the

who attacked the work team,

But a group of younger workers constituted themselves

as the
party

“real” Maoists, rook up the attack on the old

committee and dernanded open public discussion
of the issues (The issues between the two groups, inci-
dentally, were, according ro Tannebaum, simply con-
trol of the dossicrs on dissident workers and not the un-
fair work discipline of the old Party Secretary). Under
pressure from a grouping rhat claimed the support of

Chairman Mao, the Party Scerctary agreed to the re-
bels' demands.

At this point, the "real” Maoisis felt they had won
the victory. By thic énd of December, the Workers Mi-
litia faithiul to the vld parry leadership had all but
collapsed, with most of its members joining the Mao-
ists, But then, to use Tanncbaum's words, "just as it ¢
seemud the rebel sups had things in hand, a wave
of ccanomism broke out over the city, engulfing

¢harf No

That is,

15 well,

Mauists fet

after the that their fight witl

the capitalist roaders was over, a spontaneous move=
ment be amonyg the workers. This was not the first
time that internal party struggle in a stalinist re-
gune sparked the working class 1o action, From this
point on, the Maoists, who had hiad some popular sup-
port in their struggle with the old leadership, were con-
sistently opposed by the workers,

As Tannebaum reports, “Some workers,

to criticizin e clear-
But when they were offered bait in
the form of increased wages, welfare benefits, bonuses,
and so forth, which touched on individual interests ov-
er those of the collective, they did not stop to think
whether there was an economic basis for these or not,

g the bourgeois reactionary line, w,

headed and correct,

. Within two weeks over sixteen different organiza-
tions sprang up, seriously splitting the unity of the
working class and bringing about a state of anarchy. "

In other words, when the Maoists split the party in
an attempi to take the apparatus away from the old
leadership, that's just principled politics; when the
working class begins to organize itself to fight for its
economic demands, that's anarchy and economism,

The charge that the workers put individual interest
over collective interest is belied by the solidarity
which Tannebaum's own article attests to during the
"economist” strikes. As for the charge that the econo-
my could not afford such material benefits, the same
Peking Review of January 1 which carries article attack=
ing economism on the part of Shanghai workers also
boasts of China's first nuclear explosion. Whether Chi-
na's economic base should support material benefits
for workers or nuclear weapons for the Chinese state is
a question that does not seem 1o be discussed much
amoné Maoists,

SCAB ON THE PEOPLE

The rest of Tannebaum's article describes the at-
tempts of the Rebel Group to break the dock strike,
with the aid of the Red Guards sent down from Shang-
hai and other universities to "learn from the people”.
According to Tannebaum the last holdouts were among
the lowest-paid calegnr\ics of workers = not exactly a
social stratum in which\you would expect to find the
parasites and landowners of the old order that Peking
usually holds responsible for economism.

According to Tannebaum, the workers were finally
won over by friendly persuasion. The Peking Review
of January 20 tells a slightly different story. One of
the ten points of the rebel groups is "Those who op=
pose Chairman.Mao, Vice Chairman Lin Piao, and
the Party Central Committee's cultural revolution
group, and ‘those_who undermine the great cultural
—_revolution or sab/lage production shall be immediate-
ly arrested by the Public Security Bureau in accord-
ance with the law, " (Oh yes, 1 forgot to mention that
the other sources of suppert for the “Red Rebels" be-
sides the students were the police and the army. )

The Maoist revolution in China put in power not the
working class but the cadre of the army and the party.
Its class goal (which may or may not have been the -
conscious aim of the individual party member) was
the development of the industrial and military power
of the Chinese state. This goal was incompatible with
the liberation of the working class, since, as Tanne-
baum points out in his article, the economic base for
that does not exist in China isolated from the rest of
the world economy.

The liberation of the working class<an only come
through the struggle of the working class itself - and
its goal cannot be the building of a “strong China" but
only a world revolution, that alone can provide the ma
terial basis for a non-exploitative society. From the
point of view of the working class, the nationalist aims
of the Chinese bureaucracy are, like all nationalist

solutions; fundamentally reactionary.

when it came

“

¢ -

PL on Cuba ....xen

Notice first the fact that the struggle for socialism,
far from being a mass struggle, is understood as a strug-

gle by a leadership that mobilized it only in order to

wifi, From this conseption of the struggle naturally
flows the conclusion that socialism is equivalent to
structural change-- a state-controlled economy
structural

then we have no need of the concept of class

“If socialism is merely, or even mainly,
change,
steugple or class dictatorship.
¢lasses; there is an un-class-differentiated people,
and the steuctnre can serve it and is controlled by

the extent the leaders struggle for national cconomic

The structure is above

i to

independence,

The lines above could have been written by a Trot-
skyist in the thirties, “socialism in one
country™ line of Joseph Stalin. Thewhole concept of
a "national socialism, " in which the cconomic growth
of the state-planned economy was the equivalent of
socialism, was the dlslmguxslnm feature of Stalin's
brand of socialism i

It was around this line that Stalin organized those
elements in the Soviet bureaucracy who wished to pull
free of the complications and risks of the European and
world revolutions. For these people , the growth of
Soviet industry (and the corresponding increase in the
bureaucratic posts) was the measure of Socialism's vic-
tory. What is more, 'this growth, taking place as it did
in the context of a competitive world economy, re-
quired that the working class give up those unruly hab-
its of self-rule and organization acquired dunné, the
period of the October revolution.

It was Stalin whose name, morte than any others,
wﬂgonnected with this collectivist bureaucracy and
its na}ionalisr ambitions. That is why it is so surpris-
ing that the quote above comes not from a Trotskyist
publication of the thirties, but from Progressive Labor,
the organ of the Maoist party that has been most prom-
inent in the attempt to resurrect Stalin as a political
thinker.

Ptogressive Labor is not referring, of course, to the
Russia of Stalin's day, nor to present-day China. They
are talking about Castro's Cuba - which.has chosen
the wrong side in the Sino-Soviet dispute. The charges
they make against Cuba, however, raise questions that
go beyond this most recent split in the stalinist bloc.

PL argues: 1) that the Cuban regime is elitist, and
sees theyworkers and the masses in general as simply
raw material to be mobilized by the elite - so that it,
the elite, can take power and introduce certain ne-
cessary reforms; 2) that Castro nationalized ﬁroperty
in ordetto free Cuba from foreign domination, with-
out preparing the workers to control and run the state-
owned industry; and 3) that the party's "program" for
the workers was work hard and produce.

It is hard 10 see how anyone can continue to call
himself a Maoist and make those charges against Cas-
tro. What does the Chinese attack on "economism™
mean, if not "keep quiet, work hard, and produce®?

International Socialists have argued from the be-
ginning that the resistance of the Chinese working
class to the “Cultural Revolution” w. just a de-
mand for better wages and working conditions (al-
though we support such elementary demands) but ra-
ther the first attempt in forty years at political inter-
vention on the part of the working class, The problem
for Maoists is thisz

You say that the Chinese working class and peasant-
ry are infected with economism, and have not yet
reached the stage of political consciousness that will
allow them to rule directly. If the Chinese masses are
not yet ready to rule, then who has been running
China for the last twenty years?

The usual defense of the cultural revolution is that,
after twenty years in power, old militants like Liu
Shao Chi, who had been disciplined and trained for
rule by the People's Liberation Army struggle, had
become soft. But the working class had not been in-
volved in that struggle of the PLA against the Japan-
ese, and played no role in the victorious fight of the
PLA. Neither did the bulk of the peasantry, who re-
mained outside the areas under the control of the Red
Army until quite late.

If, as Jake Rosen’s article in PL argues, the over-
throw of capitalism without the conscious participa=
tion of the masses in the struggle can only lead to
the installation of a new ruling class, what happened
in China? It is true that the Chinese masses enthusias-
tically supported Mao's army, but then the Cuban
masses enthusiastically supported Castro, too. The
Maoists claim that Mao is now trying to arouse the

eriticizing the

Chinese masses to conscious political struggle for so-
cialism, If we an: to take PL’s eriticism of Cuba ser-
iously, then Mao nslwemy years too late.

The Rosen article is even more interesting for what
it leaves out than for what it says explicitly. Rosen
at a number of points emphasizes the necessity of
conscious participation of the workers. He repudiates
the Bonapartist mobilization of the masses from above
and demonstrates that it is no substitute for political
action and struggle by the masses themselves, No-
where, however, does he indicate how Mis indepen-
dent action is in fact to take place. Also left unclear
is what forms this struggle can take.

The demand that is not made in the article, and can-"
not be made by PL or any other Maoist tendency, is the
demand for complete political freedom of agitation and
organjzation for any grouping that does not resort to
armed violence as a means of "winning over the masses,
Without this completely free struggle of political fac-
tions, all rhetoric. about letting the people decide re-
mains on the level of a campaign speech by demagogic

One of the techniques favored by the Castro dicta-
torship against its internal critics is the witch hunt
against dissidents, Regardless of the servility of his cri-
tics (and the confession of Annibal Escalante, the most
recent internal opponent of Castro, was a masterpiece
in this respect), no toleration of opposition is possible.

Escalante and his comrades were given sentences of
up to fifteen years for distributing reprints of Soviet
criticism of Castro's economic plans. Similar penal-
ties were handed out against pro-Chinese elements in
the army a few years back, The first victim of this type
of attack in Cuba wert July 26 militants in the factor-
ies who opposed Fidel's handing over of the trade un-
ions to CP hacks (the CP's record against Batista was
not outstanding, but it could be counted on to remain
‘loyal to Castro in his attempt to deprive the unions of
any independent power).

None of this is raised in the Rosen article, To attack
the right of the monolithic party to rule without cri=
ticism would not only require an attack on Mao's me-
thods but would also call into question PL's conception
of itself. :

It was PL that introduced the tactic of physical inti-
midation into the New left a few years back. It was
they who began the practice of attacking their oppo-
nents as counterrevolutionaries. That they themselves
have been victims of such atracks in the recent past has
not led them yet to any public repudiation of these me-
thods. <

All such tactics are justified by the right of the Mao-
ist ‘party to speak for the workers and to crush all criti-
cism. Rosen’s attack on Castro is reduced, finally, to
nothing more than a criticism of bad leaders. If only
the Cuban party were in the hands of a Mao, who was
directing the witch hunt against the real counterrevo-
lutionaries, everything would be all right,

This is what's wrong with the whole Maoist approach.
Mao was driven into opposition to the Russians, not out
of principle, but out of a nationalist conflict. As long
as the Chiinese believed that the Russians would, or
could be pressured into, financing their attempt at rap-
id industrialization, they were the most outspoken
champions of the Russians’ hegemony on the block (Just
as they were and continue to be the defenders of the
stalinist concept of the party).

In the general revolt against stalinist rule in 1956, the
Chinese found themselves on the other side of the barri=
cades from the Hungarian and Polish workers. They sup=
ported those whom they now call the "new Czars. " It
was only when their national ambitions came up against
the imperialist arrogance of Stalin’s heirs that ihey
demagogically switched sides.

In this, they are no different from the "national
stalinists” of Eastern Europe. The Kadars, Gomulkas,
Dubceks and Titos also did not hesitate when Stalin
mobilized them against the working class, but were
capable of all kirids of demagogic appeals to those
same workers when it was a question o1 preserving
their own local rule against Russian imperialism.

The internal disputes of these "new Czars” are of in-
terest to revolutionary socialists for the same reason
that the similar conflicts within the capitalist class en-
gage our attention. Intemal dissensiom in the ruling
classes have an important tactical significance. They
encourage the working class to seize the initiative. If
Mao's split with the Russians engenders the kind of ques-
tioning of stalinist methods that Rosen's article repre-
sents among Western radicals,
useful purpose.

it will have served some
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