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Outside Russia: Futile Talk
In US. on fxplo:tmg Rifts’

By GORDON HASKELL

What effect will Stalin’s death have on the
power-relationships in the world of the cold war?
Will the American government “exploit the op-
v of the uncertainties and confliets in-
side the Stalinist world which may be given im-
petus by the disappearance from the scene of the -
chief jailor and txmnt o£ the peoples behmd the Icon

portuni

Clirtain? ®

The -government . has been showered with gpeculations
on this-seore by just about.every man, woman and child
in the nation who-can get-into print. The *experts” on
Russian affairs froni the universities and every editorialist
and colummst have-had their §ay on the matter.
But even ¢ _very pslient and extemsive reading of their
output cbout the odvuntages for American “psycholegieal
warfare"” which this event presents -

falls to tara up anything that looks

reinotely jike o "plon™ or even on.

opproack to what actuolly cae be

done.
The heady' of the government

Bgem to.be just as.much at a loss.
" “Aside from dark hints that John

Foster Dulles will be “unleashed™
to show what he can do in this
fleld, nothing is forthcoming. Af-
ter Ehe hurricane of speculations
peters. out, by virtde of its own
efnptiness,-it will be clear that the
Ameérican  governmeni -which
could not launch any politisal of-
fensive against the bastions and
outpoats of Stalinism when the
master was alive is no more capa-
ble of launching one against his
heirs. All theéy can do is wait in
the hope that somehow the Stalin-
ist empire will blow up from
within of itseif.

WAR OR PEACE?
. In fact, it is on such hopes that
most of the speculations base
themselves. Will Mao Tse-tung

Aind | it rankling to take orders from

" Malenkov?

Perhaps the other

.sateilite ruling cliques will use

this‘ ‘propitious time. to loosen

i thear ties with the Russian Stalin-
1st machlne? But on the other

hagd, i¥ it net possible that the
Russian bureaucracy will launch
& war sgainst the West in the

effort to balt any disintegrative’

tendencies either at the core of
then: power or on their borders?

: All of these questions, and ail
the specalations which are put

- forward with varying airs of au-

thorify in place of answers, are
based on grains of truth about
ithe Stalinist econemic and politi-

_#nl system. The problerris to win-

tiow ' the grains from the chaff,
and to take 8 new look, in the hght
ptf ‘this important event. and the

: reschons to: rt - at the real. rela---‘

To start with, it is virtually ex-

cluded thot the Russion bureau-
cracy is so bent on self-destruction
as to launch World War Il a3 o
method of getting out of internal
political difficaitles.

A major war puts the greatest
strain imaginable on any society.
Every section of the Stalinist bu-
reaucracy must realize that what-

ever their uncertainties about the

future may be now, they would be

infinitely greater if subjected to

the additional irapact of war.
World War 111, however it may

hegin, cannot possibly be a war of .

quick and easy victories. Even the
last war whick began for Russia
as & mas’ Invasion of its. home
territories (a situation most ¢al-
culated to unite the people behind
their government) revesled wide-
spread tendencies toward disaffec-
tion in many portions of the em-
pire. If there is any validity what-
ever to the idea that- Stalin’s
death may give impetus to the
disintegrative national tendencies,
the test of war is the last thing

His Page in History
Is Red—but Only
With Blood

which the
want, now.
Does this mean that they will

bureaveracy would

seek to stabilize the world situa-

tion by making some kind of deal
with the United States whkich

.would permit them to concentrate

on their internal problems for a
while? There is far too liftle to
g0 on which could give a reason-
ably informed ahgwer. The politi-
cal strain of the cold war has been
far milder on the Russian blec

than it has been on the American

bloc, because Stalinism has. been
able to maintain the initiative.
The edonomic drain of the war in
Korea has been considerable, on
the other hand, and it is not at all
excluded that the Chinese and
Russian governments may decide
that the political advantages to
he derived from it no tonger justi-
fy & continuation of this drain.

THEY LEARNED

Bat how about the rival interests
of the Russian and Chinese bureau.
cracles, and those of the sateilite
counfries? Isn't it here, perhaps,
at the cleavdges between the Rus-
sians and these reling groups, that
the American government can
bring psychological pressure ‘o
bear? ,

There can be no doubt that each
national bureaueracy has its own
interests which conflict with those
of others. From the day that
“building socialism in one coun-
try” became the accepted objee-
tive of the Russian bureaucracy,
Stalinism became & nationalist
doctrine and then proceeded to
hecome an imperialist one. The
whole evolution of the theory and
practice of Stalinism from that

) time on has set the interests of

the Russian bureauncracy above

those of all others, and has consid-.

ered 'the. Stalinist. movements . of
other ‘countries,. .whether
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SSIA WITHOUT STALIN—WHAT’S .AHEAD'
'NEW DESPOTS UNITE AGAINST ‘PANIC’

Inside Russia: The Rulmg

Class Girds to Save llmty |

By HAL DRAPER ; .

Niagaras.of ink, poured out in the press dur-
ing this past week, have been based on two facts:
(1) Joseph Stalin died last Thursday: and. (2)
Georgi M. Malenkov succeeded to his post as Rug-—
sian- premier and apparently as- No. 1-Than m
j . Moscow.

-  Rarely have so:many. pund%wﬂtﬁm-asun‘aﬂym&lﬁnﬁ.
of words on the basi$ of so little that was. kno"wn. 4

There is no one in the world who knows the answers
to ‘most of the concrete Huestions the commentators _have
been asking aboot the ithvmediate consequences - of the
charging of the guard in the Kremlin—tHat is, ne orie at

least ouiside of the inner circle of the top Russmn buresu-
cracy,-and it is not at all certain that they are an exception:

operating in the Stalinist system which the despot who has died. he—

queathed to-the despot who inherits his bloody scepler, and how these .
- politieal forces of the system condmon the- possibilities in'a ehange—

aver of the top personnel.

SPOTLIGHT ON A CLASS
" Georgi M. Malenkov is not merely toking over a post or a powe'r

or o machine: he is taking over o social system. This soeial gystem -
was created under the leadershlp of Stalin’in one of the worid’s hloadi- .
est counter-revolutions, in which all the conguests of the. workers’ ..

power under Lenin and Trotsky were destroyved. But though created
under his leadership, thiz social system was bigger than the. man
Stalin who clawed and bludgeoned his way to dictatorial power ag

the embodiment of the new state bureaucracy. All the more; it is hlgger iy

than the man Malenkov.

This is the first consideration to be borne in mind under the har—
rage of the dense masses of free-roving speculation which fill the
papers. .

The commorest mistake is incarnated in the remark ‘made by Leuis, .

Fischer in one of his recent books. This writer himself incarnates
everything that fs philistine and superficial in the American journal-
ists’ approach to the Stalinist phenomenon. It was Fischer who wrote
that the “only free man in Russia” was Stalin. Presumably it is now
Malenkov, and the pundits -search through the personal biography of
this anointed bureaucrat for hints on what he has in store for the
world. But even Stalin was not the free agent of Fischer’s sense; even
as g “personal” dictator, he Was the leader of a ¢lass, and represented
the needs, interests and mentality of that class—the stete bureau-
eracy, forrned from the degeneration of the Russian Revolution, which
pushed him to power as their man.

Even more, Malenkov comes to power today as the executor of the
ruling class of the Russia that Stalin built, We put the spotlight on
that class and on the dynamics behind it in this, the first situation of
its kind that the Stalinist bureaucratic system has hed to meet.

]
WHAT AN INTERNAL STRUGGLE MEANS

There is a distinetive characteristic of the system whick condi-
tions the first question that political commentators have been asking
themselves: Will there now be o disruptive struggle for powen mthm
the buresucracy omong the uspirants to Stalin’s mantle?

The trouble is that these experts ask this very legitimate question
as if they were dealing with the kind'of bureaucracy with which they,
are familiar—as if the Stalinist bureaucracy is of the type.of the:
polmcai machine which they know from experiemce with politicak
bosses in the U. 8.

" They tend to deal with it in terms merely of a. contest of powezfuf

personahtles-—m it Malenkov versus Beria, or’ Molotov- versus - -Malen= -

o - 'kov, ‘or-is’ Bulganin -allied. with Beria® lique or no?—or else; thgy
(Twrn:tc lasd poged. . |

{Consinued on mqr?)

al e

What the articles in this issue of LABOR ACTION, pro- .
pose to do is discuss and analyze the political framework and-forces. .
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In the mind of the average
death will evoke two sets of
deith, and the installation of

o

' 3
worker in the USSR, Stalin’s

thoughts: (1) How will his
a new regime, stimulate and

Ed

strengthen the forces of foreign capitalist intervention and
restoration; and (2) how will this he reflected in the
stresgthening in power of the counter-revelutionary state

bureaucracy?

- [n the simplest ferms fhey will ask: What about the war?
" Will they (the West) again “liberate” ‘us? And—What about
-Ur own bureaicratic "magndtes™? Will they squeeze us

‘sven more?

It must be stated clearly and unconditionally : the work-

ers and collective farmers in
-the USSR are in-a position
between Seylla and Charyb-
dis, between two dangers
either of which is difficult to
avoid without eneountering
the other, This position deter-
inines their way of thinkinz and
their state of action at the pres-
ent time.

_In the mind of the average bo-
réauerct the death of Stalin caises
the sole question: Whot wh! hoppen
to me7 The whole burecucpahc

. LONDON LETTER

 BLP Executive

By ALLAN YAUGHAN

LONDON, March 3—Last week
the National Executive Committee
of the Labor Party held one of
its -longest meetings on' record,
The outcome of which marked a
resal éoncession to the pressure of
Bevanism in the party.

The background is the contra-
dictory situation within the Labor

“movement since Aneurin Bevin's
--re51gnat10n from the Laboer cabi-

flet’ in April 1961—particularly
‘the sitpation within the Parlia-
mentary Labor Party (the formal
hame of ithe party’s parliawien-

-tary group) and in the Traides

Urtion. Congress.

. Since Bevin's resignation, the
two lotter bodies have been un-
able fo reflect the true aspirations
of ¥he purty's constituency branch.
€5 and the #rade-union bronches.
I was the-Bevanite minority in the
Pariiomentary Labor Party, some
53 MPs, whe were in fact transmit-
Hing the views of the majority of
the Lebor Party membership. The
majority of the leadership, led by
Kittlde ond Morrison, was in fact
fépresenting orly u simall Fraction
of Labor Pufty support.

The same geos _for the seven
“Bevanite” members of fhe Gen-
eral Council of the TUC. This
minority is the voice of the active
and militant trade-unionists.

ALTERNATIVES

" «The severe blows inflicted on

the right wing by the rank and

elass is evidenty tferrified by the
death of its god. Nervous appes!s
for the “unity of the porty and
the people,” and the swift concen-
tration of power in the hands of
ten men ‘with the ¥fankly stated
purpose of “preventing any kind of
disarray and panic,” brililantly re-
Bect the state of mind of this class.
It is afraid of the people,

But bureaucrats vastly exag-
gerate the situation. Their reac-
tion may be deseribed by a Rus-
sian proverh: fear has big eyes.

Dies—the

Those crowds of Muscovites
marching to the Hall of Celumns,
on the order of factory or office
rarty organizers, to pay iribute to
Stalin’s corpse need not have been
guarded by ranks of armed po-
licemen; they would not take ze-
tion at present. Why? Because
they know even without reading
the Wall Street Jowrnal of March
5 that there “in Washington, the
men around Dulles and Eisen-
hower have immediately. begun
talking of gn aggressive effort to
‘exploit the Soviet’s situation.”

WAITING

We say figuratively thai the

workers of the USSR know this;
at least, they feel and think so,
because they have a lot of experi-
ence, and—what is most impor~
tart—they are not mistaken.
. The masses of Russia are wait-
ing. They wait .for the settling-
down of the present contradictory
situation, Which will win: in-
creasing danger of war and capi-
talist restoration, or peace and
the nervous efforts of bureaucracy
to stabilize its power?

In case of the first, the masses

Censures Right-Wingers

file of the party at two suceessive
annual conferences of the .party
only further isolated the bureau-
cracy of the party and TUC. But
this situation cannot last forever.
At one point or another the bu-
reaucraey is faced with the alter-
natives of (1} seeking to c¢rush
the Bevanite challenge by organi-
zational! means which it has not
yet dared to use; or (2) refusing
to carry out the decisions of the
party confecence even if it meass
Teaving the Labor Parts; or (3)7
accepting the decisions of the
party, with bad grace, at least in
appearance.

The Attlee leadership cowld not
remain indefinitely suspended in
mid-uir without eventually taking
steps toward ollying l#self with the
Tories or else compromising with
the left-wing currents within the
porty.

It is this untenable position
which brought about the develop-.
ments in the recent NEC meeting.
Last sweek .the party machine
leaders took a couple of painful
steps indicated to them by the last
party conference at Morecambe.

TWO CENSURES

For the first time, the NEC
condemned the Daily Hevald, offi-
cidl Labor Party organ, for its

‘scurrilous attack on the Bevanites

sbthe ‘wéeks ago. And it alsb con-
demmed Sir William Lawtlier, the
right-wing trade-union leader, for

-his illiotic remarks comparing the

Bevanites to the Hitlerites and

| 05 NGELES

" CASE HOTEL, 'Hﬂl and

« National Chairman, ISL

Russia Without Stalin—
What's Ahead?

Stalinist Anti-Semitism
SUNDAY .at 3 p.

Upstairs Audlformm
Lo® ANGELES

Public Meefing

m., — March 22

Broadway {downtown)

Stalinists. At the same time, in
partial balance, the Bevanite
“brain trusts” were eriticized, but
they were neft banned, as last
week’s issue of the Tribune had
feared.-
Over the weekend Arthur Des-
kin, the leading spokesman of the
- trade-union bureaucracy, had this
to say of the NEC statements!
“The *socialist chiefs last week
decided that the Daily Herald
should be told that articles attack-
ing" the Bevanites were not-in ae-
cord with LabBor's appea! for re-
straint from personal attacks
from either side.” And: “I sugpgest
that the Daily Hereld has a defi-
nite responsibility to tell our peo-
ple the facts, to ask for an end
to these bickerings in our midst,
just as it did in 1931 when it ex-
{Continued on page &}

ISL FUND DRIVE

ureaucracy Tr

will support the bureaucracy;
Malenkov™s regime will be sta-

hilized and strenzthened at least

till the danger is over. In case of
tke second, the masses will grad-
vally begin to act. The bureau-
cracy will lose ground under its
feet; its fears and nervousness
will mpunt; the bureaucrats might
even begin to fizht among them-
selves on how best to serve the
eause of their ¢lass. But this will
be their doomsday. -

Peace Is urgenily needed. Or—
as an alteraative—a heavy blow
agalost- capitalism somewhere in

" the world, a blow indepefident of

Moscow, ‘A¥ prasenl the masses of

‘Russia need time more than ot cay

other perlod. They might be willing
to welt for monthis and yeors. Dur-
ing this time, In ¥he balance of
history, in proportion as.the danger
of capitalist intervention goes up,
in like proportion the masses’ fight
against their buceaucratic exploit-
ers will go down, And vice-versa:

.40 the degree that this danger

from the outside diminishes, the
weight of the woarkers' fist will be
felt more heavily in the scale. Hs
blow o the bureaucracy will bhe
mortal. -

LAST LINK

" The settling-down of the pres-
ent contradictory situation may
not come overnight. Stalin’s death
evidently caused wide alamn with-
in the bureaueracy, but this
alarm, this fear of the people,
may soon cause an inner consoli-
dation of the bureauveratic forces.
Fear, as is known, causes not only
a weakening of will and power,
but very often also the oppasite.
It is quite possible that Malen-
kov's regime will increase terror
and purges, especially in the
tonger run. But if Malenkov actu-
ally suceeeds in consolidating his
power this would by no means
signifly that everything is over
and that a stable synthesis has

“béen reached.

For the bureaucracy Stalin was
not only a powerful leader but
also a useful shield: he was the
living symbol ‘of the October revo-
lution with which it was possible
to” éamouflage the burcaucratic
counter-revolution-—a false sym-
bol, to be sure, but still a link.

Big Gain—but It's Just

By ALBERT GATES
Fund Brive Diractor

.The third week in the ISL's
1952 Fund Drive has been the best
vet. Contributions reached a total
of $1134, making a grand totsal
of $3637 or 30.7 per cent of the
goal of $11,600. A comparable
weekly income for the vemainder
of the drive will insure the con-
pletion of the goal set in the eam-
paign.

§t. Louis is the first clty o reach
100 per cent of its goal. "It's the
ofd story,” writes onr good friend
S, M., “actions speak louder than
words. Let's hope for plenty of
acHion.' Many thanks, 5. H.!

“General” came in for a large
share of the income in the past
weaek too, passing the 50 per cent
mark with total contributions of
$605. That is really the national
office’s part of the drive. The
N. Q. is almost ready to cha]ienge
any braneh.

Chicago too came through with
a sizable contribution, As a matter
of fact, it was second high to
General and raised its total to
$565 or 21.3 per cent of its quota.
A little more push and it might
easily have passed " New York,
which showed up poorly in this
week. New York wes poorest of
the bramches sending in contribu-
tions, so that its standing has not
altered “very much. I+ was, how-
ever, bypassed by other branches.

Although still far down in the
standings because of its high
quota, the 8YYL iz slowly inching
up. It is far behind its record of

+ last year, when it paced the cam-

paign,-but we're told that this is
only a temporary lull. Chicago
leads the S8YL with 36 per cent
of the quota assigned to it, fol-
lowed by SYL General- with 40
per cent. New York and Berkeley
SYL tie with 15 per cent each,

.while the Los Angeles SYIL. has

yet to be heard from.

"This week reduced the zero
areas to four, We hope that the

Now this symbol is dead forever.
Burezucracy lost its iast (even
though false) historical tie with
the reveolutionn. The significance
of this fact will become evident
only in the future. At present it
is possible that M-alenkov will be-
gm to shout aliout * revolutlon,
socmhsm” ‘and fhuilding comru-

nism” even more than did Stalig.e.

But the umbilical cord is cut off"
and this child wili be fed only by
his real and tiving mother—the
counter - revolutionary  bureau-
cracy.
-THE GENERALS REMAIN
BMalenkov’s new cabinet already
refiects the true nature of his re-
gime, He assembled new peéplé
around himself. The appointment
of the puppet Lazar Kaganovich
to the vice-premiership
Malenkov's fear of being accused ~

of anti-Semitism. The most sie- .

nificant step is, however, the re-
erganization of the war Ministry.

The elevation of Marsha) Zhukav,
former #sarist officer and well
known anti-Communist, ¥5 Hhe poxt
of deputy minister is an evidenf
shift by the new regime Yo what

" may be called its right. Zhukov has

fong been openly considered by the
fascist Russian émigrés of the NTS
{Solidarist) group as their candi-
date for military dictator of Rus-
sta. Marshat Bulgenin, Matenkay's
new war minister. was recenijy
suggested by the Wall Street Jour-
aal for the pest of military dicfater
of Russia, teo. This paper soid that
the U, 5. must support and encoir-
age his posiible coup d'étot. We
don’f belmve that there will be any
compeﬂﬁon betweer Wali Street
and the NTS, Bat we aiso don't ha-
lieve thad thelr Imﬂnct‘a fm!ed
them in mckluq their choices, | c:s-
suring it was ‘onfy instined. .

The full significarice of the
change of personalities on the top
of the Russian pyramid wﬂl be-
come clear in the' :fl.i'ture. [o, S
peet of this change is, howevér,
clear right now: the new Tegime
necessarily goes to the right, in
the above-mentioned sense. In the
process of development it will be-
come even more reactionary. Thig
is inevitable because the umbiiis

cal cord with October has been .

cut off forever,

a Start!

next weelk will see every asstgned
quota in the money column, What
do you say, Akron, -Itzdiana,‘ Ove-
gon and Seattle?

WARNING!? Don't think thot one ’

good week guarantees ﬁle,sucgegs
of the deive. A glance ot the box
score will show that we have &

long haul chead. We need ot least’

sevan weeks tike ﬂ:e past one'fo
make !

reveals, 3

'

4

Fund Drive Box Score
wata Paid Per Cent
TOTAL "$11,500 $3537 307
8t. LOIS covsivcciseicecnreisriens 26 25 100 Je
General oo esisis 1,075 605 56 1°
Pittsburgh e . 150 a7 44.6
T BtTentor i 2B 10 490
ReAdING ..ocoovsloecrrnrrcsrieresineenne B0 20 40
Cleveland ...cccoorreonnenns — 200 75 375 4
New York ..o 4,000 1291 22 %
Chicago ..... 1,800 565 313 -
Buffalo 650 200 309
Philadelphia ...... 250 . 85 26 - 1
Los Angeles .a. i 600 - 141 235
£58'd F 1,250. - 288 28
Detroit ... BOO 1006 20
“Qakland ..., 500 - 75 ’ L
Newark ... . 250 10 a1
Akron ... B0 ¢ 04
Indiana .. 75 9 0 q-
~ OrEgon woomivirens 50 0 0
LY 200 0 ot
i )
- -. i
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Cross-(urrents in the Bureaucratic (lique Behind Malenkov

r

By ABE STEIN

At the congress of the Russian state party last
October (the so-called 19th eongress of the Communist
Part.y of the Sov1et Union) an impovtant division of labor
was estahhshed in t‘be delivery of reports..

e Speakmg as the party's second secretary, and there-
' fore Stalin’s deputy, Malenkev summarized the events of
the last 13 years. However, Malenkov was one of a series
of top- rankzng reporiers. Molotov spoke on foreign policy;
Béria accounted for the work of the state-security or-
" ganizations dnd the natidnalities question (!); Bulganin

i spoke on the party’s wartime role and the present tasks

‘1 of the armed forces—supplemented by Marshal Vasilev-

| sky, then acting minister of war; the report on trade

| was de]wered by Mikoyan, and the new party statutes
outlined by Khrushchev. Stalin restricted himself to the

role of eldex' statesman, delivering a brief message of wels
come to the representatives of the foreign parties.

. The dlstrlbutlon of spheres of influence established
under Stalin's control al the October party congress has
bean scrupulously observed in the allotment of posts in
the new governing Dlrectory Malenkov is now chairman
of the Council of Ministers and first member of the par ty
presidium; Molotoy is minigter of foreign affairs; in
Bey;la‘s hands are now concentrated the entire security
apparatus (the MGB, dealing with internal security and
intelligence, and the MVID, which runs the slave lahor
-3 eamps, have been fused): Bulganin has assumed his old

post as minister of- war, with Vasilevsky as his first’

' deputy -minigter; Mikoyan'is minister of imtermal and
external trade, and. Khrushchev has apparently taken
Malenkov’s place as head of Secretariat party work,

1 © The Directory has departed from the organizational
i pattern laid down at the October congress in only one
respect. The large and. unwieldy Pregidium has been cut
’ down from 26 members and 11 candidates to the approxi-
mate workmg size of the -Politburo it replaced--it now
consists of 10 members and four cendidates.
Yhe reduction of the Presidlum to working size refutes
| #heze who oergued that it would have o purely decorative
furction, and that the real chain of command from the top
down wos now being shifted %o the stofe opparatus as
agoinst the party machine. The party appurotus remains
the instrument of supreme importance.

The Lines of Power

! The October party congress smoothed the way for
the new Directory in another deeisive respect: it legiti-
- mized- the tremendous concentration of power in the hands
|of, the top party leadership. Under these statutes, the
1 formal rights of party members were virtually nullified;
there remained only the duly to obey and to inform on
those who didn't.

We have traced the evenis at the October congress in
.order to confirmm what now seems an obvious fact: the
distribution of power within the new Directory was not
i the product of hasty improvization at the moment of
| Stalin’s death but was carefully prepared in advance by
}Stolm himself. Stalin's decisions in these all-important
matters must have been known not only to the small
cirele of Politburo members immediately involved, but te
a mueh wider cirele of their supporters and collaborators
1in the upper levels of the bureaucracy.

The one condition whick might have inspired a “palace
reyolution™ by some members of the Kremlin cligue at
the moment of Stalin’s death-—uncertainty and confusion
as to who was Stalin’s heir—was ‘forestalleg.

H-this reasoning is correct, and all the evidence points
in this direction, ther one must replace speculation about
@ personcl strugyle for power by a more inlelligent ques.
¥on: what are the forces that hind the collective leader-
shfp of the Direclory together at this #ime? The answer to
this question will indicate the degree of cohesiveness of
ﬂie coalition that is now ruiing the Stalinist empire.

A basic problem binds the new ruling group together.
As the collective embodiment of the dictatorship, of the
state-party machine, it must assert its primacy as against
the demands of- ifs_individual parts. The bureaucracy
> which rulés ¢he Stalinist empire is composed o6f various
social groups and within those groaps of different layers
and sectors. Malenkov, Beria, Molotoy and. Company must
nbw perform coligetively what Stalin did as an individual
—serve as the arbiter between the demands of. these dif:
ferent socral _groups for more power “and prrﬂlege
This means that for the present, at least, Beria does
not repregent’ the" élaims ‘of thé secret polzce ingide. ﬁhe
) Pr#es:dmm, but rather the reverse. He is the Kremlin's,
1epreseﬁtat}v‘e “and authorlt,y over the security orgaus.

Bulganin and Kaganovich

Another -example is sven cleorer and more expressive
of this fact, Marshal Vasilevsky. minister of war, hos been,
reduced to first deputy minister "and his posf taken by
Muph‘ul Bglqun[n But who Is Bul anin? He is o "pollﬂcui

* géiterni,” an old member of, the S!cltlusf cl;qng. he fermer.
h&& of the Moscow Soviel, who sefyed at dne of Stalin’s
feP agents insfde the armed forces durin
Werld War, The dnswer given by Bulgunln S Kistgry is that
'I& represenh Hu- :qnh:o! of !rhe d?r.hfornhip ever the army.

Kaganmnch who has no ofﬁc:al post, has as his generaL
province the super’wslon of heavy industry, besides per-
forming - special assignnients th the name of the Presi-
dizm. Theré are fany storiés of Kagandvich’s ruthless-
ness, not only in demanding impossiple results from the
héads.of Aindustrial.trusts, buf of his famous expedition
as “pacifier” of the’ Uk.rame in 1947. Certainly, Kagano-

| viteh doeg.not represent-the viewpoint of the.industrial

' mana

layer Wlthjn the bureapcracy but with the expression of
b

L R o S

fhe Second

. His Joyalty lies not with any specific. group or.

the totalitarian power as a whole, the ruling cligue.

The ability of the new ruling group to assert and con-
-golidate its authority must be viewed in the light of cer-
tain historical facts. 4s a group, its essential core was
assembled and installed in the leading bodies of the party
by Stalin between the 18th Party Congress of 1939 and
the Party Conference of February 1941, Over the period
of the last 11 years, it has surely learned to work to-
gether and allow for a muiual accomtedation of dif-
ferences and weaknesses,

But an even sironger hlstoncal tie binds thiz group
together. It personifies the Stalinist counter-revolution
that marched to power over the murdered corpses of the
old Bolshevik Guard. And one of the indispensable coh-
ditions for the victory of the Stalinist, clique was the
monelithic unity of its ranks and leadership.at the mo-
ments of greatest crisis; ie., the famines of the collec-
tivization years, and later, the second half of 1941, when
the Hitler armies invaded Russia and inflicted stunning
defeats on the Russian forces. The force of this organic
habit of the Stalinist clique should not be underestinj_a_t'ed.

Factors for Cohesion

T'wo additional factors add to the cohesiveness of the
coalition in the immediate period ahead; the figst is inter-
nal, the second external. -

The. absolute concentration of power in Stalin’s honds
until the very last reduced. the present rulers to the status
of deputy administrators: none has ruled is. hls own rightf,
and .a certasin time mus? elapse before the. stature of each
is truly measuréd both by the other members of the Presi

dium and the. upper layers of. the bureaucraocy. But over. -

shadowing even this factor is the political ahd military
pressare of the Western. bloc led.by American imperialism.

A clash for personal power now, which might erupt
intc the open, before the Directory has had a chance to
establish its collective authority, would weaken the posi-
tion of the new regime not only in relation to the West,
but within the framework of its emplre and its alliance
with the Chinese totalitarian regime.

The crisis always 1mp}1c1t in the transfer of power
under a diclatorship—where no legitimate line of descent
exists—has been forestalled and resolved for the present
by organizational measures. However, not even Stalin
can rule from beyond the grave. And the very event that
created the crisis—Stalin's death-—has created.a political
problem that the regime must. resolve. The new ruling
clique must define its relationships to the different bu-
reaucratic groupings and. layers, and through them. to
the. magses. More specifically, even d:ctatorml regimes
strive to create some degree of “mass support.

The chief instrument for this task should be the
party. Within_its ranks the various sccial layers are
fused into one common mass Lthat iz subject to the control-
of the Kremlin cligue. This, however, is only one side.of
the coin. The ranks of the party also represent. the
burcaucratic “mass base” of the totalitarian regime,
Were it simply a matfer of terrorizing the party mem-
bership into submission, the torture chambers of the
MVD-MGB would suffice. In its ‘heroic” period the
Stalinist dictatorship crushed its oppoments with the
NEKVD and rallied its forces with the 1deolog1cal banne1
of “building socialism in one country.”

However, the new Directory is sepafated from the lower
and middle ranks of the pariy by a gulf. The porty ne
Io_nger functiors s _ap “ideclegical” mechanism binding the
ranks with the leadership. A brief review of. the porty’s
bistory will show why this affects its future.

The.New. State Party.

In Stalin’s climb to power in the late twenties and,
to autocracy in the. early thirties, each stage was in-
vanably marked by the destruction of a different section
of the party and its replacement by a new set of inex-
nerlenced recruits totally devoted to Stalin, in many -
cases even fanatically zo. But following the bloody purges-
of 1936-38, Stalin abruptly reversed his course and threw
the doors of the party wide open.

In 1939, the party claimed. appro:qmate]y two and a
half rtho,n members, by the beginning of 1941, it. had
sivelled to almost four mlelon,, during the war, member—
ship qualifications were réduced fo a miniftun, “nd 4§
a result the party grew to almost five and three-quarter
millions. In reality, the numbers recruited must “have
been much greater, because the 16ss of life among party
members, was great. Although. the rate. of party growth
WSS, dehbemtely slowed down in the. post,-war peried, it
continued to grow. At the end of 1952 it stood at almost
sevept million members.

Needless -to say, Hle new_ party membership, was not.
drawn. feo(n the workers and peasants. Alfhough-the Krem-
lin has stopped issaing figures on the social compasitien of -
the party, we do, gﬁ;glimpses of the porty's npture teday.

Reporting to the party congress Iast October, Marshal
Vasilevsky, then -minister of defense, deciared that 84.6
per cent of the generals and officérs belonged either to the-
party or the Komsomol. A delegaté from. the Moscow

.\

. party organmatloq reporbed -that as &, rule engineers, and

téchinicians wére serving a3 party se.cretanes Nor is,
the secial compesition of the party in the nat.lonal repub-~
ligs any different. A- ‘delegate’ from Azérbaijan- declares

. at the party congress that the “growth of our party

organization is based on the memhersh:p of functionaries,
professionals, leading workers-in the kolkhozes [ag'am,
funct,mnanes] and representatives of ‘the mtelhgentsm

People-of this type today constitute the majority. oi
-the party. They are members. not because they believe m
the. party, its leadership or ir “bailding communisra,”
but because a party card is necessary.to a career.

Standmg or: @ slightly higher plane by virtue of their
experience and age are the remnants of the Stalinist
generation of the late twenties and early thirties, This’
is the generation that obeyed Stalin’s behest to carry out
the forced collectivization, that believed that in indus-
trializing the country it was "‘ouxldmg socialism.” T}na
was the generatmn that saw unparalleled social perspec-
tives opening up before it: Tens of thousands of these
young people” were drawn up into the party and state
apparatus. They identified the ‘“socialist future” with
their own climb to power and success.

Today, this generation is older and wiser. I# Is a curious
fagt that has not.heen foo closply morked that, the purges;
ot . 1936-39 destroyed not.only the oid Bolshevik. Guard buk
also annjhijated a geod par} of the loyal Stalinist sop:.
Be,rfer;. Those who had gone through the civil,war of col=
lectivizotion, the storms of Industrialization aed survived
the bBloody purges now had ¥o endure the horrors of war.
And after thg wor came the poinful, exhausting period of
rgconsirudion and again . . . the #hreat of a new war,

Instead of a relaxation of the dictatorship, even great.
er repressions. Instead of a. rising standard of living,,
the demand for more sacrifices.

This disillusioned generation neither believes in the
old slogans nor the new leaders. Because of its past years
of service, this group plays an-active and responsible role
in the middle layers of the party apparatus.

At the October congress which signed the death war-
rant of the old Stalinized party, 76 per cent of the 1,192
delegates ranged in age from 41 years and up. Wlthout in,
any sense idealizing the Stalinist generation of the Ia
twenties and ‘early thirties, its historic role must he
understood. It was a political force that enabled Stalin’
to carry out collectivization and creatéd the new indus-
tries from scrateh. This -group. was an 1mp0rtant link.
between the masses of the people and the.regime because
it had roots in- the lower, levels. of society and bécause.
it believed in what it was doing.

Today this polltical force is no longer af the dlsppsul
of the new Dlreciory which rules in ¥he Kremiin,

Role of the Generals

The political impotence, indifference and disillusion-
ment of the conglomerate party masgs is a falt’hful e
flectjon of the condition of the bureaucracy en masse. The
dccuracy of the refiection is determined by the numerieal,
progortions between the two groups. The party numbers,
almost seven million; the bureaueracy, taken as a whole, |
numbers somewhere near 15 million.,

At every stage in its grqwth and evolation, Sta!m
granted the bureaucracy matevial privileges w1th one;
hand and destroyed its polifical and civil rights with the
other. With one hand he raised it to the status of a dis-
tinctive caste, with the other he bound it in the totali--

‘tarian straitjacket. Today the process is complete ang the

ratks of the bureaucracy have dlscovered that the straiﬁ-

- jacket prevents thiem from enjoying their material pmu* _

leges

The new Dxrectory has inherited not only Stalin’s,
power, but his program of :mperlal expansion and con-
solidation as weil. This policy has imposed a double bur-
den on- the couniry: accelerated réarmament and the
continued emphasis on the. rapid build-up of heavy in--
dustry, ¥ demands material sacrifice and an impossibte
ideological conformity, and worst of all, it has helped -
create the real danger of another world war by its milis
tary and political adventures. '

The ferocious ldeological campalgns an the "war dan-
ger' and "international agents,” the denunciotions of-cares.
lessness and lack of zeal, indicate that a conmsiderable_ secs
tien of the bureaucracy does not accept this pregram w!-ﬂ;i
ony degree of enthusiosm. This inertia. and passivity cens. .
stitute a reol brake on fhe future freedom of action of QRQ
rew ruling cligue.

Nevertheless, all the signs indicate that the. new,
Kremlin rulers intend to establish their authority by1
continuing the “bard line”: consolidation of the empire,
and the rapid build-up. of the armed forces. To. buttréss,.
its strength, thie Directory-has drawn on prominent mili--

. tary figures to play lea.dmg roles in the new governmegt. :

This process began at the. last October party, col
when -more than.34- top-ranking reembers-of :the mlhtary;
hierarchy were elected ta the party’s central committes
as full members. or candidates. This was the first sigm,
that Stalin had decided to reverse his post-war polic;
forcing the popular military leadeis of the Second Wor d
‘War info obseurity,

Twa recent appointments confirm this line of develop— o

ment. Marshal Sckoloveky has been named chief of staff

of the Russian army. Sokolovsky was the Russian mili-

tary .commander whe conducted. the biockade of Berkin

in 1948-49."And Marshal Zhukov, perhaps the most. popu- -
lar military figure in. Russia today, the defender of Stal,,
ingrad and conqueror of Berlin, has béen named sécond

deputy ministet of- war.

" The linkin of m?:b names as. Thuhey and .S avsk
with: the- regf?ﬂe qivés T 'dn durd of p?:p\nﬁnfy ?g épex
nét -have n.its own rlgl#.‘ ] udd}i)on. he. supjgfrt of. M
military- caste, whi:h is 'the most p hn!eged sos,!ol groug,b
in Hessia, proyides the regime. with o “mass bgse” In  the
ranks of thé Bureaucrdcy, dnd thisugh e }umo; aod. nopy
commissioned officers down into the army rank cud’ file.

Does the fmportant role wh:ch the officer, casbe is be—
gmmng to play maka'it-the candidaté for.a coup d’état
There is no doubt that Stalin féared such a po‘ssiblhhy
and dcted accordingly right after. the Second . World Wkr.
However, .the Berias*and ‘Malénkovs would hardly
the. services of mén about Whom they-had the shgﬁtest
suspicion. To spesk of’a palace. ‘revolntion by thé minl:sry
now is hardly realistic,

Le
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' By ALBERT GATES
The unwarrantedly peaceful death of Joseph '’

-Stalin has unloosed a flood of quickie biography,
‘much of which seems to follow the genteel max-
m, “Speak not ill of the dead.” But it is more
important that we speak the truth—the fruth
about the man who, from a relatively obscure
rele among the mlhtants of the Russian Revolution,

“rgge” to be their executioner and the hangman of the
counter-revolution,

In the pre-revolution days of the struggling Bolshevik
party, he became known to the party leadership as am
indefatigable party worker; who tould be relied on in the
dark days of tsarist persecution when sail revolutionary
democratic and socialist groups were periodically driven
underground. He was one of the “practicals,” a man
from the provinces.

He could lay no claim to any significadt Infellectual
achievements, He wos without special learning; he was not
a writer or o speaker; and this in on organization which
dortained - perbaps the most outstonding group of leaders
ever seen in asy political porty, sociafist or otherwise,

There were not only Lenin and Troisky, two who stood
far out in sheer intellectnal ability and attainment; not
teo far behind them was a considerably larger group of
remasrkably able men with talents in a wide variety of
fields, especially social, political and economic theory—
gotstanding socialist internationalists. We need only men-
tioni"Bukharin,. Zinoviev, Kamenev, Rakovsky, Piatakov,
P}:eQbrazhensky, Riazanoy, Sergbry akow, - Sokolnikov

¥ ameng many others. '

In_sin aualytical paragraph of hig bnlhant h:ography

of St&lm, Trotsky wrote: .
“It may be. smd that. all- of the hlatoncal men -of

genins; all the creatfrs, all the initiators, said the essence
of what they had to say during the first 25 or 30 years

" of their. life, Later came only ‘the.development, the deep-

enifig and. the application, Dirieg the. Sifat period of
Jr Stalin's life we hear nothing bui vulganzed .reltemtxon_
¥ of ready-made formulae,”

In all those ; years of sfrqule. o!mming!y nover-endlng -

_tdcHopal conBlicts within ‘the party between thé Boliheviks

and Henshtﬂks. Stalin continued -to: remain the unkuown, -

except, us we have said, to the cenfral leadership of the

party, more to Lenin thaa to enyone else. He was one of

the mony gqealified provincial leaders. He had Nie or no

coptect with the briltfant exile laodership, and in fact,’'
lockiid whk séorn upon theié meén who spoke’ many lan.’ -

9“9931 engaged in theoretical- dcﬂvify ‘and wrote much.

In those early years before the First World War he
already nurtured his hatred for intellectuals and intel-
lectzial achievement, and developed those attributes of
his character which we have come to know as extreme

_-envy, respect for physical power, slyness, abuse, vulgar-
. ity and revenge upon opponents.

Befora 1917, there were many party workers who like

Stalin, were in the secondary leadership, some with
greater talent than his, some with less. Their experi-
ences were similar. They functioned in the organizations
of the party below the Central Committee; they were

- often arrested and many times exiled to Sibera. Some es-

LENIN AND TROTSKY

caped, while others were lberated by the First World
War. Some left the movement in its darkest days, while
others, like Stalin, went through periods of inactivity,

It was while he was in exile that Stalin exhibited that
cunning patience for which he became noted in the years
when he was reaching out for complete power. All remi-
niscences of his comrades-in-exile or in jail deseribe his
anti-social behavior, intrigue and isolation fiom his com-
rades. He was an envious, resentful and bitter person.
As a result most comrades shied away frem him and left
him in peace.

In 1912, Stalin worked on the editorial board of
Pravde in Petersburg, at the time when the whole staff
was hostile to the policies of the Ceniral Committee, which
then resided abreoad under Lenir’s leadership. The Cen-
tral Committee sent Yakov Sverdlov, twho became the
first president of the Soviet Republie, to Petersburg to
correct the ambiguity created by an editorial staff in
opposition to the Central Committee. Part of that cor-

rection was Stalin’s first extended trip abroad. He went
to Cracow to see Lenin, The visit coincided with a meet-
ing of the Central Committes in December, 1912, and
January, 1913, Stalin remained in the country for two
months thereafter and it was while he remained with
Lenin that he wrote his Marxism and the National
Question.

Historians have wondered why the man had never
written anything previous to 1913, or subsequently, that
compared with this acceptable Marxist work on the na-
tienal question. The answer would obviously seem to be
Lenin’s presence, his tutelage and assistance. For this
was to be the first and Jast important literary work by
Stalin until he became the general secretary of the party
in 1922, or more precisely, until he was part of the
triumvirate with Zinoviev and Kamenev in the siruggle
against Trotsky and the Left Opposition. He then issued
his infamous book Leninism, a collection of dry-as-dnst
platitudes and revisions of Marxism and socialism, which
became one of the bibles of Stalinism.

Turning Point

Little more is heard of Stolin xntil ofier the Russian

Revolution, when the Bolsheviks were In power, He was not.

nactive in—the revolutionary days, to be sure, but it was
in a subordinate capacity, and mosty, during the civit wer,
in the Kazan province of the country. Before Lanin arrived
In Russic after the. March revolutiar, Stalin was one of
the editors of Pravdo wha called for support to the Pro-

. visional Government in epposition fo party palicy. As on

other ‘occovions, Hhis “old Bolshevik™ found himself In com-
pany with. the Mensheviks. At He famous -Aprit Coafer-

ence in 1917; af which Lenin propesed- a complete revision -

of the course pursued by the porty in Russio, Stafin feii into.
silsnce. He way so closely identified with the. false. policy
of Pravda, that ke preferied to romuin anonymous ab the
conferance.

. The history of the events of 1917 recorded the activi-

- tles of all the important figures, bourgeocis, Social-Revo-,
" lutionary, Menshevik and Bolshevik. The great names of

the revolution ‘were widely known. But Stalin’s name
“rarely appears. One need only 'read.a list .of the men

whom Stalin had purged and assassinated to Iearn who_ 1

the leaders of ‘the revolution were.

Stalin became commissar of nationalities in’ thé new

- government, Although it was an important post, his work

wag undistinguished. Undistinguished? Nay, it was dis-

tinguished for the rude Great-Russian policy 'which

-emerged-from his direction-—the Georgign-become-Great-

Russian-nationalist. It-was necessary to sever his con-
nection with this important field of work.

The great turning point in Stalin’s career occurred -

in 1922, when, ironiezlly enough, he was proposed as the
general secrefary of the party by Zinoviev, an act which
the latter undeubiedly regretted to the very day when 3
GPU pistol was fired into the bage of his skuli.

No great importance wos attached to'the post then.
For the most pard, it had been primartly an administrative-
technical post, important In itself, but completely subordi-
nute to the Polltical Committee of the party, Then began
that subtie, unrelenting drive by this modern Genghls Khan
{as Bukharin later called him) to moke fhe post the most
powerful one In the party.

Shortly after this appointment, Lenin became gravely
ill. As a result of this illness he was unable fo function
as the active leader of the government and the party.
It was in this period that Stalin began to reach out for
control of the party. In a Party whose revolutionary
élan was high and whose authentic leadership thought in
quite-other terms than that of mner-party intrigee; it
came a$ a surprise that Stalin-had unestentatiously filled
hyndreds and thousands of posts with the -“apparatus
mén,” that iarge layer of bureaucratic elements to whom
the revolution had been the -means to “syccess,” They
were Stalin's appointees.

The old comradeship, the old system of elective posts,
the essential ideological unity of the party, was shaken
by the new bureaucratic rule. This rule was aceompanied

by rudensss, physical assaults upon opponents, and a -

veritable reign of terror against all protestants.

Lenin’s Testament

The adoption of a false, but temporary, measure at
the 10th Party Congress in 1920, which bgrred factions
and factional dispute in the party because of the dire
threat of the counter-revolution in the midst of civil war
and the severe economic- hardships that prevailed, be-
came a lever for Stalin’s seizure of ¢ontrol of the party
apparatus. In the name of unity, and the above-men-
tioned statute outlawing factions, all opponents were
hounded, and driven from their posts and authority.
Stalin was creating the monolithic party.

He was aided by both Zinoviev and Kamenev, to their
everlasting shame. Bukharin, Rykov and Tomsky allied
themselves with ‘Stalin. They joined hands to destroy the
power. and inflwence of Leon Trotsky.

In his brief recovery in 1923, Lenin. became aware of
the vast change that bad taken place in the organbzofion
and in the state apparatus as well. He was greotly alarmed
by the rise of the mew bureaucracy, by the mamrer In
which Stalin and his host of apparatus men had triumphed
over the party and ruled it in the mosi brozen and cynicui
mannrer.

Lenin then dictated his famous “testament” which
called for the removal of Stalin from his post-as general

secretary of the party. The testament contained two
parts, the first dealing with the danger of a split in the
party in .the conflict which impended between Trotsky
and Stalin. He eriticized Trotsky, whom he regarded as
“the most brilliant and able man in the present Central
Committee,” for his “too far-reaching self-confidence
and a disposition to be too much attracted by the purely
administrative side of affairs.” y

Of Stalin he said, he “has concentrated an enormoua
power in his hands; and I am not sure that he always
knows how to use that power with sufficient caution.”

Finally when ail his efforts to halt Stalin’s strangle-
hold on the party apparatus had failed, he wrote 2 posta
seript to the above testament saying:

"'Stalin is Yoo rwde, and this fault, entirely supportable
in relations among us Communists, becomes insupporiabie
in the office of general secretary. Thevefore, | propose
to the comrades to find o way to remeve Stalin #rom that
position and uppoint to i¥ another who In afl respects
differs from Stalin only in superiority—nomely, more pacp
tien?, more loyal, more polife and more attentive to com-
rades, tess capriciovs, efc.”

But it was already too late. With Lenin incapacitated .
and Trotsky ill, Stalin was able, with the assistance of
Zinoview, Kamenev, Buitharin, Rykov sznd Tomsky; fo
dominate the party. The 12th Party Congress was'ﬁlfed
with hand-picked. delegates. .

This was to become the rule. Elections were swiftly b
becoming a thing of the past. Within a few short years,
party congresses would become a grim, buredueratic-joke.
Onge the most democratic.delibetative centérs of the Bols
shevik Party, they were destined to occiir less and less

. frquently and.ther to meef purely a.s a rubberstamp to

all decibions taken by Stalin, -

When Trotsky published his- Eesam of October in |
1923, all the pretenses of the Stalin-Zinoviev-Kameney |
triumvirate- about untty and.peace with- the party were

LED THE FIGHT AGAINST 5TALIN

dropped. Thert eame the great “Struggle Against Trotskys
ism” in the demagogic name of Lenin and party unity, It .
ushered iri a new kind of inner-party life.

Once the party was the great arenz of ideologieal
dispute and factional contention. Free discussions al.
lowed for the development of ideas, the exchange of con
fcting viewpoints and the possibility of honess conﬁze‘%ﬁ
with the prospect of mﬂuencmg one another in debate.
This was now ended. A relgn of terror was unleashed-in
the party, in the trade unions and in the soviets,

The New Order Emerges ¥

The groundwork for Stalin’s dictatorship -was laid in
the years of 1924, 1925 .and 1928, The unrelenting drive
of Stalin for personaI power after the death of Lenin
caused a break-up of his alliance with Zinoviev and
Kameney. They belatedly joined forces with Trotsky and
the Left Opposition in a bloc.aimed at halting Stalin’g
domination.

. It was already too late. Stalin was striking out agaimst
the Left, against those forces in the party who called
for a vast industrialization of the country, for a cole
lectivization of dagriculture, for a genuine infernationalist
socialist poliey abroad. -

y
The straggle produced o reactionary, natienalist qse
sault vpen the Left. Stalin intréduced his reaclionary, -ma-

“tionalist theory of building “socialism in ene country,”
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and railed aqainst "foreign adventures.” The reaction and
relapse ofter the heroic revolutionary days was o his
faver. The weory masses remained guiescent In this cone
fiiet. The party oppoaratus, the vost bureauweracy, pushed
Stalin forward in ifs name, for "peace™ and for their kind
"ot recenstruction.

In the ensuing struggle, Zinoviev and Kamenev, who
kad gone inte opposition, eapitulated; but Trotsky and
the Left Oppo:;ttlon continued the fight. This ‘struggle
has nothing in common with the present much speculated-
about clique fights in the top hierarchy of the Stalinist
regime today. Then what was at stake was revolution and
. counter-revolutior, and it was irreconcilable social forces
that were at war.

. For its principled stand Trotsky’s opposition suf-

. fered expulsion, arrest, imprisonment, and exile. Later

. the same fate awaited Stalin’s ailies of the “Right,” Buk-

harin, Rykov and Tomsky. Stalin extended his mono-

lithic control to the Communist International and s

Communist Parties, converting these into docﬁe tools of
the Russian bureaucracy.

This was the vietory of the counter-revolution in
Russia. It marked the end of the socialist revelution and
the beﬁnmng of & new kind of state and scciety, s¢ im-

- perceptible in those years, but te emerge nwre e]ear!? in
the thirties, the years of the purges.

_ Those are the years which are still familiar to many.

They-marked the consolidation of the peisonal dictator-

ship of Stalin and the physical destruction of all the re-

naining Agures of the revolution, whether of inpportance

-. or not. Many of those murdered duririg- the purges, were
- alveady completely destroyed politically and morally.

. A mew gensrcHom of buregucrats had qrowa up—the
Stafinist generotion, o genercfion o whem #he revolution
was known osly through the falsification of history under-
$aken by Statin’s robet hstorions. A new regime was con-
steacted. ont of these elemenis. 1t woas under -this-leader-
sb{p. too, thah the purgas wers completed. It was this
lecdership which comfribaiwd to. the Secend World War
through the Stalin-HiHer Pact. -lt'jjms this genesation that
directed the nation #h
mperialist expansion: Bud dld il of this undei the. direct
leadership and $utelage of "Caln™- Stalin, Frem. bt ‘emerges

the regime of the new’ blmuerccy. -the mew clgss of a

new seele?y in Ruulc.

T

Why Sfalm rmmphed

How could 1’:. haﬁpen that a man like Stalm mu!d
~-triumph over the Bolshevik party and men of greater -

stgture than himself? Hew could he Have trivmphed over
. the Soviet state which marked a tremendous advance of
democracy in"Russia?

Superficial bourgeois historians and critics, as well
asg liberal and social-democratic observers, have asserted
- that the triumph of Stalin and his totalitarian regime
were the inevitable result of Bolshevism and its highly
centralized and disciplined party; that the Stalinist sys-
tem describes the real evolution of socialism. Incidental
angd accidental fadtors which aidéed Stalin. (the death of
Lerin, or Trotsky's failure to fight immediately) are
given the weight of decisive historical importance. The
arguments of these historians and eritics have alveady
been effectively repiied to by Marxlsts, in the first place
* by Trotsky himself.

Despite his own great error in regarding Stalin's
" Russia as a “degenerated workers’ state,” Trotsky wrota
2t great length against the completely superficial analy-
ses made by these crities, which, he poinied out, was nat
sb much g criticism of the specific nature of Bolshevism
-or Stalinism but of socialism. The explanation for the
¥ise of Stalinizsm, said Trotsky, must be sought in the
opjective situation of society.

. Stalin’s role in this sitwation was not mnimpertant;
on the contrary, Trotsky himself has supplied to the
world a wealth of detailed analysis and information on

ihe manner in which Stalin’s intervention in the conrse -

of events determined their concrete development. But for
a genuine understanding of the historical forces which
pushed Stalin forward as a leading actor in the social
drama of our times, it is necessary to seek out the funda-
mental factors behind that terrible development.

No one decisive factor brought this about, Trotsky
wrote. Several very imporiznt ones were joined in. the
confluence of events. ’

- The Rnss:an Rewolution occurred in a country of
grest backwardness~—economic and caltural backwardness
~in which the political level of the masses was far in
advance of the economy or the culture of the nation. This
was the startling contradiction of the combined develop-
ment of a peasant land with an archaic agriculivural
systern, but at the same time with a small, advanced and
concentrated industrial system. It happened that the
tsarist regime, at one and the same time the weakest and
most corrupt in Europe, could not rule with any strength
or confidence in the crisis created by the First World War

in which it suffered the greatest losses of any country
iavolved.

" In tha perspectives of the leaders, the Rossion Revolu-

tion appeared only o3 the advamce post in a revolutionary -

Eiirope where working closs or socialist power seemed
iriminent in @ namber of countries, mast notably Germany
with its advanced indusiry, technology ond wonderfully
organized working class. The corve of the revolutionary
wave was, however, extremely unevern, The revolution Jo
Russia was visited by internal counter-revolution ond ex-
ternal inYervention by the Allied ormies, lacluding the
American Expeditionory forces.
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h- tte “war "and - the pothwar’

,"Mﬁ:mocmnr YES—NONENTITY, NO”

A}thongh the new regime successfully withstood these
assaglts, it came eut of thé war years greatly weakened:
The economy of the country was victsally ab a standstill

© The sufferings of the peopless wepe mcalcu]shie. The
in the -

‘flower of the Ruisienr people had been

war and the counter-revolution following ‘1917, Great .

weariness gripped the population; it was interested in
peace, quiet, order, and ‘an end to sacrifice. A conserva-
tive reaction had set in, -

A similar reaction occurred in Europe too, after the

dgfeat of the German and Hungarisn revolution: Fas-,

cism, vnder Mussolini, came to power in Italy. The con-

solidation of bourgeois society in the West led to the

. extreme isolation of the revolution, and in,a backward

eountry at that. Rec,onst,mmon became the watehword
in Russia. The internal dispute over industrialization
covered up temporarily the great weariness and conserva-
tism which was present.

On the Back of Reaction

In these circumstances, it was possible for Stalin to
rise to power, for he stood at the head of the conservative
reaction, the personification of the new bureaucracy.
Was this, therefore, the inevitable evolution of Bolshe-
vism? To this Trotsky replied:

"Those fheoreticlans whoe atiempt o prove that the
present fotolitarian regime of the USSR is due not to such
historical conditions, bu? to the very nature of Bolshevism

sitself, forget that the Civil War did not proceed from the
nafure of Bolshevism but rather from thae efferts of the
Russian and ‘international bourgeoisie to overthrow the
Soviet regime. There is no doubt that Stafin, Jike many
others, was molded by the envirenment ard circumstances
of the Civil War, along with the en¥ire group that loter
_ hetped: him to establish -his persenal dictatorship—Ord-
zhonikidze, Yoroshilov, Xaganovick—and a whole layer of
workers and peasanis ralsed to the status _of commanders
and administrators.”

" Tt ought also to be remembered that the Bolshevik
party had changed considerably in those few years. Five
years after the revolution, more than 97 per cent of the
party consisted of new members. Another five years, and
the membership had only the vaguest reeollections of
the revolution and the generation which led it

When Stzlin consolidated his power, fully three-
fourths of the membership had joined after 1923. This
was 2 new generation of party members; it had no ties
with the glorious past of the organization, its traditions,
its work and experiences.

“Thus,” wrote Trotsky, “Stalin, the empiricist, with-
out formally breaking with the revolutionary tradition,
without repudiating Bolshevism, became the most effec-
tive betrayer and destroyer of both”

Trotsky recalled that in the spring of 1924, following
2 plenum of the Central Committee frem which he was
kept by iliness, he told I. N, Smirnov: “Stalin will be-
come the dictator of the USSR.” Smirnov replied, “But
he is a medioerity, a colorless nonentity.”

The reply Trotsky made to Smirnov in 1924 should be
remembered by all for its perspicacity:

"Mediocrity, yes; nonentity, no. The diglectes of his-
tory hove already hocked him and will caise him up. He
is needed by ail of them—by the tired radicals, by the
bureaucrats, by ¥he Nepmen, the kulaks, the upstarts, the
sueaks, by all the worms that ore crawling oot of the
uvpturned soll of the manured revolution. He knows how
to meet them on their own ground, he speaks their lan.
guage and he knows how %o lead them, He hos the de-
served reputation of an old revelutfonist, which mokes him

" invalnable to them- as «. blinder on the eyes of the coun-

- #ry. He has wili and daring, He will not hesitate to utilize
them and to move them against the party., He has dalready

v

ER

.

‘started doing this. Righd now he is organizing. around hime

salf the sneoks of the party, the artul dodgers. OF coursay

great developments in Evrope, in Aslia and in cur country

may intervene and mpset oll the specalutions, But if everys
thing continues to go avtomotically as it is geing now,
ther Stalin wilt just os auvtomatically become dictetor.™

.

“N aﬁonal-Sociulism" ]

One other pomt needs to be made about Stalin, his
theory and perspectives. We have already referred to-
the presentation of his single “original” bold idea: Buil d=
ing Socialism in a Single Couniry. The very ides is i
complete contradiction to the beliefs of socialism, whichk
was conceived by its founders as an internationalisty
universal gystem, in contradistinction to an international
capitalism made up of antagonistic national entmee.a

Stalin put forth his theory for the first time in 1924,
Prior to that year, it was unheard of in the socialist o
Marxist movement. There have heen national-socialists
before, many of them indeed, but none of them evem
advanced or developed the theory promulgated by Stalim.

Act.ually Stalin bad toyed around with the ides of &
genuine social order of “natignal-socialism” before 1924
At 2 party gathering m the year of the revolution he
hegan a speech contaiping the exsence of the views fors=-
mulated in 1924, But at” that time nobody paid. By e
tention to him whatever, and he retired guietly. -

Btalin began his political life in pationally apgmsﬂﬂi .

Georgia. He began, therefore; as 3 national revolutiona
and in- the course of bhig development Became attra

to Marxism and seeialism. What did the great intern-nn
tionalist doctrines of Marx and Engels mean t¢ the youngy
man living in the deadly. isolation of:a backwazd o=
. pressed nation: of-badkward Great-Hussian imperialismf
‘It would seem. to this writer that the . theoretical andl
political horizen of Stalin, molded as it was: in His {érmes
tive years im backward Georgis, grasped in. Mﬂmm andd
socialism: only: nationsl: likeration and-a species:of na=
tional-socialism. By socialism, he undelstood the expro=
priation of the bourgeoisie and perhaps the nationaliza=
tion of industry and collectivization. It is difScult to say,
for -in- the matter of theory; Stalin was“ever the impro-
visor, the borrower. Being an empiricist;-ke uﬁdoa‘btedly
developed ‘hig policies as he went along

‘Monument in lnfamy e

_~'But” the fact that hé was.ifi essencé~un anti-inter-
nationalist, a national-Bolshevik with deep-rooted and
unshakable prejudices against the great movements of
the West, theé leaders with a Western education and a
high culture would seem to indicate quite accurately the
insularity of the man and how this insularity detérmmcd
thé course he pursued as dictator of Russia.

This is further borne out in the utterly reactionary
campaigtis he has repeatedly initiated sgainst interna-
tionalism, cosmopolitanism, and all things pmgress:ve in.
the ﬁe]ds of culture.

The basis for his power, and the power of world Stal- -
inism, rested, as it still does, on the complete failure of

-

capitalism, #n its state of. permanent crisis, and the -

total incapacity of the American bowrgeoisie, so back-
ward politically and limited by its narrow bourgecis
ideology, to know how to fizht Stalinism. Stalin’s power,
and the power ¢of his movement, rested, as it still dovs,-
on the failures of the working-class movements of somal-
iem to turn the tide of social retrogressien.

For that is what Stalinism. feeds on, the deccy cnd- digs
integration of ‘worid copitolism, the fear of war, ihe fen-
rible poverty and- (us:nrify of the peaples "of Hie ; %rﬂ

and étpand.
He is the architect of the greatest totalitarian siave

slate the world has ever known. He is the architect of a-
new exploitive society, a society based upon collectivized: -

property and ruled by a. new bureaucratic class. He is
the architect of huresucratic collectivism, an anti-capi-
talist, anti-socialist society that has emerged from the
chaos of modern capitalism and the defeat and disappear-
ance of a sociallst revolution. It is a new kind of society,
never before seen i history, a society of modern slavery
based upon an immense industrial structure in an atomie
age. '

This is his “contribution” to history. Fer this hisz

name will live—but in the blackest pages of infamy.

Leon Trotsky’s
“STALIN”

The Definitive Biography
This book is out of print, but we have some
copies available for $6.00

LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
114 West 14 Street, New York City

Iy




5%

TeMRMTATR . T

N R T

Ty STy,

e

o,

e T T o

e

- Laboratories.

[ gt
v

i

oo e
- - 5
=t o
o e = |l|.-\.-\..-'\-""" "§

apemtlm Immortallty

The Institute of the Thirty Stalins

%

By ROBERT E.. FRAZIER

One of the fascinating, non- pol itical sidelights that comes

‘to mind on the death of Stalin is the gargantuan scientific
.éffo‘rt made on his demand to explore ‘ways and means of

iro onging man’s life. Tn this case, to a large extent, “man”
truly in the singular, for it was the life of one man,

'Btah:q, which was thé erux of the effort. But it also in-

volved large-scale research in gerlatrics {the study of old

fige and 1ts dxseases)

If is well known that Stalin had a specinl. dread of death.
Donsﬁantly, ceremonial greetings to Stahn by Russian syco-
;zhants played on this theme: “May you live a thousand
years!” said the messages. Papanin, the Rusman Arctie ex-

.plorer, wrote: “You are im-
mortal, our beloved leader!

ﬁay you llve three times as
Tong as you have already

: hved"’ Qut of this personal
.d;we Stalin constructed a

antic scientifie prOJect (report-
dly, also on the urging of Maxim,

Garky) beg;nnmg about 13 years

380

. The government
lt;veraj hundred . difHien robles. A
ﬁlgq truct:of land.nedr Serebryany

r {a choi:e suburhan spot. rear
Moscow) wds set. aside for. an
!;lsﬁfnff of .Experimental Medicine.
cHnjes and llving
ngrgen for a fremendous person-

- del were built. The massive Acad.

enw of Sclénce was moved lock
siu). «dng barrel from Leningrad to

Moscow af fabilous cost, fogether’

with its leading authorifies,

Stalin’s then personal physi-
cians, Professors Preobrazhensky

- and Speransky, were puf at the

‘the latter

i head.ﬁoﬁ the Institute, The famous

ﬁ]'k?‘a’iman seientist, A. A. Bogo-
1o etg, could nol: leave Kiev, and
8 a new institute Wwas built for
!gm ‘and his staff, the Kiev Insti-

t‘f}w{ xperimental Riology and
ng

THE GREAT. SEARCH

By far the most irportant re-
sult of fhe résearch subsidized by
institution was the
eonnective-tissue serum developed
by Bogomolets.

At Bogomolets’ disposal were
all the centenarians in Russia. He
and his assoc:ates located nearly
30,000; and in 1937, in Sukhum,
they even found 12 people between
t:ue ages, of 107. and 138-so re-
markably lively that some climabed
frees to pick ﬁrmts for the scien-
tifie v:sztors One 107-year-old had
thied to pass as a lively youngséer

70 in- hope of luring-an attrae-
e womin into m&mage

Bogomolets fourid that"the con-
nective - tissuey of these oldsters
were.

portant part in the body's ability
t0 fight disease and.aging.

Duri,ug the war, the entire hat-

t,lefront begame his clinic. In 1944,

appropriated.

remearkably healthy ang.
i‘_resh confirming his theory that.
the oounectwe tissue plays an m-.

when Bogomolets was given a na-
tional award, it was revealed that
his serum had been effective in
speeding the hedling of wounds
arid the knitting of fractures,

Stolin's medical reseorch weork-
ers’ left, no stpre unturned, Every
type of, tkerapy, plis types of re-,
search. and, expérimentation avail-
ahie anly for on.oligarch came into
play. Que, that begun in the spring
of 1939 was by for the most
amazing,

THE 30 STALINS

A group of. doectors from the
Kiev Institute visited the Cau-
casus, Stalin’s birthplace, pre-
tending to be on a health mission
but actually. on thé lookout for
men about 60 years of age. Two
hundred so-called patients were
sent. to Kiev for further searchmg
exammatwn—actual]y a screen-
ing process,

-From all' this, 30 Georgians
were weeded.out: they were of
Stahns age, prohably had the
same bigod grouping, the same
stock, sumiar physiques ard con-
stltutions, and in some cases even
looked like Stalin. They were also
men, who "smoked and drank a
great deal like the man they re-
sembled. The Institute of the
Thirty Stalins was a sort of welrd_
collettion of human guinea pigs
on whom the scientists tried their
new drugs and experiments.

Eleven, of these ersafz Stalins
died Wlﬂ)ln the first 3 months
and .three_more conked out Lefore
the end of the year. These ax-
pendables weré replaced by other
Georgians, including Jakov Geld-
hze, a cousin of the dlctator and .
prachcal}y his double.

Tbngﬂl ¥, 3hglins were remoyed.
te d sa u;ium u'} Kislovedsk fg,
the scugys' L d to rest.in,
bed every ch !I 2 pm. and si}

+'4 rn ‘8 p.m to midpjghd.
i cffon 3% the: wgork!ng habits
of the Boss. The number

_cige-
rettes he ‘smoked, the drinks ié'
took, his exereies, wdiks—%i \ werg

folthtully duplicatéd by fhe' 'rnt?-}y
dawn to his daily éar [ouriie?s.
As we rhehtioned, Boginidlets
was trying to give gpecial study
to a portion” of” the connective~

[ A L SeTm s R
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tissue system of the body, seeking
a tissue serum which would stim-
ulate the basit capacity of an ol-
gamsm to résist disease, mc!udmg
dging, and repair itself. This\por-
tion is ecalled the reticulo-endo-
thelial system, aind the seram’ he
developed was named “antireticu-
lar-cytofoxic serum,” or ACS for
short.

BOGOMOLETS" WORK

The scientist hoped that ACS
would partlaliy fulfill the funetion
of ‘energizing the material within
the body's cells to regenerate it-
self bwchemlcal]y The proto-
plasm of the connective-tissue
system andergoes a process of

aging like other tissues.

It also becomes less finely dis-
persed and more sluggish. A small
dose of toxin for this system ap-
parently stimulates it, perhaps
resulting in an electrical gis-
charge of the small, particles of
the "system, promoting activity.
Since connective tissues. help
nourish other tissues, mobilize the
body to repair and regenerate it-
self, and. help fight diseases,
Boggmolets compared its action to
that of. a fiame lighting up com-
bustlble material, which then
spreads to become a blazing fire,
Actnaily, it may be more like 2
spark recharging the cells of a
battery and setting in motion
eléctrical ‘carrents that keep a
complex machine whirring.

Tiny doses of ACS first react on
some connective-tissue cells in the
spleen and lymph nodes, causing
them to produce other stimulants
which. gradually spread, speeding
up activity as they travel

There were emergency meas-
ures taken also, An awutoejector
was never far from Stalin®s side
during the last three years of his
life. The autoejector had been
inventéd by the famous scientist
Dr. Negovsky; it is a machine
devised to take over the critical
functions of the heart and lungs
and Keep the blood cirevlating in
the critical minutes after death.

Sfalin’s autcejector, plus a for-
mer assistapf, of Dr. Negoyvsky's,

wu; I(epf hordy; it, was,abovt the_

——

- ———

size of a plane arul made Yo be
wheeled :'dbout easify,* Both the

‘doctor und the machine were kept

o9t of Stalin’ 's sight. It is possfhle
that this machine was kept operot-
ing for days during last week. This
is ta be conjectured from the com-
paratively lingering noture of his
death.

STALIN COULDN'T USE iT

The autoejector has been used
to revive dead soldiers, in certain
cases, before deterioration of the
perve cells took place. Had Stal-
in's body not featured suchs ex-
tensive degeneration, it is possible
that such medns might have kept
him goirg until natuml forces of
regeneration caused a resorption
of the clot. There have been rec-
ords of small cerebral clots being
resorbed. Fifteen per cent of all
such strokes are cases of cerebral
hemorrhage associated with high-
blood pressure. This is the type

“of stroke suffered also by Roose-

»

veit.

Although ACS has shown re-
sults in some fields—healing rates
of wounds and fractures, protec-
tioh zgainst some communicable
diseases, sometimes prevention of
cancer and reduction of pain in
inoperable caticer—it was in prae-
tice unavailable to the man for
whom it was developed. For its
stimulating effects on the zged
often cause an added strain on
the degeherated eardiovascular
system., In only a few isolated
cases, cited by the late William
Malisoff, an American experi-
menter, and by Dr. Bardach and
Dr. Sobieski of the Pasteur Insti-
tute in Paris, has it produced
SOMme, favorable résponses as g
1ejuveng1;1ng serum. But eveln in
this respect its results are not
predictable,

FINAL IRONY

There is a final ironic note fo be
mentioned on ‘this whale question
of research into the prolongation
of life. The invéstigatiens of the

'Amerkﬂn. Dr. Raymond Peari, in-

d]:ul'e $hat centenarions tend fo
huve onty one thing in common:
ﬂley were oll contented, easy-qoing

. péople, This fits In with the experi-

ments being carried ouf by Dr.
Hdns Seiye of Canada, who indi-
cates flmi physical .and .emectionat
stresses are of: greot importance
in bringing on premature physical

degeneration and death. Perkaps
Stalin's. best bef would have “"been

that of the Idng in the old myth—
Ile sltould huve lcolted for the shirt
of & huppy mun.

What we saw last week, nen-
poht1ca11¥ speaking, was the end
of one of the largest-scale oper-
atiops in scientific history: the
patient died.
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posed the defections of the Macs
Donald element.”

The informed reader will recogs
nize the rather shabhy device of
equating the Daily Herald's 1931
attacks on Ramsay MacDonald,
who went over to the other side
and betrayed the membership of
the party, with its- attacks on
Bevan, who represents the social;
ist aspirations of the ‘maority o
the membership agamst the right-
wingers who head the party ma-
chine,

it seems that tfhe frude-un‘[o‘q
leaders are rother sensiflve to
criticism even from thelr friends in
the Parliomentary Labor Party and
an the NEC. Unforfunately fer.
them, they have to puil fheir
punches when the parfy rebukes
fhem. They cannof afford. to. opeld
a struggle against the Lobor Pariy‘.'
as its conglusion would never be in
doubt, The trade-union rank an
file wouid rally aroqnd their” porty,
ugqinsf “the frq:!se-union Iecders.

The other v:ctory for the leftew
partial though it may be-took
place at the beginnirg of this
week, when the “Shinwellites!
(adherents of the former Lahor
defense rmmster) came out for g,
reduction’ of the perlocl for Na-.
tional Service (conscrlp’t'ior\) and'
also for a cut in armement ex-
penditures, on the grounds that.
the, Commonwealth countries were
not giving their “fair” contribu-
tion to the all-around Common-
wealth effort.

So far, 2,890 miltion pounds.

have been spent for armaments,
in terms of 1950 prices. And yet
the target figure of 3,600 million
pounds in Septemher 1950 was
raised to the impossible sura of
4,790 million pounds Even at the
end of 1953 it is now realized
“only” 4,180 milHop pennds will
have been spent £for the arnis pro-
gram. -

RIGHT WING'S POLICY:

The physical impossibility of ~

reaching the target figures, asg
weil as the general lag of the
Commonwealth and Eurcpean ex-
penditures and effort, has ferced.
the Parliamentary Labor leaders
ship to think twice about suprort.
ing Tory poliey in this field. 17 the
party decides to divide the House,
of Commons orf ‘this issue—-this,
we will know at the end of the.
week — a Devanite victory will.
have been assured. To this exteng,
the Labor Party leadership w:l;h

_have become “Bevanite"” a:tesplte:v

itself, as we predicted some tl,me

ago. ..

The Labor Party right-wing fegd5
ership clearly does. no? wan, “#
fal:e the road, of "Huﬁonul qunr‘g
ism" 4 lg_MacDonafd, at teast - af,
this time, _They kbow they hcve nn‘,
fulure along that way.

NatlonaLLabqusm has reared
its ugly head on many cdecasions,
in Labor history, It is a tendency'

within the Labor movemergt which

is strongest in periods of baek<
wash, defeat. or confusion in the,
wctrkers" ‘movement, In 1938, fo:;

' insténce, when all. the anti-wal

Labor candldates were defeated,

60 pro-war Labor MP§ wete dlect-
ed and Ib. Coalition Lahor MPs,
In 1922, 14, of these. evsafz Labor
~MPs went down in défeat before
official Laboz. In 1931, 13 Nation-

?" - ladgpendent Soclallst. Weekly, - - -'T S - " al Labor MPs were elected, and..
o . . . i ™ 46 Labor MPs. By 1935, the Laboy
- ] - ; : bloe  had gone up to 164, the Na.
i Voi. 17,-Ns. 11 Murchi 16, 1953 tionsl I
: . abor bloc had gone do
Bn — J S'KL BOOk .Bazaar to” 8. Since that time, the rl%%
Pnblhhed weshly, by oh& onc Comp 104 - wmg has preferred to work wi
We-t 14 Street, Niw Y. 11, comm 5
o, mﬁﬁ’ MY, Sl Consincaiod AND mromAL SOCIAL i tFe party.
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|} Mayg 24, 1500, at'the Fost Office at Rew York, N. Y., mdfrmm : - - . a3 ed, out
| 3 }.""".‘,” E};ﬁ l%”& } Erid“y' Murehzo of this issue, which is specwally
Editor: HAL DRAPER ' o . e S gwen ovsrtoadwcusmofStq‘(-
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¢ article on “Sidney Hook, Logis
Omnmu and. pobﬁv&:,agcpres}ggl,m the_course of sigmed uﬁo&s I . LABOR. ACTION HALL and Joo MeCarthy,” begun lost
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speculate in terms of a clash between the bureaueracies
of the army, the secret police, the party, the industrial
managers, etc,, as if these were all coordinate and autono-
mous forces capable of maneuvering séparately for group

. power. It wonld be equally one-sided to deny that all
of the above js involved indeed. :

- But these considerations are overshadowed by another,
which eannot be understood merely by analopy with
Hammany, Tom Dewey's apparatus in Albany, Crump,
Arvey or Boss Hague. The Stalinist state bureaucracy
is not a blown-up counterpart of any other bureaucracy
ip the world; the Stalinist state party is not a party

like any ofher in the world. They exist in a different social

system and have a different dynamic. .

Under capitalism, governmental bureaucracies are
gervitors of the ruling class and they take care of one
function of the ruling class, the politiéal forms of its
rule, while the main business of the dominant class takes
place ountside the governmental framework, which assures
the foundations of its power by its control over the
economic life of the nation.

The bgreaucracy of the Stalinist system, which Malen-
kov now heads, is not the servitor of the ruling class. It
i8 the ruling eclass. This difference has enormous conse-
yuences on the political dynamies of the system,

The Stalinist bureaucracy does not take care of one
function of the ruling class. It is_ responsible for every
aspect of every function of the wihole system, all concen-
trated in its hands.

Under capitalism, a fierce squabble among rival
bureaucratic cliques takes place in one sector of the sya-
tem, and not at the heart where the centers of social
power pulsate; for this heart lies in the capitalist class’s-
control of the means of preduction and distribution, In

4 ¢apitalist politics, bureaucratic rivals ean tear each
other to pieces in fremzy, with all grades of disturbing
effect on the life of the state as a whole but without
necessarily putting the entire class state in jeopardy.

Under the Stalinist system, such a fight means clags
sticide, nothing more or less, ’

It is not unthinkable, of course; in the end, the Stal-
inist system of bureaucratic-collectivist exploitation and
terror will founder and die to the accompaniment of just
stch wracking struggles tearing the regime apart from

_ within as the people tear it apart from without, bureau-
crat by bureaucrat. But that will be the end of the story
and not the chapter to be looked for tomorrow,

Buifding Up for a Letdown

In blithely speculating about thiz possibility in the

fmmediate future, the speculators do not understand the .

kihd of bureaucracy they are discussing, Tomorrow, when
they do not see Beria slitting Malenkov's throat in pub-
lie, they will marvel in chagrin at the dictator’s “success”
in stabilizing himself in the face of the anticipated sea
of troubles, exclaim over the “stability” of the Stalinist
sydtem; heap the relictint admiration of uncomprehend-
ing enemies on Malerikov’s “great ability,” help to build
up the myths about him which they (as much as Stalin’s
sycophants) built up about Stalin’s ability and even
#genius,” snd finaily once more decide that nothing can
be expected from within the dictatership and that all
reliance must be put on A-bomb brandishing or negotiated
deals with the “unshakable” tyrant who magically over-
comes all internal instability.
As we are writing, the “expert” analyst of the N. Y.
Post—by no means the least sophisticated paper we could
= mention—findas proofs of an -internal split in the words
#poken by Malenkov, Beria and Molotov over Stalin’s
corpse. He parses each sentence, counts words, compares
phrases, finds “differences,” and asks “Is the Red Power
Btruggle Already On?” This is on the day of Stzlins
funeral! The Big Three are already arguing in publicl

Next week maybe Reria’s GPU troops will be maneuver- -

ing in Red Square against a phalanx of Malenkov’s party
gecretaries, and it remains only to speculafe whether
Bulganin’s elite corps will side with one or utilize the
oceasion to seize the telephone exchanges and the dossier
files in the Kremlin. . . .

This i3 an exaggerated case, to be sure, but what-if
exapgerates is a common misunderstanding.

This is net to deny that struggles for power among
the bureaucratic leaders are inevitable! Throats will be
slit, heads will roll, theve wili be other funerals, names
now high will sink to oblivion ard new bonds will erunch
old faces . .. just as all of this has gone on up té now,
and intensified . . . but the kind of mertally disruptive
struggle which the Western press writes about hopefuylly
is not to be lightly predicted, because it is virtually
egnivalent to predicting the imminent death throes of the

* regime. Such a fatal spasm will. be a symptom of coming

revolutiénary overthrow, not its initiating cause. To raise
bther hopes in the immediate sense is not only to kid
eneseif but fo lay the groundwork for irrational pessi-
mism and exaggerated respect. for the stability of “the

Stalinist system later, a stability which it does not

possess.

The Role the "Party” Plays

The nature of this bureaucratic-collectivist social sys-
tem of Stalinist Russia alsc conditions another course of
wide speculation, This concerns the role of different sec-
tiong of the bureancracy.

In this' intra-bureaunecratic struggle which is locked
for, & common expectation is that primarily involved
will be a struggle of interests among different bureau-
¢ratic machines. There is the party machine, the army
machine, the secret:poliee machine, the industrial man-
agersd, the bureaucracies of the separate republics, ete.
Will the army take over? Will the industrial managers
teke over? and so on.

‘Here again, this line of thought is not pointless, but

ks
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it does ignore another fundamental feature of the sys-
fem. The hallmark of this mistake is the coordinate list-
ing of the party bureaucracy alongside the others; as one
among them.

But the ruling party of the Stalinist stafe is not a
party like any other previously known. In faet, it is a
“party” only in quotation marks, It plays a rble pecyliar
to the society in which it exists. The Bolshevik party was
long ago completely destroyed by Stalin. What exists to-
day is not some distorted form of thiat party, not even
a Stalinist caricature of it; it is an entirely different
organism not merely in progrem, personnel and methods
—it is an entirely different type of erganization.

Under capitalism it is_natural to look upon the politi-
cal parties of the ruling class as representing one organ-
ized interest within the system alongeide (say) the army
caste jor the capitalists fTheniselves. Especially under

demoeratic forms of capifalism there are likely to be.

many_ autonomously organized or unorganized interest
groups even within the sphere of interests of the ruling
class. In political affairs the government mediates among
them to soften and solve conflicte among such different
sectors or agencies of the ruling class—acting as that
class’s executive committee.

But, under capitalism, it is not the gevernment which
basically inteégvates these conflicting intersst sectors into
a functioning system. It is not the government which
regulates the smooth functioning of the system as a
whole, at bottom. Capitalism is distinetive especially be-
cause of the fact that the most vital aspects of social
life, which depend on the economic setup, are regulated
basically by blindly operating forces-—the “blind” opet-
ation of the capitalist market and its profit motive. An
army caste may “take over the government” but—how-
ever important the changes this entails—this by no
means necessatily upsets the equilibrium of the capitalist
system (such a step may be beneficial to the capitalist
interests). The society is held together not by the inter-
ventien of the government, however important govern-
ment intervention may become to overcome painful de-
fects of the system; the society is still fundamentally
held together by the capitalists’ control over economie life,

There_is no such “cement” in the Stalinist system.

. The function of the market as the regulator of econgmic

life, the bagis of all life, is destroyed with the destryction
of capitalism. The Stalinist system requires a different
‘“‘ecement,” something else which plays that function.

It is net encugh to say simply that this function, in
the Stalinist system, is performed by _the bureaucracy.
As we have seen, here too there are differerit séefors of
the bureauecratic ruling class, as there are different see-
Yors of the capitalist ruling leass, Here too. conflicts of

. -interest can arise among these different sectors. And

what is there to dominate these conflicts in the interests
of the system, that is, to dmpose the ihiterests of- the
ruling expleiting class ag 8 whole over zl1?

Where, under capitalism, thiz is done in ‘the Tast
analysis by the “blind”™ operation of the capitalist eton-
omy, which imposes its will by setting Hmits to the free-
wheeling whims of any “irresponsibles,” under Stalinisin
this function can only be performed by 2 conscious or-
garism. It iz the distinetive role of the Stalinist state
“party.” "

Struggle in the Bureaucracy?

It is misleading, for example, to counterpose. the
“srmy bureaucracy’ to the party bureaucracy. One of

" the most important parts of the party bureauncracy is that

section of it which exists to control the army. It is mis-
leading to counterpose the “industrial managers” to the
party bureaucracy for the same reason. The “party” is
precisely that organism which exisis to contrel all of
these sectors of the bureaucracy from a single set of
levers. (The role of this party does not stop with the task
of control of the bureaveracy alone, but we can stop at
this point heére,)) :

What this spells out, from one point of view, is sim-
ply the mearning of totalitarionism in its state-structura?

.aspects. But what follows is that :at least half of the

current speculation about coming bureaueratic siruggles
iz talk up a spout.

“Unity of the party” in the mouths of Malenkoy,
Beria, Bulganin & Co. today is not the same sort of talk
that one heard after the GOP convention between the
Taftites and the Eisenhower supporters! The words are
the same, but the thought is too deceptively familiar.
These jittery bureaucrats are talking about something

“¢lge: the life and death of their system of exploitation.

The ‘army, the secret police, the industrial managers,

the kolkhoz bureaucracy, the bureaucrats of the repub- -

lics—these are the limbs of the ruling class. The force
which moves them is the skeleton within, the “party”-
which-is-not-a-party.

The successor to Stalin could only be one who con-
trolled the party. This iz -as sure and certain as it is
sure and certain that, in a Latin American military
dictatorship, the-successor to the dictator within the same
framewotrk can only be one who controls the army.

-This is ot a hindsight way of “proving,” after the
faet, that the accession of the man Malenkov was inevit-

“able. That does not follow. What does follow is that
ésay) Beria ecould have seized the reins only if he had-

een in a position fo seize the reins of the perty machin-

“ery first,

But thiz is not the way this matter .is widely dis-
gussed. It ig .often put as if Beria (to use the same ex-
ample) might have been able to make the grade by pitting
his “control” over the secret police against Malenkov's

control of the party; or as if one of the army generals .

might have been dble to pull a coup by pitting the army
against Malenkdv's party dominance. This is thinking
in terms of capitalist norms.

By the same token, it is likewise still a question of "~

- prefer to ease &p on. purgés

intra-bureaucratic struggle ‘whether Malenkov can be
unseated by = rival; nothing excludes that possibility.
But if this will take place, it will not be through. soms
dramatic coup; it ‘will be a process of infiltration to.
undermine Malenkov’s control of the apparatus, if that is’
possible for anyone,
_. But while Malenkov's victory was not inevitable, it has’
been guite obvious to all that his role in the hureaueracy
urider Stalin was what gave him the inside track.
Malenkov comes to power as the véry inchrnation of.
the Russian ruling class, the bureaucracy. Rarely in his-
tory has there been so close to a'one-to-ohe corréspotidence
between 2 class and its chesen leader, It is as if “histor'y
had bécome a cartoonist. L

The Neo-St¥alinist Bureaucrat

We are not referring merely or primarily ‘to his p,?er—
songl characteristics, which would do credit to Aa

Yourig’s stereotype of the bloated exploiter. Within this |
bureaucratic machine which sits on top of the Rassian
pyramid and apart from the people, a man emerges 0

the very summit who is virtually unknown to the people; o

who has made his way as a cog in the apparatus and
through the edgs in the apparatus. '

There can be doubt cast on the current journalistic
stereotype of Malenkov as the “machine-like” man with'
the "card-index” mind. The man may have more “ability

than that would indicate. But it is the ability of the

bureaucrati_c manipulator, “machine-like” or no. _
'[:his is a man, moreover, who is the first child of the

Stalinist system to take over, He has no real ties with

the revolution which- still perfitted Stalin to cover his

crimes with its tradition. He will no doubt continue to
manipulate the phrases -of “socialism,” which are tha’

contemporary Russian code-words for the contemporary
Russian reality, but they do not mean to him what they

mean to the Russian people, what they mean even fo.

1]

Western Stalinists in their own fashion—not even wha ,

they meant te Stalin, who was not himself a product of
Stalinism, [

The difference we have in mind was given with great '

. insight by Arthur Koestler in Darkness ot Noon ih his

portrait of the jailer Gletkin, the new Neanderthal ran
of the Stalinist éra who succeeded the Stalinized® “Old
Bolshevik” as head of the prison. The latter was & Stal-
inist too, Pes, whe rationalized the Stalinist horror as the
“historically necessary” path to socialism. Gletkin heetied
no rationalization. The Stalinist society in which he de«

-~

veloped and which formed him was not & path, it wes hiz:

world. '

Writers have been referring to this type as the “fiew
Soviet man.” This is false to the core. The type iz ﬁw‘t

-of the new-Stalinist buresucrat. 'Malenkov-Gletkin 18 thiz:

image of this type. ) _

This is important in connection with the fact that
the Stdlipist bureaucratic system, as it has develpped up
to now, ¢an by fio means be considéred 2s a “fnished”

‘phenomenion, Many of the Problems #boirt ‘the n',ati'i‘m of

-

this system (as we have pointed out'in the covrse of an

ISL resolution) exist béciuse fhe system itsélf has hot -

yet entirely answered them. It is a sociely which is.still
in the process of becoming. ‘And the coming to power of

the new Stalinist-born cadres, with no roots whatsdever |

in the past, will push it in the direction of furthier de-
veloping its own distinctive physioghomy, with less of
the excess baggage that was ihherited from Stalin’s
new socizl channels,

Edge of the Knife

This is in the longer run, as long as the Moscow' i

tyranny has a longer run. In the immeédiate future,-it s
quite likely that the new hands at the helm of power
will seék to idéntify themselves all the more closely with
the old formulas; just as, in the same immediate TUtiie,
it is not at all unlikely that the new set of masters may
and terrorism for a while,
as long as their problem is stil conselidation. ’
In the longer run, too, the present forces of .cohesion'
among the top rulers, which will tend to overcome per-

- sonal and cligue antagonisms In the intedeuts ‘of F8if-
. breservation, will also not be stable. The line ¢ devélgp-

ment points to an ever greater separation of the Siin-

task of distorting the tradition of the revolution into

mjts of the buresucracy from both the masses of padple |

below and even from the lower layers of the buledierhicy

. itself. The consequences in the trdip of the death of

Stdlin only reinforce the trends of this kind which the
Iast party congress had to take up, under the slogan
of “Closer ties with the-people!” The new Malenkov re-
gime (whether or not Malenkov himself ever sucGEds

in gathering in all of the Yeins of Stalin’s -persgnatl |

e

power, or whether he has to share it as simply the No, 1 °

man in a Directory) has only its bureaucratic levers.and
machinery in its task of consolidation; it.has n_é);ﬁmg' ing
of the distorted “idealism” of the generation which hdiped
Stalin.pnt through his colintér-revolution snd build the
new totalitarian society as its bridge to “socialism in.orie
country.” - T R ik 1
The very factors which push the new ‘men fo close
their ranks today, and to Warn dgainst “disarray ‘and
panic,” becguse it is a guestion of life and ,cf'éét:ﬁ!'_'go_i‘

them, because they sit on an inactive but live -voleano |

and kriow it—these vefy factors underline the knife- .

edge instability of the regime.

_ The fery fac':t., -which. we 'have emphasized, that the
integration of this society. can be accomplished -only-by }

a consciods organism, dependant on the inner wnity of a
totalitarisn biréaucratic machine, underlines the conse-

'\.:%'

o il W 2

guences ‘of ‘any real bresk in this mechanism. The mere | i h
faet of "Stalin’s death does not yet by itself constitiife-. ' 5

* 'such 4 Hreak. But the £d4r of “disarray and parnic” $hich | ::":‘I
it wis’enongh 1o produce does spesk in thunderous tofes | {'L
of the disintegrative potenitialities which. exist in_this hi 90
roonistrus ‘syster of terroristic. axploitation. ks &
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were In power or in opposition,
&s servants of the Russian ruling
class.

The defection of the Tito bu-
reaucracy in Yugosiavia, however,
“taught the Russian bureaucracy
. two very important Jessons. First,
it indicated to them the power of
the nationalist centrifugal drive
“in Stalinist countries. From this
- they drew the conclusions whieh
" have led to the repeated purges of
the bureaucracies of every East
Turopean satellite, and the instal-
fation of completely trustworthy
representatives of the Russian

- power in all these countries.

And secondly, they learned that
when dealing with countries
where the Stalinist movement has
won and consolidated its own
. power independently of the Rus-
-gigns they cannot take the same
approach as with the sateilites.

. This has major importance with
xegard to Chiva. Here their atti-
tude cannot be one of simply ex-
p!mtmg and manipulating the
- “peonomy and government in their
~ “pwn interests. The Chinese Stalin-
"1 Jsts, must be treated more nearly
"as partners, and must be bound
to- Russia by a careful cultivation
of the common interests and ob-
5 Jectwes of the two bureaucracies.
;Russia must seek to maintain her
“‘pre-eminert position with regard
40 China on. the basis of her in-
fustrial and military might. -
1IN THE SATELLITES

. The ded-h ot Stalln chonges noth-
hg n this picture. The Glelchs-
.-haltung of the satellite govern-
ments and bureaucracies will con-
¥inue. Every means wiil be used 4o
erush elements who might aspire

%o _an independent role. And in the

guse of China, a combination of
the mutugl Interests and-the ex-
fernal pressures on the Stafinist
" -empire can bg coutted on fo pre-
‘went any sevicus rifl from develop-
ntj. AH sections of the Russion bu-
requericy ore united in the pursuld
ot ‘these objectives, To. count on
anything else 1s to postulote the
most-extreme. irresponsibility verg-
g on insasMy of one or ancther
siratum of the Russian ruling class.
.. This -dees not mean, of conrse,
that the. solidity of the Stalinist
empire is assured for all time.
The desire of the various bureau-
eracies to gain some degree of in-
dependence as against their Ruos-
sian masters will remain a con-
gtant facfor, the importance of
which will grow or wane with the
fortunes and political strategies
of the Russian rulers. The other
. factor which can affect the solidity
af the empire is the dissatisfze-.
tion of the peoples who groan
noder-the yoke of Stalinism and

the double yoke of ‘national op-
pression in  the non-Russian
reaches of the empire,

Any political offensive against
Stalinism, to be successful, would
have to direct itself to these peo-
ples. Stalin’s death could offer an
opening to such an offensive to
the-extent that-it intrudes an ele-
ment of uncertainty into the
structure of the Russian bureau-
ciacy, and removes a symbol of
the unity and power of Stalinism
around which -the world Stalinist
movement has sought to rally the
loyalty and sympathy of their fol-
lowers.

But the Americon government is
totally incapable of seizing what-
ever advantage Stalin's death may
offer. The political content of
Amerlcan foreign policy is to offer
the peoples, not freedom and de-
mocracy. but a restoration of the
capitalist regimes which were
ousted by Stalinism. The emphasis
of American foreign policy, now

stronger under Dulles and Eisen-

hower than ever before, is to op-
ply o moximum of economic and

-militory pressure %o the Stalinist

empire in the hope that this will
be an adequote substitute for o
politically aHroctive policy.

U. 5. REACTION

One of the major reactions of
the Ametican government to
Stalin’s death was one of worry.
The papers have been full of offi-
cidl leaks from high governmrent
gources to the effect that after
all, Stalin” was one of the move
“moderate” of the Russian.rulers,
and’ that in any event, years of
experience with him had tanght
American policy - makers what
they could. expéet. With new per-
sonalities “coming to the top in
Russia, -things' might be even
worse, Although there was no sta-
bility in the celd war under Stal-
in, at least the limes of conflict
nnder which .t would be played
out were pratty well set. Under
Malenkov and the rest, who can

This is the characteristic reac:
tion of a ruling eclass which is
seeking not to revolutionize -the
world [fretdom and democracy
for al peoples), but to keep- the
werld Trom changing.

LABOR ACTISN has ofteri com-
mented on the fatal inclination of
the Americdn governmeht to- seek
to bolster exrstmg riling classes
everywhere in the world against
any internal or external change.
Even where Stalinism has not
been a factor, the architects of
Awmerican foreign policy have ip-
variably taken the side of the ex-
isting rulers, i.e., of stability, of
“law and order,” no matter how
despotic and reactionary the
“order,” in the secial struggles

The American press has been
fali of articles which attempt to
draw analogies for the present
situation in Russia from the
struggie for power which fol!owed
Lenin’s death in 1924,

The misleading results which
-sre achieved on this basis serve
as an illustration of the dangers
dnvelved .in attempting to inter-
pret history by arvalogy. In this
particelar case, the source of the

-error les in the fzilure of the

*“analysts” to understand that the
-glass relations involved in the two
€ages are entirely different.

" When Lenin died, the new bu-
sreautracy in Russia was in the
" process of consolidating itself snd
becoming the raling class of the
eountry. It was opposed by the
representatives of the workers
power which had been established
4n the October revolution of 1917,

_.:@‘ *Phe former had to overcome and

mash .the democratic tradition
gstablished by that wxevolution,
fhangh this tradition had already
‘been deeply impaired during the
&ivil war and the diffienlt years
whlch followed.

The struggie for power which.

lhﬂed in 1923, and lasted wntil
h- hst of the .old- Bolishevik lead-.

This Is Not 1924

ers had been murdered in the late

1930s. was a distorfed but yet o
very reol CLASS siruggle. In its

tourse, the new burkaucratic ruling '

tloss was ‘able fo destrey all ves-
tiges of the democeratic and social-
istic organizations and institutions
of the working class which had
been created during ond hefore
‘the revélution, and to replace them
with ‘the monolithic structure of
thoir own totailiarian role.

The present situation bears no
semblance to that one. Al the
bresent aspirants for the top po-

sttions of power belong to and .

‘represent ‘the ‘bureaucratic-cellee-
Hivist miling class, They are vom-
pletely united in oppesing any de-
mocracy for the workers and the
mass of the population, since
thejr position as a class can only
be preserved through autocratic
rule, Though this dees not exélude
‘palace intrigues and elique strug-
gles among the bureaucrats, it
places guch conflicts on a com-
pletely different plane. An ansl-

‘ogy with the earlier struggle

would only become meaningful if

such_ cligue. fights were to so de- -
moralize the  whole. ruling elass -
85 tos permit the masses to pour ..
- through the cracks in-their jrrwer -

and challenge their ruls,:- -

e T i e Wil o e T s g Bl b e

« similar.

which have swayed or rocked one
country after another in the non-
Stalinist world.

Hence the element of uncertamty
raised by Stalin's death is more
trightening $hon reassurlng 4o
many government leaders and pub-
licists. 1¥ the new rulers of Stalin-
ism should fall out among them-
selves, or should unite on some new
method of keeping the capitalist
world In turmoil, who can tell what
the consequences would be? To the
political representatives of the
only really stabie and powarful
caphtalist class in the world, sta-
bility, a situation In which every-
thing is "under control," is as bliss-
ful a vision af tan be imagined In
this hard and dificelt werld.

STRANGLED YOICE

This is particularly true when
the more intelligent among them
realize that due to internal cir-
cumstances in this country they

-are leest able, at this particular

moment, to faunch any kind of

ideological offensive against Stak--

inism as such, or against the Rus-
sian domination of the Stalinist
world.

At the moment of Stalin’s
death, when his erimes and those
of his suecessors could be con-
trasted most strikingly to the
ideals of freedom and eqguality
which animated the Russian revo-
lation and which have iaspired
masses of people who helped. or
willingly acquiesced in the-estab-
lishment of Stalinist rule in East~
ern Europe and China, the Voice
of"America—a. feeble voice even
before—is being purged  and de-
moralized by McCarthy.

Under the blows of the most
know.nothing section of the Re-
publican Party, all divisions of
the American propaganda ma-
chine are strapped into the strait-
jacket of counterposing to the
erimes of Stalmism oanly the glor-
ies of “Americanism,” which to
them means American chauvm-
ism.

PURGE HERE

The bureaucrats and peoples of

- the HHalinlst empire, o whom the

possibility of a new sweeply
prrge I now @ very real night-
mare, are treated fo the spectacle
of o purge golng on in this coon-

try. 14 Is nét the same thing, that

- Is true, But especially as reflected

through the Stalinis? prepaganda
machine, it does not look oo dis-
At least two men have
committed suicide under its threat,
and others are now standing wp
in cpen hearings, repudiating their
former ldeas in-self.abasing terms,
and groveling before the inquisi-
¥ori. Throughout the width. and
breadth of American political and
cultural life fear and its compan-
ions of conservotism and conform-
ity are getting the wpper hand.
What could America do to take
advantage of the wncertainty in

Stalinland which follows the death
of the chief tyrant? This govern-

. ment, with its social base and

‘comsequent  political approach,
knows of nothing to do except to

build up its military ferces and
apply the kind of external pres-
sure on Stalinism which tends to
consolidate it rather than disinte-
grate it

But there are forces in Ameri-
can society which could take ad-
vanigge of the situation. The pre-
requisite for their doing so is to
separate themselves politically
and ideologically from their alli-
ance with the American ruling
class and its parties.

HOW TO BEGIN

The potertialify was shewn by
Walter Reuther, president of the
CIQ, when he tecently proposed
theee measures by which America
could take the political initiative.
These were the passage of a fair
employment practices law with
real teeth in it; repeal of the Me-
Carran Act with its diserimina-
tory provisions against foreigners
and the foreign-bern; and ‘‘ag-
gressive action to stop the grow-
ing campaign of fear, hatred and
hysteria that under the guise of

defending freedom in the worid _

would strangle freedom in Amer-
i‘ca-”

These would be the kind of do-
mestic messures which could loy
the base in octions for support of
the struggle for freedom and de-
mocracy of the oppressed peoples
of the world on both sides of the
Iron Curtain, 1t would only be
beginning. But such a truly demo-
cratic offensive wiil not and caenot

be accomplished by any American '

government which is controlled by
the ¥wa existing capitalist pariies,
And Reuther fails to call for the
erganization of a prew party which
could take ''aggressive’ action"
against +he witchhant and in the
interest of fhe people. Yet it is
along such lines that the beginnings
must be made not only for the
purpese of chonging the relation
of forces in America, bat for the
purpose of chenging them $hrough-
out the world.

The death of Stalin introduces
an element of uncertainty in the
cold war, as it does in the struc-
ture of Russia's ruling class. At
best, we can delimit the area with-

“in ‘whieh the uncertainty js liely

to bhave efective impact. But
nothing reveals the helplassness
of the American government to
deal politically with the Stalinist
world more cleariy than the
emerging idea that, after all, Stal-
in was a souTrce of “moderatmn”
and “stability” in the world
struggle,

In Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for sociolist democracy and
agoinst the two sysfems of ex-
ploitetion which now divide the
world: capitalism and Statinism,

Capiatism canoét be reformed
or liberaiixed, by any Fair Deal or -
other deal, so as Yo give the peo.
ple freedom, abundonee, secarity
or peace. it must be abelished and
repiaced by a new social sys!-enr.
in which the people own and cof-
trol the basic sectars of the econs
omy, democraticalty confroliing
their own sconomic and poliﬂ:ui
destinies,

Stalinism, In Russia and wherever
it holds power, is a brutal totall
tarienism—a new form of exploita.
tion. s agents in every coumiry,
the Communist Parties, are unres
lenting enemies of socislism and
have nothing in common with soe
clalism—which canmot exist with«
out effective demo:ruﬁcv controf
by the people. 3

These fwo camps of c@ihlisﬂ
aad Stalinism ore foday _nt each
other's thronts in o worilwide
imperiafist rivairy for domination,
This struggle can only lealF fo the
mos? frightfe! war in history seo
long as the people leave the capl-
tallst ond Stolinist refers in power,
Indepeadent Socialism. stands for’
building ond strengthening the
Third Comp of the people cgalnst
both war bloes.

The ISL, as o Marxist movemen!.
teoks 4o the working class and iy
even-pmea& struggle as the basic
progressive force in socliefy. Tha
ISL Is organized fo spread the
ideas of sociafism in the labor
movement and omong ali - other
sections of the people.

At the same #ime, ludepeudent
Socialists participate ‘acHvely in
evory. stroggie to betteor the peos
pla's o} now—soeh as-the fight for
higber living standords, against Jim
Crow ond ant-Semitism, in defenss
of civil Hbertles ond fhe trode.
nlonl movement. We seek to join
togetber with aft other mifitanfs in
the labor movement us a left force
working for - the fermation of an
independent labor party and ofher
progressive policies, _

The fight for democracy ard Hu

* fight for seciclistn ore inseparable,

There can be.no losiing and gepn-
Ine democracy withest sociollsm,
and there can be no socialism with-
out demosrecy. To ‘earoll undar
s bouser, lain the Independent
Seclullst League!

INTERESTED? Get Acquainted -~

INDEPENDENT SOCIALIST LEAGUE -~
114 West 14 Street, New York 11, N Y.

3 I -want more information about the ideas of Inde-
pendent Socialism and the ISL.

O I want_to join the ISL.

oF x

o \
You're Invifed

to -speak your mind in the letter

esolwmn of LA, Our policy 2 te

" -publisk Tetters of general political

interest, regurdises of viewa,

Keop them 10 500 words, P

"THE FIGHT
FOR SOCIALISM
by
MAX SHACHTMAN
A Basic Primer! -
8100

LABOR ACTION

The Indepesdent Soclalis? Weekly
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