

" bourgeoisie. And in the second place, the terms of the

state;, that is, by the real employers and owner of . fhe :

-~'Stalinism ond the uature of its social system, see The

*.movement ~that stands_

Ve - N

Part I1I, on the nature of the Communist
Parties, is adapted from two -articles, one by
H. W. Benson, and one by Max Shachtman
(from the New International of September
1949).

~ _ L y

tarian despotism. To us, accordingly, every increase in
the strength of the Stalinists in the working-class
movement’ means another step toward that triumph
which is a catastrophe for the movement.

The standpoint of the bourgeois is necessarily dlf-
ferent. The triumph of Stalinism means primarily and
above all the crushing of the bourgeoisie and all its
social power. That is his standpoint! That is why he
can and does, with genuine concern and sincerity, re-
gard Stalinism as the “same thing,” at bottom, "as
Bolsheyism, as the proletarian revolution,-as socialism.
From his :tandpomt it makes no dlffelence whatsoever
whether he is expropriated by the authentic socialist
revolution in Russia under Bolshevik leadership, which
brought the working class to power—or he. is exproprl-
ated by the reactionary Stalinist bureaucraey -in Po-
land, Rumania and Czechoslovakia which has. blought
the workmg class into a totalitarian prison.

Not the "Left Wing"

To the working class, there is all ‘the difference in

the world between-the two; to the bourgeoisie, there

is none. That is why the bourge01s1e expresses a deep
and honest class feeling when it characterizes ‘Stalin-
ism as “left” in substantially the same way that it once

characterized- the Bolshevik Revolution and itg- paltl-»-

sans. From 'ifs- class' ‘standpoint, the -designation is

uriderstandéb‘lé, it makes good *sense: Likewise under-"
standable is -the 'political- attitude -which corresponds

to this designation.

- But that designation (and what is far more important, )
the poll'hccl attitude that corresponds to it) does not

make good sense from the class standpeint -of the pro-
letariat. 1t is totally false from the standpoint of ‘the
fight for its immediate and its historical miere;h—-ﬂne
fight for socialism. In this fight, Stalinism is no léss the
enemy of the working class than. capaichsm and the bour-
geoisie. Indeed, inside the working class and Its move-
ment, Stalinism is ﬂne greaigr and more dangerous of Hpe
two.

The Sﬁahmsts VEry cleve1Ly explmt the attacks made

. upon them by -the bourgeoisié to enlist the support of

.those “workers "and revélutionists who, while opposed
in general to Stalinism, are not less hostile toward the
.bourgeoisie. But it is an absurd1ty, where it is not
suicidal, to react to every bourgeois attack or criticism
of the Stalinists by rallying automatieally to their sup-
port. Trotsky writes somewhere that any imbécile could
become a revolutionary -genius if proletarian policy re-
quired nothing more than léarning -what the bourgeoisie
wants or does and then simply doing the oppesite. This
very well applies; in the myvatter of the policy to follow
toward Stalinism, to.more than one anti-bourgeois im-
becile (just as 1t applies, in the matter of the policy
to follow toward the bourgeoisie, to more' than one
anti-Stalinist imbecile). . -

The first task, then, of all. mllxtants in the prole-
tarian movement who understand the end of combatting
Stalinism, is to rid themselves of all tr aces of the con-

- ception that Stalinisni, in soiie way, in some degree,

represents a “left wing.” It is not a proletarian or
socialist conception, despite the respectable - (and fatal)
status it enjoys in the proletarian and socialist move-
ment. It is a bourgeois conception, well- suited to the
bourgeoisie, its standpoint and its interests, but utterly
disorienting: the workmo' class,

Not "Reformlsfs

We will not have 'ddvqnced far. enouéb, howeve'r,"hl'f.”'
- in abandoning the notion - that Shhmsm is in any sense

an authentic part of the left wing of the working -lass,
we adopt the notion that it belongs in the right wing.
The right wing of the labor movement, classxcaHy

and contemporaneous‘y, ig its conservative wing, its .re-
formist wing: ‘It. is that sectlon of the workang-class

the bourgeoisie, that confines itself to modest (increas-
ingly modest) reforms of capitalism. That being the
fmzdamental feature of the right wing, it should be
clear that Stalinism is fundamentally different from
any of the reformist currents and bureaucracies we
know of in the labor movement,.

None of the old designations—“right,” “left,” “cent-
rlst”-apphes to Stalinism. Stalinism is a phenomenon

sui’ generis, unique and without precedent in the work-

ing class. The fact that it is supported by tens of thou-
sands of workers who are passionately devoted to the
cause of soc1a]1sm, who are ready to fight for it to their
dym; breath, is besides the point entirely. This fact
is of importance only with regard to the forms of the

agitation and propaganda work to be conducted among

them. It does not decide the character of Stalinism it-
self. That is determined by the real program and the
real leadership of the Stalinist movement, and not by
the sentiments of those it dupes.

Alien to Working Class

What, then, is Stalinism? Our formula is not very
compact, but it will have to stand until a more elegant
one can be found:

Stalinism is o reactionary, totalitarian, anti-bour-.

geois-and anti-proletarian current IN the labor move-
ment but not OF the labor movement. It is the unfore-
seen but nonetheless real ploduct of that advanced stage
of the decay of capitalism in which the socialist pro-
letariat itself has as yet failed to carry out the recon-
struction of society on rational foundations. It is the
social punishment inflicted on the bourgeoisie for living
beyond its historical time and on the proletariat for
not living up to its historical task. It is the new ‘bar-
barisin which the great Marxist teachers saw as the
only possible alternative to socialism.

Stalinism is a current IN but not OF the workmg class
and its movement, we repeat. The importance of the dis-
tinction is far-reaching. I+ demands emphasis not in spite
of the prejudices and dogmas about Stalinism that exist
in the revolutionary movement, but precisely becaiise
they exist. It underlines the unbridgability of the gulf

between Stalinism and ALL sections of the labor move- .
ment., And by "ALL sections™ is simply meant, wﬂf;ouf“,
diplochy or equivocation,all of ﬂlem-—-erm H-ne lefl' E

wing to the right wing.
Stalinism is ‘not a working-class movement with a

wrong, or even very bad, policy. It.is alien to the work- -

ing-class movement, Fundamenta]ly (and that means:

apart from the subjective intentions or hopes of.-s0 -
many Stalinist dupes).it represents the interests of a -

different- class—the bureaucratic ruling class of the
Russian Empire.

Twists and T urns

.The .Communist Parties. first came into being as a v

quite different type of movement, in the upsurge of
revolutionary -struggle that followed the end of the
First World War, espécially under the impact of the
Russian Revolution. In its early revolutionary years,

the Communist International was the sohe rallying °

center for all the.-workers. who wished to have done
with the timid, compromising and anti- revolutionafy

role of the “pmk" social-democrats, who had discredited -

themselves by chauvinist suppmt to their wanmg.
imperialist governments.

But in step with the Stalinist counte1 revolutlon in -
Russia, which destroyed the conquests of the revolution, -
so also there took place a gutting of the Communist
Parties which transformed them into agéncies of: ‘the -

Russian counter-revolution.

* The Communmist Parties became, not left-socialist par- "
ties repzesentmcr the interests of the working class in -
their countries, but totalitarianized tools of the reaction-

ary seeitl Aclass climbing to pewer ‘in Russia.

Tﬁeu' pollcles uniformly became erratlc, subject to
. 1aprd oscrllatwn between apparently contradictory p051- ’
" tions. But they were not at all inexplicable: E4¢h turn in
pollc), was dictated by the momentary nieeds of the Stal-_
~ inist legime in Moscow, above all by the needs ‘of-iits

foreign pOllCV

Nowhere was this made clearer than in, Germany, .

where the Communist Party’s hands were tied by its
{Continued next pagel
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Stalinist policy in the face of the extermination of the
organized working class by Hitlerism.

- In the years before Hitler’s seizure of power in 1933,
the Stalinist. regime feared itg diplomatic isolation in
world politics. It witnessed a growing 1applochement
among the capitalist powers that had been at war in
1914-18 and it dreaded an attempt by them to settle their
mutual antagonisms at the expense of Russia.

.t assigned to the docile Stalinized Communist Parties
of every country the task of manipulating the working-
class, pushing it into blind-alley struggles, not fo achieve
the genuine aims of the proletariat but merely to disrupt
these of the capitalist enemies of Russia.

This was the notorious “Third Period” of Stalinism.

‘The Third Period

Ite official ideology divided all the world of politics
inte two simple camps:
‘side, and fascists on the other. Whoever and whatever
oppcsed the CP was “fascist”: social-fascists, left-so-
cial-fascists, trade-union fascists, Hitler-fascists, demo-
cratic-fascists. It was the duty of the Communist Par-
ties uncompromisingly to lead the masses against every
variety of ‘“fascism” in this final period of struggle
for the inevitable overthrow of capitalism and defeat
of capitalist war.

But all its radical verbiage was a pohhcal fagade
decorating its.real aims.

- In Germany, conservative bourgeois regimes alter-

; nated in power, with the support or tolerance of the

Social-Democratic Party, the mdjOllty party of the
German . working-class. With the crisis of 1929, the
Nazi party began to grow in mass proportions. fThe
stronger it grew, feeding upon the hopelessness and
misery of the GeI man middle classes, the more the So-

cial-Democracy clung to its moderate bourgeqis allies .

as the “lesser evil.” And the- more Social-Democracy
took. responsibility for the regime, the stronger grew
the Nazi party, capitalizing upen the resentment of the
non-proletarian masses against the main-party of the
working class. )

- The Communist Party increased in strength but far-
more slowly than the Nazis, whose vote increased by
the millions and whose electoral representation rose to
first rank until normal parliamentary life became utter-
ly impossible and unstable governments died like a suc-
cession of May flies.,The Nazis, whose program called-
openly for the setting up of a totalitarian state. and
the’ gp(termmatlon of all workeis’ organizations, were.
on %he f,h1esh01d of power, power - “which they succe‘ededf
in grasping in 1933. R

Me_;hod and Madness

The danger imperatively called for a unified program

" of défense of the existence of the labor movement, and

for>the preparation of serious struggle for the defense
of -democracy. But the Communist Party viewed the
scene with political equanimity.

" The Social-Democrats were fascists, their official line
told them. In fact, they were worse than the Nazis,
just as. a concealed enemy is worse than an open one.
"The CP convinced its supporters that the socialists were
the main enemy and consoled them with the thought that
a HiHer victory would destroy Social-Democracy and thus
wipe out the main barrier to "proletarian™ victory. it
repudiated and_ rejected the road of united-front struggle
with the socialist party against fascism.

_This was madndss from the standpoint of the work-
mg class but” totally comp1ehen51ble frem the Stalinist
view. ) "

" .Social-Democracy, like all reformist secialist parties
of its day, hoped and prayed that capitalism would get

back on its feet. Economic recovery would ‘cut the -

ground from under Nazism and restore the conditions
of normal day-to-day eking-out of gradual .improve-

»

Have You Read
the ther
Pamphlet-Issues?

Neo. 1—The Principles and Pro-
gram of Independent
.Socialism.

No.2—Independent Socialism
and War.

- -No.3-The Fair Deal:
' cialist, Analysis.

- A So-

" Ne.4—Socialism and’
Democracy.

. 10 cents each’ .- .

~. No. 1, 2 and 4 also contain im-
~portant analyses of Stalinism in con-

the Communists, on the one~

ments whose sum total some day might be socialism,
But German economic recovery, they estimated «along
with moderate bourgeois parties, was possible only if
the victorious powers of World War I would grant
prostrated Germany a far-reaching program of eco-
nomic and political concessions. They hoped to reach
just such an agreement with the Western powers.

But it was just such an alliance:which the Stalinists
were eager to disrupt. Social-Democracy had to be
destroyed. Better a Hitler who might turn against the
West. When he came to power, the CP prepared no re-
sistance. After Hitler’s victory, Stalin gingerly prof-
erred the hand of agreement but Hitler then rebuffed it.

The “Third Period,” of course, was duly executed in
the United States too. The CP excoriated the New-
Deal “fascism” of Roosevyelt, which was eternally pre-
paring for war against Ru551a It denounced the AFL
as’company-owned-fascisiy and organized its own tiny
“revolutionary” unions to carry on the uncompromising
struggle against 57 varieties of American “fascism.”

From the People's Front—

N
But this was all dumped in 1935.

. By that time, France, first among the Western pow-
ers, was becoming alarmed by the growing power of
resurgent German imperialism, and Russia sought to
reach an understanding with it. The Franco-Soviet pact
of mutual military assistance against German attack
was signed and Stalin announced that he “understood
and approved” France’s need for rearmament. No Com-
munist Party required any less subtle hint. -

The period of People’s Front was fabricated. The
“social-fascists” of yesterday were now transformed
into great guardians of peace and democracy. The world

awas divided now into the camp of Peace-loving Powers

allied with Russia, plus Peacelovers who favored such
an ailiance, and Nazi warmongers who opposed it.
Communist Parties which yesterday voted with scorn
against any and all military budgets of "imperialism™
now demanded with“fanatical zeal that everyone grant
military credits to the Peace-lovers: The answer to world
problems was the “collective security’” of all Peace-lov-
ing Powers lallied with Russia, of course) against Ger-
many. And inside .every nation, Communists were to join
in a “People's Front" with those whom ihey had de-
nounced as fascists the day before. )

In the United States Roosevelt, yesterdav a fascist,
became the great leader of the Popular Front, and now
his eritics became “fascists.” Yesterday, all for the

“revolution”; now, as in France and Spam in 1936-7,
where' soclalist workers-rose ifi mass demonstzatlons
or even civil war, theé Communist Parties were zealous
m suppressmg them:

—To the HtHer-Sfalm Pacf

The socialist revolution must not be allowed- to inter-
fere with the “People’s Front” of agreement with capi-
talists “(even with fascists if possible) nor to irritate
the Western capitalist allies of Russia. And the Peo-
ple’s Front for ‘“democracy” was so popular that thou-
sands of Stalinist-inflaenced liberals overlooked the
Moscow Trials which entrenched totalitarianism in
Russia. -

But the world of Peace-lovers, kind democrats and.
well-intentioned anti-fascists was shocked by the next
turn .of Stalinist policy. It was the announcement of the
Hlﬂer Stalin Pacf.

Faced by a now-powerful Germany, rearming and
menacing, France and England tried to stave off at-
tack by appeasement. At Munich, Czechoslovakia was
turned over to German. 1mper_1a1_1$m For the Stalinists;

this marked the end of collective security and People’s .

Front. If the Western allies intended to make a deal
with Hitler, Stalin would beat them to it.

In 1939, while 'CPs everywhere were stilP lyricizing
the People’s Front against fascism, Russia and Ger-
many reached an agreement for the partition of Poland

between them. Molotov, for the Stalinists, explained
that now, “fascism is a mattes of taste.” The Stalinist
Parties all fell in line.

It mattered not that they had just been appealing for.
a world-wide front of democratic powers aqgainst Ger--
many. Russia and Germany were now_ friends; the war
against Germany was denounced as an imperialist wcr~
for the benefit of capitalists; England and France were "
excoriated as warmongers for Tejecting Hitler's early
peace maneuvers that accompanied his shaﬂering’mili— u
tary victories. Months before, the workers had been in-
structed to restrain themselves lest they antagonize the’
bourgeois friends of Russia, but now was the time for:
"militant" strikes and demonstrations under the watch-
word of "'Down with the imperialist war!"

Pro-War Frenzy

But not for long. In 1941, Germany invaded Russia.,

The Stalinists abruptly found themselves in the camp - °

of the warmongers. Warmongers? Not at all.
time for a new turn. -

Miraculously, the wat of the Allied powers became
transformed from a reactionary imperialist adventure
into a great people’s war for liberation at precisely
that second when the armies of Hitler Germany crossed
into Russian territory. Everything else soon followed..

The CPs became the most chauvinist of all fake patri--

It -was”

* ofs. They--demanded that all unions pledge not o steike’

for any. reason at any time. They called for the restora-.

tion of piecework in mdusl’ries where it had been abol-, i

ished only after years of union struggle. They“expelied

- workers. from unions under their conirol for not working

fast enough.

They denounced the “March on- Washmgt;on” move-’
ment for Negro rights as a disruption of national unity.-
They advised colonial peoples, subjects of Russia’s,
allies, to abandon their struggle for national mdepen-

: dence And thus they persisted until the war came to

an end. 4

With the defeat of Germany and Japan the fox*mer
allies parceled out control of the world among them=
selves, but their mutual antagonisms were irrecorcil-.
able. The cold war between the former allies began.
Who is to dominate the world, capitalism or Stalinism?:
That was the issue that dxv;ded thém and which* could:
not be bridged. To a man, Stalinist parties the world'
over fitted their new line to the new meeds of Russ1an
poliey. -

- Not one turn in Communist Party policy can be ex-,
plained as an attempt to carry out a pro-worlung-cla!s
program. Every turn, on the other hand, has been cleurly
motivated by ene unchanging oblechve' to serve fhe
needs of the reactionary ruli‘ng ‘class thet holds power m
Russia.

Our Mortal Enemy

The world Communist Parties have 'functio'néd' as‘

agents of Russian foreign policy because they are the -

movements of the class that holds power in Russia. But |

they are not simply agents of Russian Stalinisni.

Communist Party leaders and bureaucrats in-each -
country. pursue the Russian' line not merely because :
they are eager to strengthen Russian Stalinism. By -
advancing the interests.of the ruling class which has
its seat in the Kremlin, they hope to further their own -
pretensxons to becoming a ruling class in the Stalinist .
image. .

The Stalinist social system is no longer- confined toj
Russia. Within the Stalinist empn‘e and within the -
Stalinist world, native CP groups strive to further their -

own aspxratlons along Stalinist lines, to rule and ex- -

ploit the masses of their own nation with the same .
methods and with the sanie social system as proved.so
effective in Russia.
Stalinism are irrepressible.

In Yugoslavia, the national Communist Party was . '
-driven to break with Russia and declare its indepen- v
dence of Russian Stalinism while maintairding its own .

dxctatonal regime, basically totalitarian and Stalinist -
in the most scientific sense of the term. In the East "

European satellités, where 'such dreahis of mdependence .
‘have never been crowned with suecess, they can be kept .

in check by the Russian masters only by intermittent
purges within the Stalinist movement itself, mixed w1th
concessions. C e :

Stalinism is a world-wide movement to overthrow the - .

cupnfulusf sysfem by replacing. it wdh a new social sys-

These impulses toward national- - ‘
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LAFGR ACTION

By HAL DRAPER

. 'There is a paradox—only an apparent one—
1n ‘the development of Stalinist 1mperlahsm.

" Stalinism arose out of the counter-revolu-
tion in Russia under the slogan of building “so-
cialism in one country” as agaihst the perspec-
tive of “world revolution” represented by the

Bolshevik left wing under Trotsky. An hlstorlc
internal struggle took place within the ‘party

under these different banners, in which, as

everybody knows, the Stalinist wing won out.

To the Stalinists, the theory of “socialism-in
e country” which they put forward meant:
{ret’s keep our eyes fixed on our problems at

- home; let’s not worry about-extending our in-

ﬂuence or winning support abroad; that is a
will o’ the wisp; we want only to build our eco-
niomie and social strength within our own bor-
‘ders 'and to hell with conditions outside of it.
And (as Stalin put it later) : We don’t want an

~inch of anyone else’s terrifory but let the capi-
talist - countries keep thelr snout out-of our

Sov1et ‘garden. . . .

"The fierce drive of Stahms’c expansionism -
that blossomed especially after the Second -

World War seemed like a sharp reversal of this

home-bound ideology. To ‘many of the latter-day

“Russian experts” (the numbers of whom also

‘blossomed after the war) this new policy seem-

ed like the adoption by Stalin of the Trotskyist
“wor1d~revolut10nary perspective.

For were they not militantly pressing theu: power
beyond their own borders? Weren’t they doing what

-Trotsky had demanded, only in their own way and so

much more effectively? So it was said not only by the

"“authoritative” bourgeois commentators but even by

the disoriented “official-Trotskyists” of the Fourth In-

 ternational, who have drifted in the direction of pro-

Stalinism.

The Russian-Nationalist Virus

“But the new post-war Stalinist imperidlist expdansionism.

"was not a break with, but a logical development and

continuation out of, the theory of ‘'socialism in one
country”; and by the same token it was still the anti-

" thesis of a working-class revoluticnary policy.

For that famous dispute of the Stalin-Trotsky strug-
gle was never really based on the mostly-academic

guestion of whether it was actually possible to “build

socialism” within the borders of a single country (and
a backward one at that). This was mainly the ideo-
logical form that the clash ‘took between the social
forces: of  the counter-revolution and the movement
which stood for the liberating ideas of the 1917 revo-
lution.

"“Behind it was a tendency much easier to understand:
it vYepresented the turn-away of Stalinism from inter-
nationalism to a Russian national-chauvinist outlook.
Russia-First, they said, and the usefulness of the Com-
muinist Parties and\pro Soviet sympathizers abroad was
16 be gauged by the extent to which their activities
contrxbu‘oed to strengthening Russia; for since this Rus-
sia® was “socialist,” strengthemng Russia ~meant
strengthening this “socialism.” Thus the interests of the
world’s workers were to be subordinated to/ the national
interests of the “one country’” where socialism was be-
ing “built.” . -

"It is this concephdn which is the fundamenfal link be-~

tween the early Stalinism of the counter-revolution and
the Stalinist imperialism of the present day. We have
seen in the course of our generation two related truths
exemplified: that in irying to build something called
"$ocialism™ on the ruins of workers' demoéracy and all
democracy, the Stalinists in actuality built a new sysfem
of ‘exptloitation which is the ‘enemy of socialism: and in
'socialism” dh a nchoncl-chauvmlsi basis,

has-all ‘thefeatures 6f a virulent:imperialism.

In its: mternal aspects, the crushmg of democracy i

or anoth

chauvinist ideology of the Stalinists led to imperial-
ism, once this reactionary regime was:strong enough to
assert itself as a competitor for world power.
“Imperialism”? There is a point Here which has to
be cleared up for many people. For this new oppressive
and explomve class soclety ‘which developed in ‘Stalinist
Russia is not bidsed on‘a capitalist form of exploitation,
as another part of‘this®issue explains. Well then, isn’t
it true that modern imperialism is an outgrowth of the
drives of cupitelism? Wasn't it Lenin who-dsfined: im-
perialism as a stage of capitulism? Isn’t one of the
fundamental drives of modern impérialism, for example,

the neéd of capitalist economies to export their surplus .

capital; and where do you-see this as an economic basis
of what we call -Russian imperialism?

Is It ""}mperia‘lis‘m"? - -

If it were not for the widespread character of this
“deduction” from a formal acquaintance with Marxist
writings on imiperialism, it would not even be worth-

-while mentioning. For it is a useless play on words.

For people who need quotations, the same Lenin who

. spoke of imperialism as a ‘stage of capitalism also time

and again réferred’ (hke all other educated people) to
the 1mper1ahsm of the pre- -capitalist soc1et1es, the Ro-
man ‘empiré for:jnstance.’ Capltahsm is not- the only
social s¥stem whlch has given birth to its’ pecuhar form
of ithperialism; on the confrary, there was such a thing

as imperialism based on the ancient slave-states, as

well as the type of imperialism which developed under
feudalism. Lenin'was analyzing the spécific' imperialism
of the then-dominant social system, capitalism, and
laying bare how it generated its own need to mobilize
the nation-state for the conquest and domination and
exploitation of peoples' abroad.

“The impetialism of ‘Stalinist Russia is not the camp
talist imperialism which Leénin- bfrlhantly ‘analyzed in a
famous work; but that is simply saying that Stalinist
Russia is not-capitalist, and that we' already know.

But in many cases, when objection is made to ‘even
using the ferm “imperialism™ in connection with Stalinism
(by Fritz Stériiberg, for exaiple, and others), there is
more ‘thah werdsjuggling or ignorance béhind it. There is
a political idea involved which suggests to ‘them their
otherwisessterile ‘play . on words.  They are "often willing
to speak of-Russian "expahsionism,” but "imperialism” no
The thought -that is often-béhind. this . finé- distinction . is
the following: Moscow - may “indeed be following dn ex-
pansionist-adventurist policy,” deplorably, -and this is a

bad thing; but this policy which is ‘being followed by the

men in the Kremlin is simply a'POLICY of bad or mis-
taken men, gnd is not rooted in the “Soviet" social sys-
tem; it is not inherent m the economy, which must be
considered progresslve because it is not capitalist; it
is simply a more-of-less accidental excrescence of the
system, or a very temporary and dispensable stage of it,
or the fortuitous result of Stalin the man’s personal predi-
lections, etc. It is only under capitalism thdat imperialism
OOTED in the social system as such; under Stalinism
it is something that wiser rulers will dispense with, es-
pécially if ¢apitalism ceases to threaten the country. ...
This notion of such an important difference between
capitalist impérialism on the one hand and of Russian
imperialism on the other is a notable stock-in-trade of
Stalinoids the world over; but’ not only of Stalinoids!
All of the poweérful “neutralist” currents of Europe and
Asia — anti-Stalinist elements included — are shot
through with it, mcIudmg even the Bevanites of Eng-
land. It represents & very’ dangerous illusion about
Stalinism even among many of 1ts would-be opponents,
who succumb to-its lies.

The Economic-Roo?t

Well then, how is Stalinist imperialism rooted in its
exploitive social svstem?

First of all, there is an 'important though simple
generalization to be made -about the connection between
imperialism-and a social system, any sotial system. It
is true, as we said, that each class society (ancient
slavery, feudalism, capitalism)y has had its specific
drives to imperialism; but there is obviously something
common to all of these 1mper1ahsms too, with regard
to societal origin.

That whieh is common to the’ root of all mlperlahsm,
in spite ‘of‘vast dlﬂ’erences trr the social* system, 1s thls
The  ruling class inexor
forelgh COME

\2m s
a

"that system is by itgs gangrenous contradmt:ons* the'éx-
" ploitérs of the soéiety are pushed-in-this direttion as'a

matter of life-and-death for their system because of
their inability to create a harmonious economy capable
of satisfiying the needs of the people and, most espe-
cially, capable of solving the fatal diseases which arise
out of the system of exploitation itself. For every class
society generates its own self-poisons, which,:as they
accumulate, threaten to bring down the whole economic
structure, unless a trangfusion of fresh blood is ob-

tained; and it is in the cards that a ruling class will be

impelled to seek this new supply of economic blood in
the squeezing of wider and wider circles of people,
first inside its own borders (where the process is per-
haps easiest or the victims at least more accessible)
and then outside. -

Now, designedly this presents very generally the eco-
nomic root of imperialism in all class societies which
have been known, but it is enough to raise the basic
question about the roots of Stalinist imperialism,

Rosy lllusion ~

Only those can see Stalinist imperialism as merely a
regrettable excrescence, which is not inherent in the
system, which is unrooted, who aiso see in the Stalinist
system itself the basis for (at least an eventual) harmoni-
ous and progressive development of the forces of pro-
duction and social relations; that is, who see no inherent
deficiencies and contradictions which imperialism has to
compensate for; that is, who look on the Stalinist system
as bemg genumely on the road to socidlism in some real
sense; ‘that is; in short, who régard the Stalinist sysfem
as genainely socialist in nature, even if still pvclunurked .
with defects.

This view of Stalinist imperialism as *a dispensable
poliey of bad men in the Kremlin is tied up with a basie
illusion about the whole naturé of the Stalinist econ-
omy:- Since the economy ts, state-owned and planhed,
there are no limits to its possible incréase in produc-
tive tevel. . . . Since it is not rent by the contradictions
of capitalism ithich Karl Marx éxpounded in Capital,
there 1§ no inherent bar to the attainment of such «
level of mealth that plenty-for-all bécomes possible at
last. . . . Since here is a society, whatever-its other
distasteful feotures, which is not held back from eco-
nomic advence by [capitalist-type] ¢rises, it 4s possible
for wereasing productiveness to lead to the abolition of
the bureaucratic dictatorship which was neéessary for .
o time in order to attain this wonderful aim; the bu-
redgucratic distortions of this “socialism” will be able o
disappear, ete. .. . Such is the illusion. .

Basic Confradiction

Tt is bound up with the rosy view that this Stalinist
1‘eg’1me w1II be—mdeed mus’c be—reformed from above,

,,,,,

not kept scared to death by outside ‘opponénts. Thls is-
the basis for the pro-Stalinism of a man like Isaac
Deutscher, on the theoretical side, and of anti-Stalinists
like Aneurin Bevan, or' the lsss-thar-theoretical ‘side.

This whole structure very largely depends on the
overwhelming denonstration that this Stalinist system
is not beset by the countradictions that bedevil capital-
tsm—and sure enough that is true, just as capitalism
is not being strangled by the poisons which put the
Roman Empire to death. The contrddictions of Stalin-
lsm are of its own kind. .

" A¥ boffom what the Stalinist illusion ignores is the
fundamental confrqdlchon peculiar to a completely stati-
fied ‘ecoriomy under the rule of an uncontrolled bureau-
cratic master class: the conircdlchon between (1) the
absolute need of the economy fo be PLANNED, since in
a statified economy only the Plan can perform the role
in the society which under capitalism is fhe function of
the market and market relations; and (2] the impossi-
blhfy of workably plunmng a niodern ‘complex society
from the Yop ‘down ‘under conditions of bureaucratic
tofuhfurlamsm

1t is'this contradlctlon between Planmng and Totali-
tarianism which is the most basic faetor in making for
chaos’ and-anarchy. in the Russian economy, enormous
inherent ‘wastes and’ inefficienicies, which are in part
compensated for by the: gigantic expenditure 6f human
labor in the slave canfps as well as in the mercilessly
driven factories-——and which was also in part compen-
sated for by the wholesale looting of the conquered ter-

" ritories of East Europe after the war, a looting which

still goes on in forms of ‘exploitation subtler ‘than open

‘fapine,

Motive Drives

This opens a much broader subject than the limited
topic of this article.* but enough has been said to indi-
cate the line of analysis which we propose for one’s
thinking on this matter. When one asks the question,
“What are the roots of imperialism in the Stalinist so-
cial system?” one is really asking the question: “What
are the inherent contradictions of Stalinist bureaucratic

. collectivism which lead to its downfall?”

In a more immediate way, then, the motive drives of
Stalinist imperialism stém from the need of this fiercely
exploitive system, which drives its own workers like
cattle, to plug the gapmg holes in its economic and
social armor.

Of course, certain drives 1t shares with its rival im-
perialisms on the capitalist side: the impulsion to
corner raw materials, especially raw thaterials for war

(Continued next pagel

*For a valuable msxgh’c into the “mechanies” of
‘the contradiction between planning and totalitarian-
ism-in the Stalinist world, see “The Contradiction of
"Stalinist ‘Planned’ Economy: A Case Study” in
LaBOR AcTioN for June 1, 1953. (The case i ‘that of
= Czeeh slovakla ) For descnpt" e' aterial "bearin
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industry; the usual imperialist need to grab “buffer”
lands and military-strategic points of vantage; the need

to grab territories if only to prevent others from grab-.

bing them first, to use against oneself. All these come
into play once an imperialist tug-of-war is under way,
and in turn they intensify and sharpen the struggle.

One other drive is held in common in a sense: the
Russian rulers’ inherent inability to indefinitely con-
tinue to live in coexistence with a system where, in any
way at all, a free labor movement exists just aeross
a border.. This is a permanent political danger to them.
It cannot go on forever. As long as free labor exists in
the world, there is a dynamite fuse extending from. the
outside to inside the Iron Curtain. But an analogous

need éxists also for the capitalist world: to get rid of

this rival upstart system, which, in its own way, is a
living threat to capitalism; which shows a whole social
world living without capitalism—contrary to the pro-
fessors who have conclusively proved time and again
that capitalism is so rooted in human nature that even

the p1e—Neanderthal ape-ancestors of man lived underk

eapitalism. .

Aims of Conquesi'

But of the. drives more particular to .the Stalinist sys-
‘fem .itself, the basic one is the néed to exploit more.and
_more labor on an: ever-widening scale. The needs. of this

system have. driven its ruling class into. methods and.

forms of explpitation of the workers at home which are
matched in brutality and violence by few pages in the

history even of capitalism; and this some ravening need
drives it to the exploitation of peoples. abroad. Just as.

within its. own state, the ruling bureaucracy sucks its
class privileges and revenue out of the surplus labor
which it extracts from its slaves and semi-slaves, so also
it needs more human laborers to milk; the more workers
controlled, the more the surplus labor extracted, and the
greater the wealth available both for the ruling class
and for the state-girding-for-war..

Moreover, precisely because it is not a capitalist-
type exploiting system, it has available a method of
foreign exploitation which is excluded for capitalist
imperialism: direct looting of goods and products. This
phenomenon took place on a very large scale for a
whole period in all the.lands overrun by the Russian
army after the Second World War: whole factories
and their machinery were dismantled and moved bodily

to Russia, ete. This would not make economic sense for

the capitalist economies of the West, the U. S. for ex-
ample, whose chronic problem under normal circum-
stances. is a surplus of production which gluts the
market if not disposable through the purchasing power
of the masses. The chronic problem of capitalism is not
how to get produetion up, but what to do with the prod-
ucts if it gets too high up!-—and Stalinist bureaucratic
collectivism suffers from no such embarrassment.
Therefore, its capacity for direct looting and robbery
of production wholesale.

Thirdly, it is worth mentioning also that, in a social
system which dispenses bureaucratic privileges as the
reward for its ruling class and aspirants thereto, im-

perialism creates a wider base for bureaucratic posts,

an extension of the numerical basis of the “atoms” of
the ruling class through the bureaucratic structures in
far-flung stations of an empire.

[ ] -

- Struggle of Systems

And so this Stalinist world confronts its rival in :'I'I'ue,

world, capitalism, not merely as a contender in an im-
penol!s!- struggle but as a contender .in o sfruggle of

rival systems over which, if either; shail- e_xploﬂ the earth. .

Thisis a distinctive feature of the present-day war
crisis and its cold war which is decisively new, as com-
pared with the First-and Second World .Wars which
were fought. primarily between imperialist rivals with-

in the eapitalist camp. An analogous situation has not .

obtained since the days long ago when the,armies of
Napoleon, born out of the Great French (bourgeoxs)

Revolution swept over Europe in combat with a feudal.

continent. But two. great differences exist toda,y -as
against that historic conjuncture:

(1) In those days .one of the camps, obgectwely reps=

resented.:the interests of a new. and rising class, the
bourgeoisie, .which’ was then progressive, standing for.

the needs.of society as a whole to throw. off the shackles.

of selfdom in favor of the social system wh;ch was

- destined to raise the productive forces. to.the level .re-.
quired -for further progress, for the development of the.
technological forces that could finally..previde plenty. .
for-all and lay the economic groundwork ;for tha class~ .

less socialist society.

4

This has now been done. The economic prerequmies for
socialism exist, .

entxrely feasnble to- put ‘an end to all systems based on.
enforced scarcity, where man can produce an abundance

of goodg if industry is run for use and not for profit.

The Stalinist tyranny is.not.a progressive alternative
to the moribund system of capitalism, but a neo-bar-
baric relapse which feeds on the decay ‘of capitalism as

long as the working class has not unleashed its own

foxces to-abolish it in favor of a real Workers democ-
racy. .

other social class fully developed which offered a force

for effective social leadership as against the two locked.

in conflict. Today the working class offers. the social
alternative, the third corner of the triangle of forces

that the picture presents. It has the need and the. power -

to build its own world, and it faces only intensified

oppression and misery f10m the continuation of either

the Stalinist or capitalist orders.

In this struggle of the. two war. blocs today, we so-
cialists . are. enemies of both camps of exploiters and
imperiaiists. . That is the basic' fact about our "Third
Camp™ policy.

No Appeasement!

In a previous special pamphlet-issue on Socialism and
War, we have analyzed in some detail the bases of our
opposition to capitalist war and its policies today. But
our opposition to capitalism does not drive us into sup-
port of the monstrous alternative represented by Stal-
inist totalitarianism or into illusions about it.. That way
lies no-exit, no hope, no livable future. -

We say that Stalinism must be crushed, defeated,
overthrown everywhere before the working class can
achieve its democratic socialist future. We are not for
conciliation with it, or appeasement of it. We do not
share in one iota the common “neutralist” notion that

the interests of peace and democracy can be served by
trying to convince the rival camps to live in “har-
money”’; we know that “peaceful coexistence” of these
dog-eat-dog exploiters is a mirage; we do not take a
stand that is “in-between” them,

Stalinism must be crushed! But it is an integral part of
our indictment of capitalism that this CANNOT be done
by the capitalist world in any progressive way or with
any progressive consequences. The Western bloc can pos-
sibly defeat the Russian power .in a military Armageddon,

if indeed . victory and defeat will retain -any meaning in-

World War lll-even for the -imperialists, but this can be
done - only at the expense of the downslide of a militar-
ized, ‘bureaucratized capitalism itself toward the same
type. of tyranny. of wlm:h Moscow represents the acme.
today.-. : .

This degenerate capitalism of our world today,is the
very ground on which Stalinism feeds. If Stalinism is
a dynamic force in. much of the. world, it is because—
and only insofar as—it can take advantage of the justi-
fied hatred which millioned.masses feel for the system
which has. exploited them so long, and which they re-
fuse to support.against a demagogic Stalinist appeal
which at least seems to offer something different.

As.long as, and in proportion that, the enemies of.

Stalinism base- themselves on support of the capitalist

alternative, Stalinism is bound to grow strong and
stronger

The_ "Secret” of Sfahmsm

Wherever Stalinism. .can pose as prumcrlly the enemy

of caplichslgl (which |} s in truth, in its own interests), -
‘and. nofas an equcl and even. more. deudly enemy of e .

worlung cla;s and, 'I'he .masses_who. aspire to freedom,
it .can ride the, reyoluhol;g;y energies. that. eaprl-ahsms
crimes have, unleqshgd dn the world. Th|s ‘is the secret™:
of its sfrengfh afd its dy[mmlc appeal.

This is. why it still ean count on. the active or apa-
thetie éunport ‘of millions in France and Italy and
other West European countries; on millions among the
colonial masses of ‘Asia; on strateglc points of support

in U. S. imperialism’s backyaxd Latin America. This
is why the Western capitalist statesmen are at the end :

of their rope in Indochina, where they are fighting in
the name of French colonialism- against a Stalinist-
controlled Vietminh which is able to clothe itself in the
garb ‘of a national'liberation movement. This is why
Korea was a trap for thousands.of American dead:
Bemg anblweapltallst in réaliby, in the sense that it
£é "‘l system of: oppressmn and explmta-

the way fo. ﬁght Jboth bloes. Qur:aim is:net the p e
; e-0f 3w of exploiters but.a socialist

-Camp Struggle ...

ram against the old system. Where the U. S. can find
only -the most diseredited of reactionaries and tyrants

to be its semi-reliable allies—a butcher like Chiang Kai- ° :

shek or Syngman Rhee, fascists like Hitler’s friend
Franco or the neo-Nazis who flood the administration.
of its pet German, Chancellor Adenauer—the Stalm}sts
are not tied to the old discredited classes and cliques in

the countries of the Near or Far East, or in Europe.

They can stage the aét of offering a fundamental social
transformation to throw out the landlords who, oppress
the peasant masses, whereas the U. S., bound by its

napitalist status-quo ideology, cannot even find a dema- =

goglc word to say.

No one who stands for, or who is suspecied of standing
for, the retention of mastery by, the capitalist lmperlal-
ism—~—even if he apologetically explams that he supports
the capitalist bloc only because it is a "lesser evil"—can

hope to.stem the expansionist dynamic of Stalinism. ]

Forward from Revolt N

L

That is why we look to the gathering of the forces _

of the “Third Camp”’—those who wish to fignt in the
name of an independent struggle against both camps of

exploiters—as the only road to defeat both war and

Stalinism, both the old and the new . imperialisnt.

But that works the other way too. Wherever it is
Stalinism that has established itself as the master,

where it _has already overthrown capitalism and had
time to show its own hand, its own cloven foot; sthere
the revolt against the bureaucratic-collectivist despot-
ism grows fast. But the masses who turn against.Stal-
inist power in disillusionment do not want to go back;
they want to go forward. The most dramatic proof of
this was given in the great June 1953 revolt of the East
German. workers, in their heroic first assault against
the Eastern conqueror. No pro-West or pro-U. S. or
even pro-Adenauer slogans appeared among them; that

ndallE S )

on the one hand; and on the other, the representatives -

of the Western camp in Berlin showed themselves as

~leery of the aroused workers in revolt as the Stalinist
.masters.

Within the Stalinist empire, where it has consolidated
itself, disaffection grows. Only a primitive stage was
represented by ‘Titoism,” where a satellite regime

" turned nationel-Stalinist—that is, rebelled against Mos-

cow domination as foreign oppression while retaining

the forms and social content of the same system, to- .

talitaxian bureaucratic collectivism. “Titoism” in vari-
ous forms shook the Russian empire, and we naturally,
cheer it on to do so; but it is not this nationalist (antis

Moscow) form of the same system which represents thev

future for us.

The Revolutionary Goﬁl.

The next stage of the revolt within the Stalinist ems
pire is augured by the masses' aspiration for freedom
aggainst their new bureaucratic magnates who have re-

placed the ccplfcllsts as rulers, the revolt prefiqured by'

the East German rising.

It is the revolt of the workers in the name of a demo-
cratic government which will overthrow the Stalinist
horror. Revolt for democracy under Stalinism—what
does it mean? In a completely statified society, where
the means of production are already in the hands of

the state (while the state is in the hands of a tyran-
nical bureaucratic class), the road to genuine socialism -

lies in winning the state power for the.democratic rule
of the people. In this kind, of society, democracy is not
merely a political form (as it is under capitalism at
the best) ; it is the sole instrument whereby the work-
ers can. really build their own soclety, and -convert the
statified economy from the préserve of a pr1v11eged
class to the foundations of socialism. Democracy 1s a
7evol1ttwnar% goal. 1

Capitalism cannot unleash the revolutionary energles
of* the people behind the Iron Curtain any more than

"it can do so with the colonial masses of Asia. That will

take a struggle which offers an anti-capitalist alterna-
tive to these people who have had their bellyful of
both the old system and the new tyranny, and this is
a struggle which can blow the Stalinist power up from
within. ‘ c

We Have Allies K

This is the ‘‘secret. weapon” which can defeat Stalin-
fsm “without plungmg the world into a world slauwhtgr
to_a bitter atomic end, to the greater glory of capltal-

) 5

This -is -the political weapon which the Stalinists fear.
It-can. be. swung .into. action only by a consistent. and
fearless democratic foreign policy. which. has broken. with
the limitations. lmposed by ccplhllsi' class. interests cnd
qllmnces

ism,

We are for the war ‘against Stalinism to the. death-—-
not appeasement, deals, compromise or partitions.of the.
world- with it—but we.are. not for capitalism’s war
against’ Stalinism. Our -allies, aré not Franco. and Bao
Dai, but our comrade-workers of the’ ‘British,. Labor
Party whoare-trying to find an mdependent road for
their movement that stands against. both war campé
and who are therefore smeidred as. “anti- -American.”?
Qur allies are not Rhee or Chiang, but the lion-hearted
East Géfman workers “in revolt. Our political ‘blood-

_brothers. are not. the. Stalinaid .neutralists ‘whe want

to appease Stalinisn bqt the workers ‘who want to. find

WSS

-'_':" i




- May 10, 1954-

/ {Continued from page 1}

Four” program, for technical and economic aid to backward econ-
"< omies and the like.
But the capitalists in this country, \vho exercise a dominating
i weight in our national affairs, can see no real profit to be made
" from such measures, They feel much closer to the capitalists
- abroad than to the common people who are oppressed by them.
- Here at home they place their owd private interests as business-

national policy to conform to. thelr own interests. They will not
even permit the minor measure ‘of lowering American tariffs so
- as to ease the economic situation of other countrles, let alone

abroad. .
' - Right here at home, they know that the armament boom has
~ done more to quiet the workers, and to reduce the appeal. of
Stalinism as well as of all other anti-capitalist theories and move-
" ments, than anything else. But they recognize that their own
system has a fatal tendency towards depressions and crises and
unemployment. They know, also, that such developments will give
rise to social discontent and that the Stalinists will seek to take
advantage of it to once more attract masses of pepole.

. Pohce-Sfafe Trend

‘But as the CAUSE for such discontent lies at the root of their
sysfem, they cannot do anything about it. Hence they turn natarally
and inevitably to methods of police repress:on as THE onswer to
: Stahmsm. THE way fo combat it.

. The capltahsts all over the world have a built-in political pec-
uhanty This is the fact that they tend to prefer democracy as a
* ‘mefhod- of secial rule for themselves, but also that they are willing
* to abandom or destroy it if there js a serious danger that the
" masses of the people will put an end to their rule, their social
_ system, even by the most democratic’ methods imaginable. They
have demonstrated this amply in their suppression of democratie
* movements for colonial freedom, in- their support of the Nazis
in Germany and Fascists in Italy, and many other ways.

. 'Hence, for them it is quite natural to turn to basically anti-
 democratic methods in fighting Stalinism. They seck justification
" for this in the fact that the Stalinists themselves are totalitarians
. and crush all democracy wherever they come to power. And some
* very prominent liberals in this country have provided 'a slick
and all too specions argument for them by isolating the con-
. spiratorial aspect of Stalinism-and serving it up as its major
. and most important characteristic.

, Of course, these liberals hope that in suppressing the Stalinist
movement by police measures, no one else will be affected. They
urge the government to maintain careful legal safeguards while
moving against the Stalinists. They are horrified when liberals,
. democratic socialists, and other dissidents are 1umped together
. with the .Stalinists on the government’s * ‘subversive list,” or when
. obviously harmless people are fired from their-jobs because they
., were Stalmlsts at one time, or because they continued to “asso-
ciate” with!their fathers or wives who were Stalinists.

But their horror at the “abuses” of the witchhunt does not
absolve them of responsibility for-giving it theoretical justifica-

tion, and for developing no alternative theory and practice for

fighting Stalinism. Even a superficial understanding of the real
" social forces at work in our country -should have warned them
that once police repression of a political movement has been ac-
" cepteéd as the method by which, to fight it, this method will be
extended by those who now have the real political power in their
hands against all critics of their socio-economic system.

It Worked

) Ve Independent Socialists approach fhe struggle against Stalin-
" ism from a completely different paint of view. We have long been
aware of its employment of infiliration, deception, lying and mur-
" der to achieve .its ends, for these methods were first used against
. us and our comrades in all countries where the Stalinists sought to
gain control of the Communist, socialist and labor movements as
" their stepping-stone to total political power. We and our comrades
.were fighting the Stalinists in the labor, student and other popular
f; movemerts at a time when many of the preseat self-annointed
. “saviors from Communism" were in close political and muhfary
" alliance with- them.
™ " Biit we must start with the understanding that none of these
“despicable methods would do the Stalinists any good if they did
. rtot- also have a social program, a social appeal which brings mil-
: lions of deluded but honest people into their camp. Thus the basic
_ strategy of -any progressive, democratic struggle against Stalin-
. ism must be not to “root out” and suppress individual Stalinists
»'by police methods, but to expose their political program as the
utter deception it is, and above all, to offer the masses a better
. political program in its place and fight for it determinedly. ..
*One of the most striking examples of the effectiveness of this
method was the fight waged by the Reuther caucus in the United
Automobile Workers (CIO) from 1945 to 1947. At the beginning
of this period, the union was run by a group of officers who were
_ strongly under Stalinist influence. The Communist Party frac-
. tion was the most cohesive and well-organized group in the union.
_-For sometime its policies were backed by many respected public
spokesmen, and even by Philip Murray, the anti- Stahmst leader
of the CIO.
The Reuther caucus was a loose coalition of anti- Stzﬂ'lmst union
. militants ranging from pure-aud-simple trade-unionists to Inde-
'.pen,dent Socialists. But the fundamental strategy of the then
* Reuther group 'was based on the idea that it had a better, more
‘militant, more aggressive program for the union and the welfare
of its members than did the Stahmsts Here is an author’s sum-
mary of that fight:
“+ 7 “It [the Reuther group] had gambled on the idea that the. Com-
" munist Party could be defeated in a trade union not by repression
v but by expoeure not by turning to reaction but by more consistent
" and aggressive militancy; not_by shouting ‘red’ but by showing
“ thes totalitarian strings to: whieh the CP danced; not by high-
“issues. And it had won.”—Howe and W}dxck, UAW - tmel Watter
! Reuther.

"AMi-Commumsm Is: No Program

'&,. S

. men above the interests of national policy, or rather, they shape i

accept high taxes to finance vast economic “give-away” programs’

~.echelon maneuvermg but by geing to the rank and. file to. debate .

Tlle mosf lmporfcnf lesson’: of this experience was nof sm_lply ﬂmf b

Positive Answer to Stalinism ——

suspected Stalinist from -the organization (of course, the rest of the
membership was cowed and intimidated along with the Stalinists,
dand in such unions democracy itself was wiped out along with the
CP). The real achievement of the Reuther group was that during
the time when it was fighting the Stalinists democracy, rank-and-file
participation and the social and political education of the mem-
bership reached an all-time high in the union.

Hundreds of similar examples could be presented from the
experiences of all kinds of movements and organizations. But in
each of them the one essential element was this: the opponents
of Stalinism were not just “anti-Communists.” They had a social
program which attracted the most militant, democratic and con-
scious people away from the Stalinists and to their own ranks.
They deprived the Stalinists of their most powerful source of
attraction, the appearance of being the ones who are most willing
to struggle against the social evils which the mass of the people
are against. )

The experience of the British Labor Party is another example
on a national scale. The end of the war left Britain exhausted
and worn out economically. The workers in Britain are just as fed
up with the inefficiency, social injustiée and inequality of capi-
talism as are those in France or Italy.

But in Britain the Labor Party took its mission seriously. It
was quite willing to strike at the vitals of British capitalism if
this was needed to serve the interests of the workers and the
raass of the people, In 1945 its mood was aggressive and militant,
and its program was a flat declaration of the intention to nation-
alize immediately such industries as it thought needed it most.
In office, it carried out much of its program, despite the hatred

and abuse the Tories and the capitalists in general heaped upon it.

With such a movement leading the: workers, ‘the Stalinists could

find no socml soil in which to get a real foothold: They could not.

conceal their subservience to Russia.and Russian imperialist interests
under a cloak of militancy in behalf of the workers. As long as the
Labor Party continues to represent the basic interests of the com-

mon people of Britain,  the Stalinists will remain a tiny isolated -

pohhcal sect.

Learning the Lessons

- In the first section of this article we have shown the damage
done to democracy in -our country by those who seek to repress
Stalinism rather than to fight it politically. In the second section

we have sought to démonstrate, by argument and example, that.

Stalinism can be fought successfully by those who oﬂ'er a superior
social program.

The choice between these methods, however, is not simply a
matter of convenience (one is better than the othery. In. foreign
affairs, it can mean the choice between a devastating and hope-
less World War III on the one hand, and the defeat of Stalinism
by undermining its soeial support all over the world on the other.

The issue of how to fight Stalinism is a central issue of our
times, and the fate of civilization as we know it may well hinge
on how many people learn the right answers soon enough, and
Hew vigorously they act on them once they have learned them.

And here it must be emphasized that it is not just a question
of how many individuals.learn these lessons, but how the social
classes absorb and react to them. For one thing is certain. The
capitalist class in this country is incapable of learning the lesson,
no matter how clearly it is presented and no matter how many
disasters its governments’ policies bring about.

For implicit in understanding the answer of how to defeat Stalin-
ism by democratic means, how to wage the struggle against it by
means which will enlist the mass of the peoples all over the world,
is an understanding that capitalism has played out its role in history
and now, in one way or another, must step off l-he stage and make
way for another social system.

Al over the world it is the poor, the exploited, the down-
trodden workers and colonial masses who rally to the banners of
Stalinism. In the end, this movement betrays them into a slavery
which is even worse, if possible, than that from which they want

to escape. But their determination to put an end to foreign colonial

.rule, to age-old systems of exploitation which have lost any ele-

ments of progress they may once have had—this urge is irre-

i

pressible-and irresistible; And no one who seeks to maintain this ~

system can win their confidence and support.
So, here in America too we turn to the labor mcwement the
workers, the students, the “common people.” The armament boom

has satisfied their most pressing immediate needs, and few of °

them today believe that our economic system needs to be replaced

by a different one.

Democracy Can Win: )

But the disasters, one after another, which befall the forelgn
policy of their government, and the raging attack on civil liberties
at home pressed with great determination by the most reaction-
ary, labor-hating, anti-popular section of the Republican Party
will make them stop and think here also. For the attack which
has been directed primarily at the Stalinists is-really meant, in
the long run, for them.

The labor movement needs democracy if it is to maintain, itself
and broaden its gains. Without it, its status will be reduced to a
“labor front,” Hitler-model. -

The students and teachers need freedom to learn, teach and
think—without it their aspirations and functions will be reduced
to repeating accepted formulas and shibboleths empty of meaning
and devoid of the potentiality of progress. All the “little people”

of the country need democracy, the right to organize themselves ~

 on behalf of their own interests against the overpowering strength
of . the. great corporations  and  of the growmg bureaucratized:

strength of the governmegt itself. T _
If they struggle for this democracy, and if they- use the methods

‘of.democracy in their struggle, they wil be able to take the Amer-

i

ican Stalinist movement in their stride. And if they struggle for
democracy, not -only for themselves, but for their brothers in alt -

lands, they will have sounded’ Hle death- knell of Sfalimsm on a

world scale.

Thus; the basic strategy for defeatmg Stahmbm is the strup- ’

gle for democracy—political, social and eeonamie. And to meam
-anything, “that, struggle must start here, at home, against those

who. are -undermining -democracy, even though they do 1t in the
name of fighting Stalinism,

We of LABOR ACTION and. the Independent Soc1ahst League e-

lieve that the struggle for democracy in our time is inséparable -

from the struggle for socxahsm It is to this’ stwg‘gre that we -

The ISL Program
in Brief
The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democracy dnd against the

two systems of .exploitation which ow
divide the world: capitalism and Si'almlsm.'

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber- _ -

alized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, so
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished

ond replaced by a nrew social system, in _

which the people own and control the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally controlling their own economic cnd
political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it

holds power, is a brutal totalitarianism— .

a new form of exploitation. Its agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, ore
unrelenting enemies of socialism ond have
nothing in common with socialism—which
cannot exist without effective democratic
control by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are today at each other's throats in
o wogldwide imperidlist rivalry for domi-
nation. This sfrugqle can only lead fo the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism

stands. fér. ‘biillding and strengthening the
Third Ccmp of the people cgcmsf bofh war -

blocs. - .

The ISL, as a Marxist movemeni, looks
to the werking class and-its ever-presen?
struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is orgamzed to spread the

ideas of socialism in the labor movement

and among all other sections of the peopie.

At the same time, lndependenf Socialists
participate actively in every struggle fe
better the people’s lot now~—such as the
fight for higher living standards,. against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the trade-union meove-
ment, We scek fo join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
o left force working for the formation of
an mdependeni labor party and other pro-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for socialism are inseparable. There con

be nolasting and genuine democracy with-

out sociailsm, and there can be no social-
ism without democracy. To énroll under .
this banner,
League!

Get Acquainted!
Independent Socialist League

114 West -14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.

[0 I want more information é.bqut
the ideas of Independent Social-
ism and the ISL. }

O I want to join the ISL.
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