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REVOLUTION IN THE RUSSIAN EMPIRE:

For Socialist Freedom and Democracy

By GORDON HASKELL

The program of the anti-Communist revolution in Eastern Europe
can be summed up in one word: democracy. And its content can be
summed up in one phrase: democeratic socialism.

Today this can be asserted not as a hypothesis, a theory or a hope,
but as a fact demonstrated and confirmed by every one of the great revo-
lutionary movements which have challenged the rule of the Stalinist

bureaucracy for the past decade
and a half.

* The TUkrainian revolutionary

movement fought both Hitler and.

Stalin during the '40s under the
slogans of a self-determination and
democracy. The East German workers
rose in 1953 for an end to Russian rule,
and for democracy. These were the fun-
damental demands of the great revolu-
tions in both Poland and Hungary in
1956.

And by democracy these movements
have unmistakably meant the fullest po-
litical, social and economic rvights and
freedoms for all, based on the socializa-
tion of the state-owned means of produc-
tion, and on the right of association of
workers, farmers and all other groups
in gsociety freed from state or state-party
control. In short, not just democracy in
general, but democratic socialism.

This is a foct of the greatest signifi-
cance for our times. For it highlights a
#ruth which has tended to become ob-
scured by the cold-war struggle between
the two great war blocs led by Russia and
the United States, in which the issue seems
o be: capitalism or Communism. This

#ruth is that os-o-soclal system, copitalism

no-longer has the vitality to appesr as-an
alternative to the peoples whe are strug-
gling for freedom from Stalinism.

True; the:propagandists of Commu-
nism-have tried. to make it appear that
in- Hungary, and even in Poland, the old
social order is seeking to re-establish it-

gelf under: the.disguise of democratic.

slogans. But -despite  all their-talk about
the “fasecists” in the Humgarian revelu-
tion, they have te this day not produced
one iota of evidence to-point to any sig-
nificant participation, let alone real influ-
ence, of any pro-capitalist elements in
the revolution.

NO ROAD BACK

In countries like Hungary and Poland,
with their large numbers of ‘peasants, the
demand has been raised for the rights.of
peasants to own their own land. This de-
mand is raised as against the oppressive
super-statification imposed on the peas-
antry by the Communist regimes. In the
context of the struggle against the new
bureancratie elass which has arrogated
all power and “ownership” to itself in
fhese countries, it is a perfectly legiti-
mate, demecratic demand, and in no way
contradicts the struggle for democratie
socialism. And above all, it has nowhere
and in no way been-linked with a demand
for a restoration of the property rights

either of large landowners or industrial-
ists,

One of the most telling proofs of the
gocialist character of the program of the
anti-Stalinist revolution is precisely the
repudiation by leaders of peasant parties
in both Hungary and Poland of any pro-
«ram leading io the restoration of the old
arder. In Hungary, leaders of the Small-
holders Party told foreign correspond-
ents, in the midst of the revolutionary
upsurge, not to listen to the voices from
abroad of émigrés who spoke in the lan-
cuage of a return to the old regime
Their revolutiom, they said, 18 compro-
mised, not aided, by the attempt of such
people to appeal to it or to speak its
name.

As a matter of fact, to the extent that
zocial forces smacking of the old capital-
ist order have found their voices in the
turmoil of the Polish and Hungarian
revolutions, they have appeared not so
much as part of the revelutionary de-
mocracy, but as an element seeking to
promote their own interests in alliance
with the bureaucracy. This was most
strikingly the ¢mse with the Catholic
Chureh hierarchy in Poland.

THE RULERS FEAR DEMOCRACY

The pregram and charocter of the anti-
Communist revolution in Eost Europe is
determined, on the one hand, by the needs
and aspirations of the warkers, farmers
and intellectucls whe have led and in-
spired if, and by the charocter of the re-

-gime ogainst- which they are revolting.
Unless this is understood, the real mean-.
.ing, for todoy and for the future, of this

revolution; which Is o continuing process,
can be completely misunderstood.

The basie characteristies of the Com-
munism. against which the revolution in
Eastern Europe are directed are these:
bureaucratic state ownership, control
and direction of ail means of production
and exchange; control and direction by
the party-state-industrial bureaucracy-
of all economie, social and political forms
of activity; ruthless suppression of all
independence from as well as opposition
to the party which acts as the executive
committee of the bureaucracy as a
whole: monopoly contro] by the party-
state bureaucracy over all forms of edu-
cation, public expression, culture and the
like.

In short, except when shaken by the
disaffection and struoggle of the people,
it.is & sotalitarian society controlled by
a small minority- of bureaucrats.

This totalitarian society, however, had

been created as a result of the complete
destruction of the capitalist social order
which had preceded it in Eastern Europe.
Unlike fascism, which is a totalitarian
system based on the continuation of capi-
talist Property forms and relations, Rus-
gian Communism and its satellite re-
gimes had destroyed capitalism root and
branch,

In Russia, eapitalism had been origi-
nally overturned by a workers' revelu-
tion which sought to lay the foundations
of a socialist society., Due to the back-
wardness of the country-and the failure
of the working class in Western Europe
to come to the aid of the struggling So-
viet regime, the power was -gradually
wrested from the hands of the working
¢lass by the rising new bureaucracy un-
der Stalin. which eventually stifled =all
democracy, exterminated all opposition,
and gathered into its hands the political
and hence the economic control of the
country.

in Eastern Europe, this bureaucracy,
now fully developed and differentiated in
Russia a8 a new ruling class, imposed its
form of statified, bureaucratized society.
Tt destroved capitalist relations and rule
only to impose its own rule and that of
puppet regimes ereated in its own image,
in their stead.

This bureaucracy rules mot by virtue
of the vprivate ownership of land or
means of production by individual bu-
reaucrats. It rules, rather, through its
collective monopoly of political power
which, in 2 state-owned economy gives it
monopoly of economic power as well.
Thus the bureaucracy recognizes very
clearly that the establishment of democ-
racy in “their” society means the end of
their rule.

PROGRAM OF REVOLT

The Polish and Hungarian revelutions
have now made it clear that this is else
recognized by the workers wha live under
the bureaucratic yoke. After ten years of
Communist rule in Eostern Ewrope. they
bave seen through the fraud which claims
that the rule of the Communist Party ond
of the party-state-industrial bureascracy
is really the rule of the workers or of the
“people.” That is why, both in Hungary
and Polond though the ferment first be-
came most noticeable among the students
and intellectusis, the workers gave the
revolution its reol mass, backbone and
drive.

The program of the anti-Communist
revolution has so far reached its fullest
expression and development in Hungary
because it was there that the bureaun-
eracy oSt all control over the revolution-
ary process. Here are the most vital
portions of the 16-point program pre-
sented to mass meetings in Budapest on
October 23 which triggered off the revo-
Tution :

“Revision. of Hungary's relations with
the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia to es-
tablish complete economic and political

equality and non-interference in each
athers" affairs.

“The ealling of a Communist Party
congress to elect a new leadership.

“4 reshuffling of the government with
Nagy as leader.

“A seeret general election with more
than one party.

“The reorganization of Hungary's
economy based on her actual national
resources.

“Revision of the -workers’ output
norms and recognition of the workers'
right to strike.

*“Revision of the svstem of compulsory
farm collections.

.“Bguoal rights for individual farmers
and members of farm cooperatives.

“Complete freedom of speech and of
the press.

“Revision of all political trials.

“Release of all politieal prisoners, in-
eluding thése who are still held in the
Soviet Union."”

FIRM FOR SOCIALISM

I+ would be possible fo fill this whole
page with quototions frem the leafiets,
programs, newspopers ond radic broad-
casts of the Pelish and Hungorian revolu-
tions which proclaim demeocrotic socialism
as their goal and full democracy in every
sphere of life as their pregram.

Here are just o féw rondom examples
from Hungary:

Appeal of the Revoiutionary Univer-
sity Students Committee, October 31:

“We want neither Stalinism nor capi-
talism, We want a trul® demoeratic and
truly Socialist Hungary, completely in-
dependent from -any other country.”

Speech by Ferenc Farkas, national sec-
retary of the National Peasant Party,
November &:

“The government will retain from the
Socialist achievements and results every-
thing which can be, and must be, used in
a free, democratic and =zocialist country,
in accordance -with the wishes of the
people.”

Resolution adopted by the Workers
Councils of the 11th District of Buda-
pest, November 12:

Point One “We wish to emphasize that
the revolutionary working class consid-
ers the factories and the land the prop-
erty of the working people.”

And so it went. Quotation could be
piled on guotation. But even more impor-
tant than what the reveolution in Hun-
gary said was what they did,

The workers, students and peasants pro-
ceeded from the first days of the revolu-
tion to establish their own democratic
councils, completely free ond independent
ef government or porty conirol. These
councils sought to toke over the political
and economic administrotion of the coun-
try on the basis of demeccrocy, i

_Even though the Hungarian Revolu-
tion was permitted to develop freely for
only a few days befere HRussian tanks

IContinued on page 4)
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LABOR ACTION

A Lesson of the -Refolétion b e on e

The Working Class vs.
The Totalitarian Myth

8y MAX MARTIN

The Hungarian Revolution, temporarily de-
feated by Russian military force, has nonethe-

less already accomplished outstanding wonders.
and recorded magnificent victories, and that by

virtue of its occurrence alone. ; .

It has dealt shattering blows to Stalinist bar-
barism as a world system, erecting a mighty barrier to
Russian and international Stalinist aspirations to glo-
bal domination.

It has produced important ideological repercussions,
indeed  a veritable revolution in the realm of ideas,
which has begun to reflect itself materially among all
social classes and forces, and-which in the future will
do so on an even vaster scale.

First and foremost, the struggle of the Humgarian
people for democracy aid-svcialism hus viﬁ:fq!ty_:!e:-
stroyed the myth of Russian and fotalitarian invinei-
bility.

The significance of this resulf can best be comprehend-
ed by contrasting the oppeoranceé of Stalinism foday with
#he picture it presented some few yedrs go.

Russia was completing its construction of a new em-
pire in Eastern Europe then, doing so at a time when
tHé old empires were going under. A Russian grab for
all of Europe seemed possible and, in the eyes of some,
likély. Mass Communist Parties grew in Western Eu-
rope; the hold of Stalinist ideology on millions of work-
ers ‘seeméd secure. Likewise, the complete triumph of
Stalinism over the Asian masses appeared a distinct
possibility,

Capitalism on a world scale showed itself to be on
the decline and the working-class strugele for socialist
démocracy seemed impotent, while Stalinism grew in
power and influence.

In these circumgtances, gloom about the future of
democracy and socialism was widespread. Stalinism
appeared to be stable and permanent. Many people came
to believe that history held “1984" in store for hu-
manity.

But the workers of Csepel, the students of Budapesi
Universify, the intellectuals of the Petofi Circle, the whole
oppressed Hungarian nation, has risen to put an end to
all that.

The poisonous myth of Stalinist invincibility has dur-
ing the past period wreaked havoe in the socialist and
labor movements, causing many to desert the struggle
for socialism. The mass socialist and labor parties of
Western Europe have lined themselves up behind capi-
talist imperialism, in good part, on the hasis of the
rationale that only NATO and the H-bomb could pre-
vent the triumph of the Stalinist danger to Humahity.
In this country, the unions support Washington's bi-

partizsan reactionary foreign policy and do not ctunter-"

pose to it the alternative of a genuinely deémocratic
and progressive international program.

But mow, since Hungary, an independent working-
<lass Te becomes possible.

EXPLODED THEORY .
Behind the pessimist myth lay this thought: The peo-
. ple living under Malinism can do nothing to liberate
themselves: totalitarianism is internally -indestructible.
Under ite brutal sway no opposition can mantfest itself
and- né organization for its overtherw can take plece.
Above «ll, the working-class fight for secialist emanci-
pation is precluded. Moreover, the Stalinist monolith
hoae o dynomism whose onslanght cannot be resisted by
the peoples not yet ite captives. Only the military might
of the West can prevént-the enslavement of the world,
and it alone retaing the possibility of promising even-
tunl liberation for the peoples alveady under the heel of
Stalinism. S
Ore intellectual expression of these moods was to be
found in Hannah Arendt's theories of totalitarianism.
In Arendt's view, the rise of totalitarianism puts an

end to the divisions of society into antagonistic social

classes with their clashing social interests. The motor
forces for socizl change and development present in
non-totalitarian soeiety disappear, as the class struc-
ture of society is replaced by an atomized, structureless,
declassed, irrationally manipulated mass of people. This
mass, the theory runs, is composed of innumerable frag-
ments incapable of social cohesion and therefore com-
pletely unable to revolt.

" For Arendt, modern totalitarianism has outmoded
“the ‘classical Marxist analysis of social and political
structure, One's economic position or one's relationship
to others in the process of production loses most or all
relevance to one’s role in society. Thus there can be no
common interest based on clags position, nor any con-
sciousness of that common interest, leading to solidarity.
and cohesion, nor’can thére be rational political godls

as'the ends of group action. Society is eomposed-of a-
- rulinig‘éfite and an. amorphous mass of individuals; the -
T ynkke 15 either in a".st.itei’of mmq‘ne-ﬂ‘m

‘i~ formism or Hopeless dépression. . . 1 i

After Hungary, it is hard fo vemember that Arendt’s
The Oviging of Totalitarianism was much-admired some
five years ago; that her theories were regarded as:the
latest word in sociological sagacity, much superior to
the outdated class analysis of Marxism still retained by
a few “socialist dreamers.”

For the Hungarian® Revolution, like the October Days

in Poland, conformed mnot to the discoveries of Arendd

but precisely to the Marxion ond soclalist anclysis of
Stalinism.

HUNGARIAN PATTERN

On October 21 and 22 student groups met in Buda-
pest and adopted a political program expressing their
demands on the regime: not mobs of isolated individu-
als, but cohesive dssemblages of persons belonging to' a
soeial group, and conscious of ' their common needs.

They called for an end to restrictions on theii intel-
lectual and academic life, and simultaneously developed
a program in the interests of the entire nation, in keep-
ing with their status as students and intellectuals:
withdrawal of Russiantroops,-for free- elections, for
the right to strike, for revision of the workers' produc-
tion -norms, for revision of ‘compulsory collective farm
collections, ete.

Thev organized demonstrations for the next day,
sending delegations to the factories to achieve unity
with the workers. The workers of Cgepel went on the
offensive; they proceeded to the army barracks, camé to
an agreement with the soldiers, and obtained arms from
them. }

Everywhere there was disciplined cohesive action;
organization sprang up; programs were formulated in

terms of class interest and expressed the rational po- .

litical goals of the different e¢lasses and groups and of
the nation as a whole. -

The very institutions created by the totalitarian se-
ciety and regime, which, according to the dim view of
those who regard Stalinism as the "wave of the future,”
will mere or less eternally monipulate the “irrational
mass,”” became the arenas in which the revolution was
organized ond prepared for—including the ruling Com-
munist Party itself. It was proved that behind the fotali-
tarian fagade, beneath the monolithic veneer, social con-
fiict ond class struggle go on, expressing themselves in
whatever structures and organizations exist.

Moreover, once the revolution was successful—as it
was daring the tragically few days from October 28 to
November 4 in° Hungary—soeial and political life flow-
ered again. Clags, social group, party, foection: all of
the old divisions and organizations in society, whose

- -elimination totalitarianism was supposed to have ac-

complished long ago, reappeared, vigorous and flourish-
ing, The old Social-Democratic Party was reorganized;
likewise the peasant parties, and many others. Mass
meetings were held, newspapers founded, debate and
discussion took place, )

Social and political life reassured itself, proving that
it had existed all the time; obscured by the totalitarian
structure of the state and society perhaps, but existing
nevertheless; for the totalitarian Stalinist society is.a
class society—different from other clazs societies, of
course, from capitalism for example—but sharing with
other class societies that which is common to all ex-
ploitive, class-based systems of social production and
organization. _

One thing which is common is the erucial fact that
the conditions of existence for the masges in an ex-
ploitive, disharmonious, e¢lass-vidden society cause the
oppressed to struggle against those very conditions. of
existence, and create the méans whereby such struggle
can oceur, And in our day the inevitable tendency of
such struggle iz toward the ereation of that harmoni-
ous society in which all elasses, class distinctions, class
division and the exploitation of man by man will dis-
appear: socialism.

ROLE OF THE WORKERS

But if the Hungarian Revolution has struck shatter-
ing blows at the myth of fotalitarian invineibility and
confirmed the Marxist analysis of Stalinism as a class
society in general, it has alzo demonstrated onee again
the soctalist view of the key vole of the working eloss
in the struggle againgt all oppreseion and ag the bearer
of the socialist emancipation of society. The Hungarian
workers have made c¢lear that they, and they alone, ecan
lead all of the oppressed in the fight to establish social-
ist demoeracy, and that it is in reality possible for them
to do so0.

The socialist assessment of the role of the workers,
it must be borne in mind, bases itself not-on some “re-
lizious worship” of workers, nor on the idea that work-
ing people as individuals contain some inherent superior
virtues lacked by others; as both ignorant and malicious
crifics .of ‘Marxism “explain;” buf-on the objective facts
of working-class life: " mp
An mbdérn: sodiéty, whether capitalist or buredacratic-

collectivist,” fhey' are” the chief victims of dMuri oppras-
e eslony The' eircumstances T whith: they- five’ force them o

-

combat this oppression.” They constitute a basic urban:
class in societies where cHies are the centers of social
and political life and power; the very precess of capi-
talist or bureaucratic-collectivist production orgonizes
them in the factories, producing social cohesion ond seli=
darity among them. As o result of the modern production
process huge masses of workers can be mobilized gquickly;
their rofé in preduction enables them to paralyze society
at will, and also to toke command of society at will. In
the advanced industriclizted notions which dominate the
world they represent the clear and overwhelming major-
ity of the population; and finally, the realization of their
aspirations does not require the establishment of a new
ruling class and a new tyranny, but on the contrary, ic
directed toward the obolifion of all cluss eppression and
all fyremny.

The students of Budapest who began the Hungarian
Revolution knew this, as'their action in-reaching out
for contact and unity with the working people, the
voung workers in particular, conclusively showed. As
a result of the systematic selection imposed by the re-
gime itself, the students were overwhelmingly working-
class in parentage, themselves. They realized — with
what exact degree of theoretical clarity it is not of
course possible to know—that while they might formu-
late the revolution’s program and might even initiate
the actual uprising, the working men and women would
have to provide the bulk of the combat forces, and act
as the main organizer and leader of the struggle.

Tireir expectations were not disappointed: the re-
sponse of the workers proved them and the theories of
scientific Focialism right.

- In"Poland the workers, armed and. in pessession of
the factories, won Gomulka his victory, administered a
defeat to the Natolin pro-Russian faction of the Com-
mumist Party, and eonvinced the Russians not to inter-
vene. Tn- Hungary, the working' masses, organized in
their class organizations, the néwly formed Workers’
Couneils, accounted for the bulk of the actusl military
strugele in the streets, in the October 24-28 period
which was ended by the withdrawal of Russian troops
from - Budapest and the capitulation of Nagy to the
revolution, and also during the week following the
November 4 reintervention of the Russian army.

To back up the actual military operations, the work-
ers in Budapest declared a general strike, and were fol-
lowed in this by the workers in all other indnstrial
centers of the country. Their strike action paralyzed all
social life in the country, proved that the Kadar regime
could not last for a single moment without the presence
of Russian tanks, and, before the zecond Russian at-
‘tack, made the revolution master of Hungary. And even
after the-Russians had reimposed their military rule in
the middle of November, the workers continued the gen-
eral strike for weeks and weeks, in a tremendous 'giis-
play of heroism, solidarity and determination to fight
gg:ains_t the anti-working-class dictatorship which Stal-
mnism s,

THE FACE OF THE FUTURE

As in all revolutions in medern times, the workers cre-
ated councils as their organs of struggle during the revo-
lution. In “Red" Csepel, near Budapest; in Miskole, heart
of the mining region of Borsod: in Debrecren, Szeqed,
Gyor, Magyarovar; in every industrial center of Hungary,
Workers Councils were organized, These bodies, under the
democratic contol of the workers themselves, rooted in
the sites of working-class life—the points of production
—at once became the leaders of military struggle and of
social life, in cooperation with the other organized reve-
lutionary faorces.

They organized the demonstrations apgainst the re-
gime and fought against the Russian troops in the early
part of the revolution and led the resistance to the
reimposition of Russian military rule later on. They, to-
gethér with the representatives of the students, sol-

- diers and new political parties, maintained order in the

cities, and earried out all necessary social functions.

They arranged for contact with the peasantry and
the feeding of the city populations. They organized and
f:onduclbed produétion in the factories on the days and
in the places where the decision was to work, and pre-
vented it where and when the decision was t6 strike. In
se doing, they demonstrated the socialist view that the
workers, and they alone, are the class essential for the
production of the necessities of life, and that the “serv-
ices” of yuling clasSes can be dispensed with. - i

Both in deed and in word—the latter in the form of
the countless manifestos, proclamations and programs
adopted and published or brogdcust by the various
Workers Councils, Revolutionary Committees, ete.—
!;hey explicitly announced their intention of sesing to
it that these class organs of the working people not only
organized the revolution against Stalinism but remain-
ed on afterwards, hoth as instruments of workers’ con-
trol in the factories and as organs of working-class
leadership in the democratic rule by the people which
would result from the revolution.

The Hungarian Revolution proved that socialist free-
dom, not “1984," is the wave of the future,

BOOKS ARE WEAPONS

The Communist Party at the Crossroads,
by H. W. Benson .........

The New Course, & The Struggle for the New Course,
by Leon Trotsky and Max Shachtman ............1.50
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- ' No Mllusions About ‘Democratization’

Reform or Revolution
In East Europe?

. By SAM TAYLOR

A totalitarian or despotic society is one in the midst of a deep-
seatéed social crisis. Totalitarianism is needed when it is impossible to

- rule with the consent of the people.

While such a regime presents a picture of monglithic unity, beneath
the surface are the severest conflicts and suppressed class struggles. Or

else why the need for repression?

But to rule in this manner is ex-
tremely expensive in the social
sense. It necessitates a tremendous

__bureaucratic apparatus which is at
best a drain upon the economy; it
is an expensive way to run the af-
fairs of the society and in the case of
Stalinism which also runs the economy,
it has proved to invelve fantastic waste
and meﬁc;ency

While Nazi totalitarianism grew up on
the basis of a decaying capitalizsm, the

' Stalinist bureaucracy grew out of the
degeneration of the Russian revelution.
1t was the manifestation of the degener-
ation as well as one of the contributing
causes of the degeneration, Given the
isolation of the Russian Revolution after
the failure of the socialist revolutions in
anv one of the advanced industrial nau-
tions in Western Europe, and the sociai
exhaustion of Russia itself after the long
vears of the civil war, the stage was set
for the vietory of the Stalinist bureaue-
racy under the slogan of “building social-
ism in one country.”

But to industrialize Russia, given the
narrow economic base which was the
heritaze of the Russian working class,
would have been difficult on a capitalist
basis. To attempt to do it in this Russia
on a gocialist basis was impossible. Once
the hothouse rate of industrialization
was decided upon, it was inevitable that
extreme measures. of repression were
needed ine order to squeeze the surplus
production out of the working class and
the peasaniry and to put it inte building
industry.

The frenzied ottempt to industrialize
meant suppression of the living standards

" of the Russian pecple. And to suppress the
economic well-being of the people meant
thot the Stalinist bureaucracy has to sup-
gress their right to protest or to advecate
a different policy.

The political consequences of this pol-
jcy are well documented and acknowl-
edr:ed They were verified by the highest
authority in Khrushchev’s revelations at
the 20th Party Congress. Russia is a to-
talitarian society based on collective
property where. all democratic rights
have heen suppressed, "It was governed
:by the methods of an oriental despotism
rather than of a modern civilized so-
ciety," now admit the edifors of the mag-

azine Monthly Review.

'SCARCITY AND BUREAUCRACY

14 the couse of the bureacucracy’s rule is
_to be found in the economic backwardness
_and general scarcity, ond exacerbated by
+he drive to accumulate the means of pro-
duction, then what-happens once the Rus-

sian econamy rises to a higher level?
What is the jocipl “jastification” of the
‘buresucracy once there is the basis for o
more equitoble or equalitarian distribution
"of the still scarce; although more plentiful,
'cenmphun goods? .

. Now. . that Russia has passed through
the first stazes of industrialization, to
:the -point “where it is the second most
,Imuerful industrial nation, should not
.the bureaucratic privileges and soeial
_differences which grew out of the Yess
industrialized society now prove to be
superfluous and even a barrier to fur-
thetr economic advancement?

Considering the existence of the Stal-

inist bureaucracy in this way, a whole
-school of thought has arisen, best typified
by Isaac Deutscher,-which proclaims that
“de-Stalinization . has become a social
_necessity,” But.they also mmintain more
-than -this: they maintain. that the bu-
reaucracy itself recogmizes the conflict
tetween theold Stalimist method of rule

and the actual and potential needs of the
Russian economy, and that the bureau-
racy itself is capable of “an astonishing-
Iy intense reformist initiative” and of
abolishing the Stalinist political super-

i structure. This means introducing social-

ist demwcracy if it is to have any mean-
ing at all

It is not a question whether the socio-
legical generalizations obout the relation-
ship of indusirialization and secial prog-
ress are true. For the most part they are,
but one does not outomatically follow
from the other.

At issue is the dynamic of the unrest
and ‘“reforms.” Those, like Deutscher,
who are for “reform fronr above” see the
dynamic in the bureaucracy: Khrush-
chev understands the contradiction im
Stalinism and he is trying to dismantle

the Stalinist system itself. But the ac-

tions of the Stalinist bureaucracy in re-
ality, are the Yeactions to the pressures
from below, from the Russian and satel-
lite peoples and even from the ranks of
the lower sections of the bureaucracy.
Khrushehev is reacting to the rising dis-
content — East Berlin, Vorkuta, Tiflis,
Poznan, Hungary and the student unrest
in Russia itself—in an attempt to head
it off by a series of “reforms,” while at
the same time preserving the Stalinist
totalitarian system.

SELF-REFORM?

The question is not whether the Stalin-
ist bureaueracy can curb some of the ex-
cesses of Stalin’s despotic rule, for there
is no theoretical or practical reason why
it cannot, and 10 a certain extent it has
done so. It is mot even a question of
whether a ruling class, even a totali-
tarian one, can give up some of its privi-
leges in order to preserve the bases of its
own rule. Nor is it merely a guestion of
whether certain “reforms” can be intro-
duced. The Titoist bureaucracy in Yugo-
slavia has gone a long way toward dem-
onstrating that many “reforms” can be
introduced.

At issue is whether the Stolinist ruling
bureaucracy. whether or not it is desig-
nated a ruling class, can dismantle its own
rule and . introduce democracy in'the real
sense of free speech, free press, the right
to form political erganizations of the peo-
ple's own chesing such as political parties
and free trade unions.

If genuine democracy is not achieved,
or at least-a significant and real start
made toward achieving it, then there can

‘be no guestion but that the essentials of

the old system remain. Here again the
Tito example is instructive since almost
everyone sgrees that there- are indeed
differences between the Yugoslav sand
Russian regimes.

In Yugoslavia there were no--bleody’

and extensive purge trials such as the
Moscow trials of the 1930s, ne bloody

Adorced collectivization of agriculture, no

increasingly - dracomic. labor laws, no
slave-labor camps on the scale of the
Russian camps.-And yet the social system
of the two eountries is the same—Dhureau-
cratie colleetivism—and the political re-
gimes are totalitarian.

A few years ago in radical and social-
ist circles it was fashionable to point to
the “liberalization” and “reforms”. of the
Tite regime as Tito took steps or made

gestures toward rpmoving or modifying .

many of the most objectionable features
of the regime in the course of the life-
and-death ‘struggle with -Russia. It was
an attempt to win ‘- mass support as
against Moscow’s pressure and to stabi-

-lize the bureaucracy’s rule. But on the

decisive . and all-important eriterion of
political demecracy—the right to politi-
cal dissent—no concessions were made.

No oppositional political parties could

be formed and no oppositional voice was’

permitted in the party and the bureaue-
racy continues to rule supreme. If there
was any question of this, then the arrest

and imprisonment of Milovan Djilas for.

merely writing an article {which did not
even appear in Yugoslavia but only in a
foreign magazine) should have settled it.

This then is the. limit of "reforms! or
"liberalization” under o .Stalinist regime:
nothing will be permitted which challenges
the political, and therefore sccial, rule of -
the totalitarion bureasucraocy.

By Stalinism is meant a social system,
and not merely psrtu:u!al characteristics
and “aherrations” embodied by Stalin as
an individual. Khrushehey, in his-now fa-
mous speech, pointed to all the particular
excesses of Stalin's’ personal dictatorial
rule, even over the bureaucracy ijtself,
which the bureaucracy as a whole found -
to be a deterrent to its rule and to the
personal security of the bureaucrats
themselves. Titoism is the living exam-
ple that many of the excesses can be
eliminated without changing the nature
of the social system,

The specific characteristic of this bu-
reaucracy ‘as differentiated from the fis-
eist bureaucracy ig that its rule is baged
on state (nationalized) property. In a
society where the means of production
are nationalized, that eroup which has
political power (which “owns” the state)
has social power, and this determines the
zocial relations. Under Stalinism, this
group is the bureaucracy and not the
working eclass. Its social power, the
means whereby it continues to occupy its
position of privilege and power, rests up-
on its monopoly of political power. Any-
thing which shifts political power from
the hands of the bureaucracy to the peo-
ple, ie., introduces-democracy, under-
mines the social power and existence of
the bureaucracy as the ruling group.

Democracy is a life-and-death issue for
the Stalinist bureaucracy; The iren Jaw of
this bureaucracy is that its rule depends
on the obsence of democracy. Therefore
any real democratic reform does not mean
merely a political change but involves se-
cio-economic changes; se that the esfab-
lishment of political democracy in Russia,
far from being merely a desirable but dis-
pensable embellishment to "socialism," ac-
tually means a basic shift in social power
from the bureaucracy to the working class
—+that is, o secial revolution.

WHAT TO EXPECT

If those wha speak freely ahout “demo-
cratization” and “reforms” in Russia do

. not understand this fundamental faet, it

is not lost on the Stalinist bureaucracy.
Within several weeks after the 20th Con-
gress, the Russian press began to de-
nounee the “rotten elements" who were
going outside of the bounds of construc-
tive eriticism. An editorial in Prevda on

July 6 attempted to put the lid down on

the discussion which followed the down-
grading of Stalin: “As for our country,
the Communist Party has been and will
be the only master of the minds, and
thoughts, the spokesman, leader and or-
ganizer of the people in their entirve
struggle for communism.”

Another voice which spoke out in sup-
port of the Deutscherite theory of “re-
form from above” was the Monthkly Re-
view. But the Sweezyites, who are firm
ideolagical Stalinists and never pretend-
ad to believe in the basic need for democ-
racy under socialism, caution their read-
ers not to go overboard:

‘... at this stage of the game we would
be wrong to expect more from de-Stalini-
zation than the abolition or rectifieation
of methods which were most obviously.in
conflict with the present needs and atti-
thides of the Soviet people. We may ex-
pect an end of arbitrary police rule, but
certainly not an end of the secret police.
We may expect an end to the frame-up,
but not an end to the conception of po-

Jitical erime. We may expect an end. to

the deliberate falsification of history, but

not an end to the party-line interpreta-
tion of history. The Stalin_ cult is dead,

- but not the Lenin cult, Above all, there

is no ground for expecting an abandon-
ment of the one-party state or any abdi-
cation of its monopoly of leadership by
the Communist Party. . . . All this may
sound disappointing to people who have
been reading the news out of Moscow as
indicating the beginning of a sweeping
democratization. But the truth iz that
there have never been any solid grounds
for such extravagant expectations, The
Soviet dictatorship is eleaning house, not
nholishing itself,” (Italics added.)

If there is no solid ground for believ-
mg that even the beginning of a sweep-
ing democratization is taking place, then
what happens to the entire Deutscher
theory with which Monthly Review ex-
presses such complete agreement? For
their part _they see démo«.:pal_;im_tiun oe-
curring as a “‘slow.process’ ' during which
time the “Soviet public will rise far
above the highest capitalist level in both
knowledge and culture, and when that
time comes, genuine socialist demovracy
wzli become not only possible but inevit-
ab »

What. is seen here is the combin
of a-reformist ideology with pm—Stalim
ism. Jsaac Deutscher expresses this re-
. formist conception of social change
“Only when the gap in the political con-
sciousness of the Soviet mas%es s.mi of
the Soviet. intelligentsia has been’ gh];m-
nated can de-StaI:mzatrun be, brounht ta
*that ultimate conclusion to. which Etalm'
epigones can hardly carry-it. f

The factor hu]dmg back the exﬂprqsgpn
of democracy is not the murderous hand
of the Stalinist bureauvcraecy but tﬁe Iack
of knowledge, culture and politie; cqn+
sciousness on the part of the peqp N
hul'emn.racy is merely:the r:aret,aker u{ '
the “socialist” social system until the
people are mature enough (in th._e bu-
reaucracy’s and its apologists’ opinien)
to assume contro] of their own destiny.

The question whether It is possible fo
have "reform" from cbove handed dawm
by the bureaucracy, or whether it is nec-
essary to have "revolution” from below,
is not one that need be considered merely
in the abstract. This question has a long
histery in the socialist movement for, jn
geaneral, it divided those whe believed that
socialism covld be handed down to the
working class by o series of legislative
reforms without the active participation
of the working closs—that is, without &
waorking-class political party winning pow-
er—fram those who believed that social-
ism could be achieved eonly through o
thoroughgeing transfermation carried
through by the working class itself after @
basic change in class power.

The difference is not between those
who want to go fast as against those who
want to go slow. In the last analysis it
became a difference in the goal, although
it was not seen at the time,

The dispute was not decided in advanee
and in the abstract. The vertification
came in the course of action. During the
First World. War the test was the sup-
port- of one’s own ruling class in -the
slaughter.

The test of reform or revolution: in re-
spect to Stalinism also can only be de-
cided in practice. And here the test is the
‘Hungarian = Revolution. -Pro-Stalinists
“ have therefore proceeded to slander the
ficht: of the Hungarian people for free-
dom, and decried it as going “too far.”

The Hungarian people were demand-
ig the complebe democratization of the
Staljnist regime, _ smnethmg which .the
Deutscherite “reformers” are alse for,
presumably. But in practice the “reform.
from above” advacates are not for the
same goal — the thorough democratiza-
tion of the regime, For events showed
that thiz goal demanded revoluhanm
means,

This is the 8th of LABOR ACTION'S
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LABOR ACTION

A New Socialist Movement Can Now Be Built

TOWARD A REBIRTH
OF SOCIALISM

By MAX SHACHTMAN

The crigis of Stalinism has opened the way for a regréupment and .

reunification of the socialist movement, especially in the United States.

For almost a quarter of a century, American radicalism, and even
liberalism, was predominantly under the leadership or influence of
Stalinism, whether it appeared under the name of the Communist Party
‘or the Communist Political Association (as it was renamed for a short

time). During this period, the Stal-
_inists succeeded not only in over-
coming the stagnation and faction-
al exhaustion of the twenties, but
in establishing themselves as the
largest, most influential and most
Importam political movement proclaim-

ing the goal of socialism since the high
point reached by the traditional Ameri-

can Soeialist Party at the time the coun--

try entered the First World War.

_ The Communist Party became an au-

“thentic mass movement. Tens of thou-
gands of workers who became socialists
jumed its ranks or consistently followed
its political leadership. Negroes, both
workers and intellectuals, joined or sup-
ported it in greater number than ever
before in the history of the American
radical movement. It hecame the pre-
dominant force among intellectuals;
among students responding to the appeal
of progressive social ideas; among pro-
fessional people attracted to its aims and
struggles.

In the trade unions, especially in the
CIO, the Communist Party acquired po-
gitions of leadership and power it could
‘only dream of in its early days; for if it
is true that it was “used” by such mon-
socialist labor leaders as John L. Lewis,
Philip Murray and Sidney Hillman, it is
no less true that it took ample advantage
for its own progress of the use to which
they put it

Fc-1 a time, the Communist Party even

. Socialist

succeeded in extending ifs influence—the
full dimensions of which future revela-
tions alone will measure—in important
sections of the Democratic Party, a feat
as unrivaled as it was dubious for a
movement calling itself socialist.

in the same period, running roughly
from the early days of the.crisis that ush-
ered in the thirties to the beginning of the
cold war, the Communist Party elso suc-
¢ceeded in reducing to virtual- impotence,
or thwarting the further development of;
oll other radical groups.

SP's EXPERIENCE

It is true that the formerly paralyzed
Party also acquired new
strength and a more radical aspect for a
little while.. New, young, more aggressive
elements by the thousands swelled its
ranks, despite a factional conflict which
led to the splitting off of the right wing
of the party. But this promising growth
came to a short end.

The: Socialist Party was drained off in
several directions. Its mnew leadership,
the “Militant” group, was not only in-
capable of stemming the drain—it con-
tributed to it in almost every possible
way. One part of the party membership
and leaderhsip was absorbed into the
vast machinery of the New Deal, where
it gquickly forgot its socialism and hoped
everybody else would, too. Another part
lost itself, and its ideals and polities, in
the ranks of the trade-union officialdom.

For Socialism and Democracy —

{Centinued from page 11
erushed it, it was clear that every po-
" litica) tendency in the country was per-
mitted the freest self-expression and or-
ganization as a matter of course. Apgain
and again the program of the revolution,
voiced through a hundred separate, un-
coordinated, spontaneous  democratic
bodies rang out clearly: for “more than
onegparty,” for the freedom of all parties
accepting socialist economic foundations
for the country, Though the revolution-
ary democracy spelled the end of Com-
munist Party rule, the right of this par-
ty to participate in the politieal life of
the country, not as monolithic Tuler but
as one political tendency among many,
was recognized.

It was precisely hecause the Hungari-
an Revolution stood so clearly for demo-
cratic socialism that the Russian rulers
decided to erush it so ruthlessly, And it
was for this reason, too, that they spread
the slander that this revolution was real-
ly.brought &bout and controlled by "fas
¢ist elemients,” or by “American agents.”

OLD FOMULA 1S GONE

The Russian rulers recognize more
¢learly than anyone else that their social
rule depends on the extermination of all
popular independence, of all democracy.
They recognized that with Poland al-
ready on the brink of a democratic revo-
lution, and with uneasiness, ferment and
vebellion just under the surface through-
out their satellite empire and in their own
country, a successful democratic revolu-
tion in Hungary might be just the spark
which would ignite the powder-keg on
which they ave sitting. ~

8imilarly, they know that throughout
their empire there -iz no popular desive
for a return to capitalism. For twenty
years they have been able to maintain
their power, in part at least, by convine-
ing their people that all who oppose them
arve actually seeking a restoration of

capitalist rule. This is why it was not
enough for them to imprison or execute
every opponent or potential opponent of
their regime. In addition, they sought to
smear their oppon{.nts, preferably by
forced ‘“‘confessions,"” with plotting to
“restore capitalism,” usually as agents
of some foreign power.

In the case of Hungary, the old formu-
la was trotted out once more. This most
democratic and socialist of all revolu-
tions was and continues to be slandered
as a “faseist plot.” But the old magic
has gone from the formula.

In Russia and throughout the world,
the real nature of the “confession’ trials
wag exposed “by Khrushchev's attack on
Stalin at the 20th Congress of the Rus-
sian Communist Party, and by the re-
habilitation of hundreds of wvictims of
such trials throughout the Russian em-
pire. Over and abave this, the Hungarian
révolution was a public event of such gi-
gantic stature, that those throughout the
Communist world movement who eon-
tinue to niumble the formula no lenger
believe it themselves, and can get no one
to lend them ear.

The heroism of the Hungarion Revolu-
tion will live in the hearts of frée men and
wamen for all time. I¥s progrom, ham-

* mered out in the fire and turmoil of revolu-

tion and counter-revolution by a whole
people, will point the way, not to distant
generations, but to #his generation which
is engaged in the struggle to overthrow
Stalinism and establish demeocracy. I+ can
serve alse as a rallying-ground ond inspi-
ration to the working class and the peo-
ples of the copitalist world who have so
long been disoriented by the idea #Hat
Stalinism was the only realistic alterna-
tive to some form of continued capitalist
rule.

Democracy — demoeratic socialism —
that is the real alternative to both Com-
munism and capitalism. This is the in-
spiring, historic message of the program
of the anti-Stalinist revolution.

Still another part ccmpromiseci itself
with Stalinism.

Another element, remaining true to its
socialist convictions, joined with the
Trotskyists who had entered the Socialist
Party in 1936 and stayved with them in
the subsequent split which further disar-
raved the SP without giving a significant
impetus to the again independent Trot-
skyist movement.

-Despair, deepened by ‘defections of
many remaining members: into the political
void, cut the Seclalist Party to Ineffectu-
ality. The main wave of radicalism con-
tinued to flow inte the channels of the
Canmmunist Party.

TROTSKYIST FAILURE

As for the Trotskyist movement,” the
only other socialist group of consequence
to challenge Stalinism in the country, it
never really succeeded in advancing be-
yond the stage of a propagandist ergani-
zation, in spite of more than one encour-
aging phase in its development. The sec-
tarian tendencies and other vices inher-
ent in the life of all propagandist groups
—which threatened to dessicate it when
its distinguishing theories become dog-
mas that separate and alienate it from
living movements and struggles—ezradu-
ally gained the upper hand in its midst.

It dealt itself a cruel blow when it
expelled half its membership upon the
outbreak of the Second World War be-
cause the expelled refused to defend Rus-
sia. Its ranks thereafter were repeatedly
decimated by -other expulsions and splits.

In consolation for a declining member-
ship and influence, it substituted a mes-
sianie doctrine that it was innerly .and
irrevocably endowed with predestined
leadership of the American working
class.

And when, in add:tmn to .this, it con-
seerated the new dogma that Stalinism
is part—a counterrevolutionary and bu-
reaucratic part, but nevertheless a part
—of the camp of socialist revolution, at
least fram the River Spree to the Sea
of Japan, it succeeded at once in unutter-
ably muddling its remaining ranks, in
shutting itself off from the labor move-
ment and from all socialists, and in ex-
¢luding the possibility of influencing dis-
sident Stalinists.

We, organized first into the Workers
Party and now into the Independent So-
cialist. League, have not, in the seventeen
yedars of our independent existence, been
free, ndr could we be free, of the vicissi-
tudes ond even vices that assail propagan-
dist growps like our own. But we have
more and more consciously sought not
only to examine and re-examine our post
os objectively as we could, but te gain
the greatest possible awareness of our
problems and our role.

We have stood all along, as we stand
today, for such a program and such a
political course for the socialist move-
ment all over the world as would identify
it unmistakably with a socialist alterna-
tive to outlived capitalism and a demo-
eratic alternative to the spurious “social-
ism” of totalitarian Stalinism, not as
two marked-off and separated eoncep-
tions but as a harmonious whole applied
coneretely to different conditions.

BRIDGE TO THE FUTURE

Ours is the position of Third Camp so-
cialists, of independent seeialists who
find it no less disastrous to the interests
of the working classes to support capital-
jsm in the struggle against Stalinism
than to support Stalinism:in the strug-
gle against capitalism; ours is the posi-
tion of consistent and uncompromising
democratic socialism.

But between our own adoption of l‘-hlﬁ
conception and its adoption by a broad
and influential socialist movement, to say
nothing of the very broadest masses of
the workers, there is a great gap. It can-
not be bridged by imagining that it does
not exist, or that it can be wished away
by self-agitation or by decree oy by dis-
dainful pltimatums to all those who are
unprepared to see eye-to-eye- with.us on

A

every theoretical or political question.
We have understood for some time that
we are not, certainly not yet, the social-
ist movement (as distinguished from a
socialist pwepaganda group), and that is
the principal reason why we ceased some
time ago even to call oursélves a party.

But we have been confidently convinced
for a long time that just as an independent
political party formed by the present or-
ganizations of the workers, the trade un-
ions, will be impelled naturcily and logi-
cally by forces of the class struggle. which
do not need to be invented any more than
they can be forever repressed, to adopt
socialist aims and methods no matter how
primitive and non-secialist such & party
may be at the start—so an authentic and
broad socialist mevement, no matter .how
moderate its program and leadership may
b= ot the start, no malter what its dis-
agreements with our own views, will be
impeiled by the same mighty and inexor-
able forces to accept these views—unless
events prove them, to us as well, to be
erronecus and untenable—not by ans
of low manesvers, factional chicanery or
manipulations, but of free, loyal, comrade-
ly and democratic interchonge of opinion.

We have also understood that both
from the standpoint of the development
of a declaration of political independence
of ,the Ameriean working class—the for-
mation of a Labor Party er what may
turn out to be the particular American
equivalent to it—and of the development
of an influential movement that serves
as the socialist wing of ‘the inclusive po-
litical party of the workers, it is first of
all imperative to divorce the coneepts of
Stalinism and socialism in the minds of
the American people.

THE CURSE OF STALINISM

All the means of influencing thought
at the disposal of the American capital-
ist class, and on the other side, the by-no-
means trifling propagandist means of
Stalinism, have cooperated to this ex-
tent: both have sought, with tremendous
succeks in the past, to identify Stalinism
with socialism and socialism with Stalin-
ism.

It is this identification that has cost
the socialist movement its heaviest loss-
es, above all in this country, and that
i:as been one of the greatest barriers, if
not the greatest barrier, to its progress.
For to place the responsibility for our
weakness upon the “prosperity' is one-
sided, false, and highly misleading.

The “prosperity” undoubtedly accounts
for the fact that the socialist movement
in this country is not as powerful as it
is, let us say, in Great Britain. It cannot
and does not account for its utter frag-
mentation and political impotence.

That condition is explained primarly by
the fact that socialisth, the socialist move-
ment, was identified for decades with
Stolinism, and that Stolinism has been
identified for the past few years (that is,
almost precisely since the beginning of the
disastrous decline of the Communist Porty
os the overwhelmingly dominant “secial-
ist" movement in this country) with the
worst totalitarion despotism, with the
crudest deninl of democratic rights, of
aay medern country on earth.

And if there is one view, among all
those we hold, that we consider as un-
failingly demonstrated, it is this: am
authentic socialist movement cannot- and
will net and should not be developed in
this country untfl it has freed itself com-
pletely; both in reality and in the minds
of the people of this country, from the
incubus of Stalinism and from all attach-
ment to it.

_, L
THE NEW DAY

It is in connection with this very point,
quintessential in our view, that the erizis
in - Stalinism is at last playing a decisive
part, and opening up great new possibili-
ties.

Since the death of Stalin, which was a
remarkable personal 5vmhohzatmn of the
end of an era, a suecession of gensational
revelations has ripped to dirty shreds the
monstrous myth of Stalinist “soecialism.”
For all practical political purposes, that
myth, as well as the suffocating web of
falsifications that composed it, is ended
and cannot be popularized again.

Nothine that Khrushchev disclosed
was new to us and to many like us. But
that is a fact of minor importance. Noth-
ing that the Russian army did in the
bloody ecrushing of the fight for socialist
freedom of an entire people in Hungary,
or that Stalimist propaganda did in de-
faming it, was unexpected by us who
long -ago. knew the brutallv reactionary
and imperialist character of the bureau-
cracy that rules the “soeialist” state of
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Russia. That too is of small moment. Of
immense importance is that the erisis in
Stalinism c¢limaxed by the odious butch-
ery in Hungary has had a shattering ef-
fect upon the Communist Parties and
those who support or follow them, and
nowhere has this effect been more devas-
tating than in the United States, which
is where we are after all most immedi-
ately and directly concerned. =
The Communist Party survived, with
surprisingly little difficulty, the crisis of

the Hitler-Stalin Pact of 1939, Many -

turned their backs upon it in horrified
disgust, bat it retained its main strength

‘and even advanced beyond it later in the

war, This was not due simply to the fact
that Russta presently became the victim
‘of a Nazi attack and the ally of the
“United - States, but above all to the con-
tinued prevalence of the myth that Stal-

- inist Russia represented a socialist so-

ciety or at.any rate vepresented some
sort of socialist progress, from which the
pact with Hitler was a momentary ab-
beration imposed by its fear of an attack
‘by England, France and, of course, Fin-
land.

The presest crisis Is of onother kind ond
has other consequences.
. It has breken the Communist Party in
this country beyend repair. It has broken
its past monopoly of leadership over the
‘American radical, socialist and liberal
movement. So far as the eye can see to
the end of the political. horizon, it has
broken any possibility of reconstituting
this leadership.

CP IS FINISHED

To a greater and more important re-
spect (at least relatively) than in any
other party of the Communist movement,
it has created in the American Commu-
nist Party and its periphery new trends
and even open factional divisions which
represent a genuine, though in our opin-
ion limited, endeavor to face problems
which are to them newly disclosed. Not
the least of these problems is that of an
independent reunited socialist movement,
not within the framework of the Com-

_munist Party itself, as the still unregen-
~erated Stalinigt leaders ‘think, but out-

side 'of it.

These endeavors, as is indicated above,
afe in our opinion not only arbitrarily
limited Lut even misleading, particularly
to those most directly involved. To think
that the Communist Party in this eoun-
try has been so devastated because of
“ultra-left’”- mistakes in the past is as
far from the mark, indeed as completely
irrelevant, as t0 think that “right oppor-
tunist” mistakes were the cause. The
P survived a ton of such mistakes, and
if they were all or even mainly what was
involved, the CP’s problems would be
pretty much trivial ones, to be resolved
‘in an almost routine way.

Or even to think that its disasters are
due to the wretched and reactionary
‘witchhunt of the government against it
42 no less than completely misleading. It
is a true ease of mistaking effect for
CAUSE,

A radical party does not always or
even often thrive on police persecution,
to be sure. But te invoke the police perse-
cution as an explanation for the isolation
and odium in which the Communist Par-
ty is gripped teday is to be blind to the
obvious and easily demonstrable fact
that the appeals for defense and protec-
tion against the persecution have fallen
on so many deaf ears in the labor and
democratiec public almost entirely be-
cause the CF is universally identified
with a rezime that is not only the “enemy
of the country” but is the arch-repre-
sentative of the totalitarian enslavement

‘anid gruesome repression of countless

millions of wpeople in the name, of all
things, of socialism and democracy.

TOWARD RETHINKING

And it is espetially the minority in the
Commumst Party, which is seeking in ite
own way to deal with this problem, that
is most gravely mistaken if it believes

_ that it can place upon the same level the

mistakes of other radical groups (and
we have all made our sharve of mistakes,
including bad mistakes) with what it des-
fgnates as the “mistakes” of its comrades
at the head of the Stalinist regimes.
What was spoken from the mouth of
Khrushchev in his appalling revelations
and from the mouth of his tank cannons
in Budapest were not mistakes — they
were crimes, inexcusable and unforgiv-
able, which it is downright grotesgue to

equate with mistakes or even falsz po-
litical views that are so well known te
exist in other radieal political currents.

Nobody stands so much in the way of
the contribution that thinking and re-
thinking militants of the Communist
Party can make to the reconstitution of
a united and effective socialist movement
in this country as those who still fail to
make unambiguously and forthrightly

" clear the view that totalitarianism is not

and cannot be the road to socialism, that
socialists cannot and must not be apolo-
gists for totalitarianism in any way, that
socialism is not some abstract economie
order that-must first be established with-
out democracy, hut is rather the living,
constantly unfolding social realization of
demoeracy.

We, who were not at all born with this
view firmly and clearly in our minds,
hold to it all the more firmly and clearly
once we have acquired it and been forti-
fied in our insistence upom it by all that
has happened in the recent decades. We
ask no more of anyone else. But we ask
also for no less.

TO FILL THE VACUUM

Whatever the course of further develop-
ment of those who hove remained with the
Communist Party, the outstandingly impar-
tant foct is that Hs irretrievable decline
os leader ond spokesman of American
radicalism, or American socialism, has lef}
o veritably vast vacwum in this country.
It can and must be flled.

We for our part do not have any illu-
sions as to the ease or speed with which
that can be done. The radical movement
is fragmented and exceptionally weak—
weaker than it has been organizationally
at least at-any time since the turn of the
century.

It will acquire its real strength and
once again become a political movement
—which, unlike a propagandist group or
sect, can call upon hundreds of thousands
and even millions of workers to follow
it in political action and have them heed
the call—when the American working
classes, represented above all by the huge
trade-union movement and the remark-
able mass movement of the Negro people,
experience a mnew upsurge of radieal
thought and activity,

But there'is no need to wait with twid-
dling 'thumbs until that magic hour
strikes. The highly important work of
preparing for that time by the maximum
concentration of all those who already,
now, are_interested in building the foun-

dations for a serious socialist movement-

is the task that confronts us all. And the
task is realizable now because one of the
most important limiting conditions of the
past period has been effectively removed.

It is not an easy task, it goes without
saying. There are almost as many coms-
plications and difficulties as there are
opportunities.

There is a great number and variety
of socialst-groups, and an even greater
number of unaffiliated socialist individu-
als. Many of them have inhabited the
past so. long, and fought the old wars so
often, that they have develeped a com-
fort and inertia of okl usage from which
it is difficult (and in some cases it would
be a pity) to detaeh them.

SIDETRACK: TAKE CARE

There is also, and perhaps this iz mote
imporiant than any other single factor,
the hope on the part of many that a new
movement can be constituted out of some
of the existing groups and unattached
individuals which would not be associat-
ed with the Communist Party, it is true,
but which would nevertheless proclaim
itself, openly or more prudently, a part
of the “socialist camp”—that innocent
but spurious euphemism for the regimes
of Stalinist totalitarianism.

If such o movement were ever to mate-
rialize, it would and could be nothing but
a refurbished Stalinist or pro-Stalinist for-
mation. It would not contribute to the de-
velopment of on authentic socialist move-
ment In this country, capable of winning
strength in the working classes or deserv.
ing it It would, on the contrary, sidetrack
such a movement, at least for a time.

Where such a view is put forth on the
grounds that a socialist movement in this
country must be sympathetic to the peo-
ples of the “socialist camp,” it is almost
fantastie. Al our sympathy and solidar-
ity is with these peoples, and it is pre-
cisely that which makes any solidarity
or sympathy with the regimes that op-

As the Western Communist Parties Wobble Under the Blow . ..

press them intolerable for a socialist
movement, It is hard to say what Hun-
gary showed if it did not show that!

A socialist unification in this country
which does not from the very start pro-
claim itself as a democratic socialist
movement, will never become a signifi-
cant movement. And for the benefit of
scholars, pedants and hair-splitters, we
are ready to offer as a “provisionally”
acceptable definition of a democratic so-
cialist movement, one which is decidedly
as staunch and forthright in its demand
for and support of democratic rights for
the people of the “socialist camp™ as in
its demands and support of demoecratic
rights in the camp of capitalist-rule.

Any secialist, including those who re-
gard totalitarian Russia as some kind of
socialist or working-class regime, who
has not learned from the-crisis of Stalin-

ism that this is the irreducible minimum”

for collaboration of socialists who differ
on other theoretical and pelitical gques-
tions, has by this failure deprived him-
self of the contribution he could other-
wize make to reuniting and rebuilding
the socialist movement.

'ROAD TO UNITY

The Independent Seciolist League, and
here it is fjoined by the Young Sociolist
League, is ready and eager to make its
contribution o the union and reconstruc-
tion of secialism, to utilize the new oppor-
tunities to the utmost.

We do not for a monient hold the pos:-
tion that the rveunion .of the socialist
movement of this country,-after so many
years of the different groups and cur-

- rents confronting and debating so vehe-

mently their conflicting views on theo-
retical, political and even historical ques-
tions, can be achieved by demanding of
everyone else, no matter how politely,
that they all accept our views, or a dis-
creetly worded version of our views, as a
pre-condition for -unity; such a position
would be preposterous.

Differences of opinion on controversial
questions, including differences on mat-
ters of theory, are a downright necessity
‘in a socialist movement, with due regard
for the time and place for them and the
responsibility toward the movement as a
whole. The demand for conformity in ad-
vance on all questions, even on important
ones, is as intolerable for & real socialist
movement as the demand for ‘confes-
sions” and breast-beating — both are a
form of secialist existence best le t to the
exclusive attributes of 'Stalinigm.

Clearly defined positions on the essen-
tial question of democratic socialism for
all the world, as indicated above, and
democratic rights for all the members of
the party, these are the only necessary
limitations for the reunification of the
socialist movement, if not for an eternity
then at least for the entire next period
that we can visualize,—

SP ORIENTATION

For the.reasons we have set forth In
other arficles in our press and from the
public platform, we regard the traditional
organization of American socislism, the
Secialist Party, as distinguished, despite
its present weakness, frem all the other
sacialist groups. The Socialist Party can
be regarded as the already-existent
framework for the lmlon of all democratic
socialists.

+ It is posszible to build it up, not as the
arena for new schisms to add to those
that have fragmented socialism in this
country, but ps the socialist pole of at-
traction for all workers, Negro and
white, all intellectuals, students and pro-
fessional people who share the aims of
socialiam, and see no way of nchie?lng it
except through the organized action of a
genuine movement.

The pole of attraction of yesterday’s
radical movement was orgﬁn:zed Stalin-
ism. What is new is that it is now dis-
credited beyond hope. What is new is
that it is now possible to think reahst1~
cally in terms of building a new pole of
attraction which will not be a discredit
to socialism. ;.

The Socialist Party can play a decisive
part in doing the job. Its responsibilities
in this are exceeded only by its oppor-
tunities. The boldness and imagination
it requires to seize the opportunities will
be exceeded, we are- convinced, by the
yielded fruit.

For ourselves, who are in enthusiastic
earnest about the possibilities for a new
beginning, and who therefore spurn all

T

The Independen! Sociolist League stands for
sociolist democracy and against the two systems of
exploitatian which now divide the world: capital
-ism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannat be reformed or liberalized,
by @ny Faoir Deal or other deal, 50 as to give the
people freedom, abundance, security or peace. It
must be abolished and replated by a new social
system, in which the people own and conirol the
basic sectors of the economy, democratically con-
tralling their own aconomic and political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russic and wherever it holds pow-
er, is o brutol totalitarianism—a new form. of
exploitation. Its ogents in every couniry, the. Com-
munist Parties, are unrelenting enemies of social-
ism and have nothing in common. with socialism—
which connol exist without effective dlmuruﬂg
control by the peopla.

These two camps of copitalism and Stalinism are
today at-each othet’s throats in- a-wordwide im-

‘perialist rivalry for domination. This-struggle can

anly lead to the most frighttul war in history so
{ong as the people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism stands for
“building and strengthening the Third Comp of the
people ogoinst both wor blecs.

The ISL, as @ Marxist movement, looks to +he
warking closs and its ever-present struggle oz the
basic progressive force in sociely. The ISL ia or
ganized to spread the idens of socialism in the
labar movement ond among oll other sections of
‘the people.

At the same time, Independent Socialists partici-
pate actively in every struggle 1o better the peo-
ple’s lat now, such as the fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in
defense of civil liberties and the trade-union move-
ment. We seek to [oin together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a left force
warking for the formation of an independent labor
party and other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight for secial-
ism are inssparable. There can be ne lasting ond
genuvine demeocrocy without socialism, end there
can be no socialism without democracy. To enrel
under this banner, join the Independent Socialis
League! :

Get Acquainted!

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.

¥ x| I want more information ahout.

the ideas of lmlependent Social-
ism-and the TSL.

O I want to join the ISL.
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pettifogeing maneuvers in the name of
& good cause, we are fully conscious of
our own responsibilities. The United
States has been the great and unfortu-
nate exception long enough. We here can’
begin agzain the building of a movement.
that can stand shoulder-high with the
socialist movements of the rest of the
world. We face the prospect with confi=
dence in- suceess.
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LABOR ACTION

+By HAL DRAPER

‘In Hungary the fight was clearly, in the eyes
_of the world, a struggle between the united
_Hupgarian people in revolution versus the Stal-
.nist totalitarian power resting on Russian
.£anks. But iz Poland the nature-of the contend-
-ing forces and the question of who is on which
“side have been far more obscured in the com-
“mon view. ‘

. pIn and right after October 1956 the popular accept-
~ance..was. that the Polish revolution was headed by
oW 1adislaw, Gomulka, whose democratic bona-fides were
maturally: guaranteed by the fact that he had suffered
g jail from- Stalin’s hangmen for his “Titoist” devia-
ijions. Unlike the rash Hungarians, however, the pru-
4dent Poles led by the wise Gomulka knew how to get

saround the. threat of Russian tanks and butchery. Go-

“anulka-did not try to fight the Russians head-on, thus
-giving them an excuse to unleash their massacre; mo.
ﬁ was too smart. Restraining the too adventurist ele-
ranents among the people, he extracted concessions from
“rthe¢ Russians but did not push them too hard; freedom
‘~vas going to De mained gradually, piece by piece, with
the Russians having to yield.step by step because at no
..,froint was the wily Gomulka going to give them a han-
“dle for armed intervention. The Poles were going to get
by skillful tactics what the Hungarians had failed to get
by force. This was the “Gomulka way” to win libera-
tion while avoiding a blood-bath.

" By the spring of 1957, if not before, it is already cleay
that something has gone wrong with this clever “Go-
cmulka way."

. .The Gomulka regime is not advancing freedom, net
even millimeter by millimeter, but rather repressing the
sevoiutionary democratic elements more and more boldly
«and openly.

. Press liberties are being removed rapidly, and the
$ntellectual life of the country is moving in the diree-

tion of re-totalitarianization. The turbulent youth and

.students, who played such an . important part En_ the
.Qctober upheaval, are being put back in the straight-
-jacket of a state-controlled youth organization,

" The revelutionary demoeratic left is being denounced
as ¥reyisionist” and dangerous, if not outright restora-
.tionist and reactionary. Stalinist leaders are being
brought forward instead of scrapped (like Deputy Pre-
mier Zenon Nowak) or reimposed (like the former
trade-union bureaucrat Klosiewicz, who once more gets
- a state job). Left-wing editors of the party a:_ul popular
.press have been arbitrarily fired, like Matwin of Tiry-
spuna Lmduw or Korotynski of Zycie Warszawy. The
-Workers Council system, which was a prime hope of the
_proletarian’ socialist supporters of the revelution in the
-Factories, is prevented from expanding and from becom-
dng a new organizer of the workers' social power at the
point of production. Gomulka is making his peace not
only with the Polish Stalinists but also with the Rus-
jsian rulers, most dramatically indicated by his approval
_of te hated Kadar regime in Hungary.'
! The revolutionary democratic left wing is Mhﬂi.lﬁ- ta
#alk cbout "cold Kadarization." It begins fo look os if the
“Gomulka way" is. the way to put down a revalution
qwithout Russian danks, rather than o clever way to make
«a revelution without sacrifice. ]

But this too, while true, does not adequately sum-
marize the nature of the Gomulka experience. 3
L ]

TWO REVOLUTIONS
. A basic problemr-of the revolution in East Europe is
#le interrelation between the two revolutions that com-
.pose it: the national revolution against Russian domi-
‘nation, and the social revolution against the Stalinist
bureaucracy, including - the native Stalinist bureau-
gracy.
; ‘The Hungarian Revolution was both; this fact gave
it an wndivided  dynamism.

iThe-fact that one could be separated from the other

Bad first been shown in practice by the Tito-Moscow-

Break in 1948, “Titoism” was and is national-Stalinism:
khe aspiration for national independence from Russian
xule on the part of, and under the control of, native
ndlers on the basis of the same social system (bureau-
ratic colleptivism) and the same political regime {!.o-
;;{imrianism} as exists in Russia itself. The satellite
sfuehrers of East Burope are branch agents of the
‘Fkemlin; Tito went into business for himself.
‘wBut for the masses, national freedom from Russian
jnile. was.ardertly desired not only because the people
datested Russian hosses alone; they wanted to get rid
of ail tyrants; ib was clear that the Russian tyrants
Eeid to be throwm -off first; this in itself twas worth
oheering: This reizes the question of disposing of native
despots too, but does not take care of it. It is enough
that it raises it

r

That is why the national revelution tends to awaken
the social revolution even if they are not intertwined to
begin with. ;

In Yugoslavia, .the break with Moscow had come
solely from above, as a result of the latter’s overly cerude
pressure on the Tito regime; the Yugoslav people
learned of the break with as much surprise as the
rest of the world. They cheered, but as onlookers, not
as participants. or.agtors. Under these gircumstances,
the national element was kept most distinet from the
social. Even so, the break with Moscow forced the Tito
regime to begin a series of real sacial coneessions at
home (especially to the peasant mass, in the form of
decollectivization and loweréd economic pressure) and

of demagogic pretenses at ‘‘democratization” . which

never went outside the framework of totalitarian poli-
ties.

The Polish Revolution was fundamentally different. It
did not flow from a break with Moscow on the regime
level; but from o mass struggle from below against the
regime, which in turn forced.a partial. break with. Mos-
cow. In this way the Pellsh Reuplution was a continaation
of the process which.had started in.the great June days
in East Germany and. Gzechoslovakia, gnd not a continue-
tion of the Titp patiern.

The Polish Revolution broke out as a social revolu-
tion. A social revolution in any of the East European
satellites must also, and automatically, be a national
revolution against the Russian power which props up
the satellite regimes; but while a social revolution here
must be a national revolution, the contrary is not true.

WARNING FROM POZNAN

This is the background for a short formulation of
what happened in Poland: A decisive section of the
Stalinist bureaueracy went over to national-Stalinism
in order to head off the soeial revolution, under the im-
pact of the mass uprising from below.

The face of the social revolution was first thrust for-
ward in the great uprising in Poznan of June 1956. It
was all thé more portentous in that it started in the
factories, spearheaded by the steel workers, after which
it was joined in by the whole population.

It was by no means an attempt at revolution; on the
contrary, it began as a demonstration for higher wages.
Still without becoming an attempt at revolution, it
naturally developed into a violent strugzle against the
stute power and its organs, particularly the secret po-
lice and party.

For it is of the very naturé of Stalinism (bureau-
cratic collectivism) that any uninhibited mass move-
ment from below has no other enemy to oppose than the
omnipotent state itself. That is why under this system
there is much less distance between quiescence or ap-
parent quiescence on the one hand, and turbulent revo-
lutionary struggle on the other, or why events tend to
lead from one to another so rapidly and surely. It is an
overhead cost, and fatal defect, of totalitarianism that
as soon ag the people-feel the least measure of release

from. the totalitarian stuaitjacket there are few further'

steps they can take without ripping the whole strait-
jacket to shreds, or trying to.

The Poznan uprising was a2 warning to the Stalinist
bureancracy led by Edward Ochab. (One difference be:
tween the Polish and Hungarian developments is that
the Polish rulers got this advance warnings; the Hun-
garian Stalinists did not. Ochab in Poland was able to
adjust, where Gero in Hungary was not. Hence it is a
paradoxical fact that the greater depth and strength
of the Polish movement—and it was more deep-going
than the eorresponding one in Hungary—was the very
teason why the Polish pattern was marked by less vio-

dence; ‘bloody strugele ‘and dramatic crises than the

Hungarian.)

TO RIDE THE STORM

After Poman, it wes clear #o the bureaucracy that
revelution was brewing. The Peoanan uprising was enly
the shorpest symptom. Among.the students.and infellectu-
als, reflected in ever more open utterancesd in the press,
especially - the cultural organs, voices of criticism, dis-
sent. dissatistaction ond heteredexy were doring to be
heard; just as in Hungary the-Petofi Circle was hecoming
a forum for free opinion. . .

‘What to do?

One could take the bull by the horns and ¢rack down
on these burgeoning tendencies, teach the most daring
ones a lesson, shut their mouths with terror and blood.
This. might work to begin with, or it might not; even if
it worked, it-might only eventually. stir a more deter-
mined and violent assault by the people; even-if it
didn’t, it was the more expensive way of doing it; even
aside-from this, it meant dropping all pretense at ruling
with some support.from belew; it meant unleashing a

“terror such-as the bureaucracy itself would have to live
-in fear of, i '

A storm was brewing, but wouldn't it be better to try
to ride it out than to stamp it out? Or, to change the
metaphor, when the people start marching, you get in
front of them and lead them around, ever so earefully,
to 4 point where they came from. If you don't, someone
else will lead them to a more dangerous place.

The Polish bureaucracy split info two sections. One fac-
tion, which came to be called after its meeting place
Natolin, held out for bulling it through, with the help of
the Russien fist where necessory: undisguised Stalinism;
the formula as before. The decisive section of the bureau-
cracy headed by Ochab kept their eyes fixed on Poxnan
and decided to ride along with the upheaval, o channel-
ize it. '

When the revolutionary street demonstrations and
fighting broke out in October and the temperature of
revolution began to rise, the Ochab leadership of the
party had already started taking steps toward calling
in Wladislaw Gomulka, to handle what was too hot for
them. 4 '

Wiladislaw Gomulka had been condemned as a “Tito-
ist" after the 1948 break; before that he had been a
leader in the post-war Stalinist totalitarianization of
Poland, but now he was in disgrace and in jail, sus-
pected of too much independence vis-a-vis Moscow. He
was a “good Communist,” that is, eut out of the same
ideological cloth as Ochab or any of the other Stalin-
ists; but he had credit with the masses as result of his
arrest and record. ¢That was true of Kadar in- Hun-
gary too, by the way; Kadar exhausted his credit in a

_different way.)

. NATIONAL-STALINISM ;

“ " Calling in Gomulka, however, meant going farther
than just trotting out a leader who had not yet been
diseredited. It meant making a real concession to the
mass ferment: the curbing of complete Russian domi-
nation, in order to take some of the nationalist steam
out of the looming social-revolutionary movement.

As we know from the experience ‘of Titoism, such a
step is not at all to be understood merely as a reluctant
concession on the part of the Polish leaders. They are
sincerely for obtaining a maximum measure of natjon-
al autonomy from the Russians, to whatever extent this
may be possible without endangering them; this is the
“Titoist” component which is an inherent element
among the motivations of every satellite regime, even
the most subservient. The revolution developing, how-
ever, made-this course not simply a desirable aspiration
or dream but a possibility and even a pressing necessity,

It was o pressing necessity in order to head off the
social outburst. I+ was a possibility because, by pointing
to the threatening storm, they could hope to convince the
Russians to agree to a reluctant acceptance of some
"anti-Russian" steps as a lesser evil, that is, to some con-
cessions on the national field, This is what happened in
October on the occasion of the famous "Eighth Plenum™
when Gemulka's installation was accepted all around.

Thus, by balancing between the revolution from below
and the Russian power which overshadowed them, the
new regime gained nationalist concessions (de-Russifi-
cation of the army, ouster of the symbol Rokossovsky,
etc.), though the. Russian troops still remained in the
country. With the pepular credit thus obtained, the re-
gime swung into its drive to tranquillize the uncon-
trolled revolutionary ferment, and then, by degrees, to
re-totalitarianize.

Their positive program was a national-Stalinism:
that is, a bureaucratic collectivist regime run by, and
operated for the benefit of, Polish totalitarians, not
Russian ones, but in amicable allisnce with the Russians
and not without profit to them. They sought to convinge
the Russians by pointing to the threat of revolution;
they sought to convince the revolution by pointing to
the Russians.

"OUR SIDE"
In order to stabilize this balancing act, the Gomulka

. regime (perhaps better called the Gomulka-Ochab re-

gime) made its major new concessions not to the work-
ers but to the peasantry (de-collectivization and drastic
cut in compulsery deliveries) and to the Catholic
Church (reinstitution of religious training in -the
schools, otZ.}. Thus the regime leaned across the work-
ers and dissident intellectuals to find footing in-the
alien social forces represented by these -two holdovers
from the old society, without however fearing any seri-
ous pressure toward the restoration of the old cépitalist
society.

It is doubtful how long the regime can thus balance

among. the contending social forces, and how.long it can -
avoid drawing closer and closer to the unrecoastructed:

Stalinists in @ common front against the revolution which
is the basic threat to both. In-any case, what is essential
is that at stake-in Poland is not good or bad reforms be-

stowed by ] good or bad leader, but rather the fate of _

o revelution, a mass upheaval which begon by shatberi
-the Polish totalitarianism. and which-is still very. much
alive, though in retreat, as this is written,

In this, “our side” is the side of the revolutionary
demoeratie left wing in Poland, including the workers
and Communist militants and students who are de-
nounced by the regime as “revisionist” hecause of their
democratic socialist aims. We do not and cannot give
them advice on tactics or “prudence,” but their course,
however “prudently” pursued, is the deadly enemy of
the Gomulka regime.

They will be in the forefront to defend Poland under
anyone’s regime, including Gemulka’s, against Russian
assault if it comes to that, but in Poland they cannot
escape a fateful clash with the regime in their struggle
to extend October to a social revolution—the democratic
soeialist revolution,

-
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o ﬂF The Greatest Blow for Peace
The Revolution's Impact on

The West and the War Danger

By PHILIP  COBEN

The Hungarian and Polish revolutions of 1956 mark a new period
not only in the struggle for socialist freedom against Stalinism, but also
in the fight against war and the danger of war.

Its impact is not only on the underpinnings of the Russian’ empire
but also on the bases of the Western capitalist war alliance.

Yesterday, supporters of the Western camp and its structure of

military alliances with some of the
most reaectionary forces in the
world, like Franco and Chiang Kai-
shek; could scoff at the socialist
alternative: the “visionary” idea
of a democratic foreign policy
which was aimed at blowing up the Rus-
sian empire from within—a socialist and
revolutionary- foreign pelicy, fundamen-
tally incompatible with capitalism,

Yesterday, they could feel “realistic”
and “praetical” in supporting the line
of an imperialist military alliance
against the Stalinist threat, as the only
thing that could save the “free world”
from totalitarian conguest and enslave-
ment.

But the revolution that was "unrealis-
tic" yesterday now stands astride East
Europe as big as life.

It is #he world's mest massive buffer
against war.

And ot the same fime the NATO war
alliance is seen to play the role of o re-
actionary borrier to the spread of this
revolution which is the hope of the world.

It was the bogy of WATO and its ve-
armament of Germany, and virtually
only this argument,” which was trotted
out in Poland in order to turn back the
onrush of the revolution. Gomulka's
speeches pointed to the West's war bases
as the justification of and reason for the
mmaintenance of Russian troops in Po-
land, as against the revolutionists’ de-
mands. It was an argument that worked.

Even in Hungary, where no Stalinist
argument had any chance of working,
the main propagandistic weapon resort-
ed to was to try to smear the revo!utin_on
with a tie-up to the West, with eapitalist
“pestorationism,” with pro-Western re-
actionaries like Cardinal Mindszenty.

The West’s stock of H-bombs is no
friend of the revolution against Stalin-
ism. It iz-its enemy.

IN SPITE OF NATO
Right after the Hungarian Revolution,
even American party-liners. could see
what was now the greatest deterrent to
war. ‘U.Ss.  S8EES REVOLTS ENDING WAR
THREAT,” was the headline over a N.Y.
Herald Tribune think-piece by Mar-
guerite Higgins. The Scripps-I_Ioward
foreign editor -cabled from Berl_m that
the “best-mformed diplomats" said “'I_‘he
biggest effect of the Polish-Hungarian
revolts on the world situation will be to
restrain Russian aggression in Europe,
and the East Europe empire is no longer
“g defensive fortress for Russia and a
base for attack on the West” but rather
“g death trap for Russian armies”—all
because of the revilution. )

Very true. But that which he says is
no longer true happens to be the only
reason used to justify the existence of
NATO and the whole military—al]ianc_e
policy of the U, 8. and the Western capi-
talist world.

In this new era of the same social revo-
fution for socialist freedom against Stalin-
ism, the danger of the third world war,
whose shadow has been hanging over the
warld, now recedes. This is so nof because’
of NATO but.in spite of if; not becduse of
the United Stafes’ sfock of H-bombs but
in spite of if; not because of Western
$hreats of “massive retaliation™ but in
spite of them: not because the Stalinist
camp is overawed or Intimidated by a re-
armed and remilitarized Germany in the
heart of Europe, but in spite of the reac-
tiondary effects of this move.

Rissia’s greatest assist in its brutal
massacré of the-Hﬁngﬂ{ian people came
£rom’ those mdinstays, of

Franté,  when (together with lsrael).

u NAT'Q[ Amgr— -
«ica’s twe leading “allies’ England and

they stole’ the show from Budapest by
fallirig on Egypt in order to restore their
imperialist power in the Middle East and
North ‘Africa, There has never been any
more spectacular demonstration of how
the two rapacious imperialisms, east and
west, feed on each other's crimes.

"DEATH TRAP"

What liberal can now' find a reason for
justifying the “realistic” policy of bol-
stering up Francp, and thus repressing
the Spanish revolution, in the name of
“defending the free world” against Stal-
inist armies pictured as sweeping over
Europe? What inspires the revolution
against Stalinism—American aid and
friendship to this fascist ex-ally of Hit-
ler, or a democratic and anti-imperialist
policy of friendship with the revolution-
ary forces against this tyranny?

In Stalinist China, just as Gomulka
points his finger at German militariza-
tion under the Americdan aegis, so Mao
Tse-tung points to the fact that the only
American-sponsored alternative to his
own totalitarian rule is the return of
that butcher of the Chinese people,
Chiang Kai-shek, Which is a bigger blow
against the war treat—the installation
of atomic guided missiles in Chiang’s
Formosa, as has now heen done, or a
break with this Chiang as part of a gen-
uinely demoeratic foreign policy?

Which builds that “death trap"” for
Stalinism? Ahd which on the other hand
pérmits the Russians to extricate them-
seélves from the consequences of the
crushing hatred felt by the satellite peo-
ples?

Which inspires the peoples of East
Europe to put sharp teeth in the “death
trap”—U. 8. backing of a wmonarchist
dictatorship in Jordan based on every-
thing reactionary, backward and primi-
tive in that country, bought for dollars,
or rather a United States that would line
itself up in sympathy with progressive,
anti-imperialist Arab aspirations?

The policy and very exiitence of the
Western copitalist war camp is an impedi-
mént to the revelution against Stalinism.
But the revolution against Stalinism is the
grectest obstacle to war. This is the big
lesson of the East European revoluiion to
the West,

L

TO HELP HUNGARY

All this is hound up with the main rea-
sons why the Western powers could not
aid the Hungarian revolution. We mean
aid politically, not militarily, since no so-
cialist can advocate that the U.S. pre-
eipitate the third world war for this or
aniy other fdir-seeming pretext.

Here too, under the direct impact of
the revolutionary situation, even Ameri-
can party-liners got a glimmering.

& A New Leader editorial last November
came out for steps toward a withdrawal
of “all foreign troops from the Conti-
nent,” in order to bring about “entirely
new political possibilities [which] would
emerge if Soviet troops went home.”

& The London Observer reported that
even Eisenhower himself was toving with
the idea. There were people in Washing-
ton who were. The N.Y. Herald Twvi-
bune’s Marguerite Higging came out
with a column that started like a mani-
festo: “There is a way of helping Hun-
gary. . . . This involves a dynamie move
by the U.8. . .. to offer holdly to with-
draw American forces west of the Rhine
in- Europe on .condition: that ‘Russia with-
draw forthwith. from Eastern Europe
and give Germany its freedom. .. ."

® In the New -Republic about:the same
time, ‘Richard = Lowenthal discussed

“Hungary—Were’ We Helpless?"' He too
offers a version of this idea. “It was the
ohly chance,” he says, of influencing the
Russians' action, and “this chance was
missed."

Yesterday, when socialists praposed
withdrawal of troops we were told thot
U.5. soldiers were the only defense
against the Stalinist hordes. We replied
that the real defense was the awakening
of the revolution against Moscow. I+ was
worth a smirk, o blunk stare, er remarks
cbout dégmatisti whe- héven't learned
anything. Now Republican joornalists and
Stote Deportment hangers-on were talk-
ing nostalgically dbout whot should have
been” done dnd “fhe chances that were
missed.

BOLD CONCEPTION

Teo be sure, this mood did not and could
not last long with these elements> Their
idea had croppéd up undér the impress
of dramatic struggles, not of a consistent
idea; and they weré able fo forget it as
soon as the headlines ceased sereamine,

It fitted in with none of their other ideas; .

it dropped out.
- The whele bold conception can be an
integral part only -of a revolutionary ap-
proach to the problem of the war danger.
The perspective of awakening revolution
against Moscow reguires thai the revo-
lutionary spirit first be awakened on this
side. by
But this flare-up of political thinking
illuminated the potentiality. .
Try to imagine a Wesfern world which
has given up its military-base and H-bomb
encirclement of Russia in order to permit
the revolution to encircle Russio; which
has aligned” itself in practice with the
colonial peoples of Asia and Africa in or-
der to spotlight the coloniolism of Mos-

cow; which hos ceased to be the ally ond °

prop of every outlived despet and reac-
tionary in the non-Stalinist world; in other
words, a Western world which is fellawing
a consistently democrotic ond anti-impe-
rialist foreign policy:

What o tremendous impulsion would
be given to the voleanie revolutionary
foreces which ure battering at the inner
vitals of the Russian empire!

THEY WERE AFRAID

This is not the only way in which po-
litical (not military) help could have
coine from the West. We are not only
talking about demonstrations of solidar-
ity—though even on this elenféntary
ground: the American labor movement
was a disgrace. (It colected tens of
thousands of dollars for relief purposes
for refugees, ete,, but its only manifesta-
tion of soliderity was, alas, in supporting
a- Madison Square Rally in New York
which was dominated by a largely reac-
tionary audience and which made news
by booing Anna Kethly.)

Rainer Hildebrandt, German author of
The.Explosion, the book on the East Ger-
man uprising of June 1953, has deseribed
how in West Berlin and West Germany
workers' demonstrations and workers’
leaders demanded that an appeal he
made to the East German workers to
come to the support of the Hungarian
and Polish fighters. The chairman of the
West Berlin trade unions, Ernst Schar-
nowski, had proposed that an appeal be
broadeast to the East German working
class for a “peaceful peneral strike” of
solidarity. But the authorities made sure

“nothing was done. As in June 1953 for
that matter, they were scared most of all
by the very idea of rvevolutionary strug-
gle, even if directed against the Stalin-
ists, since it iz contagious.

“l personolly believe," wrote Hilde-

bfandt, who is only o good liberal and not

even a secialist, "that if at the end of Oc-
tober there had been sit-down strikes in
Germdahy, the Saviets woiild not have been
dble to launch their -blood-both in Hun-
géry. Fhe Soviet-military forces ore not
Hcang'qmu:. Soviet soldiers [oined the
Hungarian freedom-fighters In the first

- ddys of the revolt, and many Russians in

uniform showed sympothy. for the Here
garians. It would have been o great risk to
proceed with such en crmy cgainst severel
oppressed peoples simultorecusly.

“Once before, the West passed up such
a magnificent opportinity: On June-36¢

1953, when the construction workers of

East Berlin called for a general strike;
Western government quarters knowingly
suppressed the' words ‘gemeral strike”
The radio’stations [of West Berlin] wers'

not allowed to broadeast this slogan, Ted -

day we know that if the forces which on

the following day created’‘Jume 17" hads:

assumed the form not of an explosion but

of a strike lasting several' days; the:_

strike would have spread fo the major
plants of these satellites and the foreed-
labor camps of the Saviet Union.”

But the truth is that the Western lead-
ers- were almost as much afraid of the
spread of vevolution as the Stalinist rul-
ers themselves! Their failure to act-wasg'
not due to stupidity or timidity alome;.
but to their political nature. %

This startling faet has been put downy
in black and white by-prominent spokes--
mén and eommentators themselves, Last
October and November the N. Y. Times:
and other papers were full of catégoris
cal reports from Wasbington as to thet
fears of the State Deparimient that the:
East European revolution would. get out"
of hand: To cite one: on October 28-

Thomas J, Hamilton of the Times Wash--

ington bureat wrote of the ‘‘Hungariard
patriots” that “Their successes thus far,!

paradoxically enough, .cauzé some fore~

bodings in- Washington.” The Times*
Drew Middleton cabled from London thadd
opinion there looked on the Hungariap
Revolution as weakening  “democratie~
forees,” and complained -that “events?
have moved beyond the capacity of the!
West to guide or advize.”

HOPE AND A PORTENT

The "West" was geting es uneasy as”
Moscow thot things were out -of ifs com
trol. ' .

Foreign Minisler Pineau of Franee™
publicly warned in a speech against any®
Western attempt ta “exploit” the Polish*
and Hungarian - révolts. It might give:
Moscow a pretext to go baék on “dé--
Stalimization,” he explained, like many
others — as if Moscow’s “de-Staliniza-
tion” was more than a demagogic illu-.
sion if it was just looking for an excuse
to go back on it!

Walter Lippman, most bluntly, sober-
ly indicated warnings against helping !

“the spread of the East European revo-

lution on the ground thai revolution, af-

ter all, was contagious. “If such & rebel- -
lion were to spread to Eastern Germany,

ag it might well do, it would almost cer-

tainly mean that in some way or other

Western Germany would ‘be sucked into

the confliet,”

And after Western Germany—what?

A portentous revolutionary perspective’

opens up. The Western ideclogists draw
back in fright.

They cdnnot hold-on to' eny-revofuten
ary weapons to break up the Stallalst

empire. Their only-concegtion-of a deaf for |
"peace” is a deal 4o divide the world Infe

sphieres of power belween the two em-
pires—with Russie
within its own. builiwick. They  can' think
only of an imperiolist.roed fo “peace™"
which sacrificés the-subject peoples to the
muiters on both sides

The revolution in East Europe is &-
mortal danger to both war camps. Tt is
therefore also the -hope ¢f socialism and
peéace on both sides of the world.
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: The Unexpected Vanguard

~ The Role of Youth

By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

Behind the Iron Curtain

In a message to a Paris rally last November, Albert Camus sqid:
“] admit that I was tempted in recent years to despair of the fate

gf freedom. .

I feared that it was really dead, and that was why it

cometimes seemed to me that all things were being covered over by the
dishonor of our time. But the young people of -Hungary, of Spnin,_ of
France, of all countries, proved fo us that this 1 not so and that n?thmg
has destroyed or ever will destroy that pure and violent force !:hat impels
men and nations to demand the honor of living with integrity.”

In saying this, Camus was acknowledging a tremendous political
fact of the past year, one that was especially apparent in tl}e struggle
against Stalinism in Eastern Europe: that youth ‘was playing an ex-
4remely important role, that youth was in the leadership of the revolu=

tion.
_ The facts are well known.

In Poland, one of the main cen-
ters of the npheaval that broke out

_after Poznan and culminated in the

gvents of October was a youth pa-
per, Po Prostu. In the elections
early in 1957, the youth continued to
maintain their position of aggressive po-
litical leadership by opposing Gomulka’s
iine and calling for the defeat of the old-
line Stalinists on the Communist Party
list. And now, at the official May Day
parade in Warsaw it is reported that the
police had to forcibly subdue students
who were preparing to march with signs
proclaiming “Down with Censorship”
and “We Do Not Want To Be Unem-
ployed Graduates” (a reference to the
growth of unemployment in Poland).

In Hungary, the youth played the same
kind of role.

The political center of the pre-revolu-
tionary ferment there was the Petofi
Cirele, an organization of students and
intellectuals, The revolution itself broke
out after the police attempted to sup-
press a demonstration called by the
“youth. And months after the brutal and
murderous suppression of the revolution,
the students of Budapest continued to
fight on together with the workers, and
Kadar had to fight them with violence
and police measures.

GENERAL TREND
In Russia itself, reports emerged dur-

- ing the year deseribing a vast youth fer-

ment. At a university in Moscow, one
hundred and forty students were ex-
pelled for supporting the Hungarian
Revolution. And there were other in-
stances, cases in which party speakers
were howled down, instances in which
the youth rebelled against the totali-
tarian dictation.

_In Russia, of course, the developments
did not proceed as far as they did in Po-
jand and in Hungary —te independent
student organizations working out their
own revolutionary programs — yet the
ferment was undeniably there. And, at
year's end, the reports confinued fo come
in from all over the Stalinist empire,
{from China and from East Germany
(where Wolfgang Harich, the intellectu-
&} leader of the student discontent, was
gentenced to prison),

The leading role of youth in Poland and
Mungary, the reperts from Russia, Chine,
and East Germany, these instances add up
te an important generalization: that youth
is one of the most important revolutionary
elements in the entire Stalinist world.

What is the basis of this development?

Thére ‘is no social class of ‘“youth”
comparable to a working class, a_bour-
geoisie or a Stalinist bureaucracy. More:
in the Stalinist empire, the students oc-
cupy a privileged position. They are
wiven the opportunity to attend school at
state expense and are-clearly marked for
favored positions in the bureaucracy of

the future. How, then, can we explain’

the Tole which they played? What is its
significance for the future?

DRAMATIC SIGN

To understand the role of the youth in
the East European anti-Stalinist revolu-
tion, one must begin outside thé univer-
sity, among the people.

A Po Prostu, a Petofi Circle, these are
only possible hecause of a general devel-
opment -in the society. They are the first
dramatic, visible sign of a crisis which
is their precondition. For it was precize-

-1y the disaffection of the masses, and par-
ticularly of the working class, which was
at the bottom of the general phendmenon
of the “thaw” in Stalinist society.

In response to these pressures, the rul-
ing class attempts to head off an explesion
by offering sops. The party itself is torn
by debate. And os a consequence, it be-
comes possible for the youth to speak, to
take the first tentative steps toward or-
ganization.

But if a ferment in the society as a
whole is a precondition of the emergence
of politica] movement among the stu-
dents and intellectuals, this still doesn't
explain the revolutionary form which
this movement takes almost from the
start, To understand this, & whole series
of factors have to be taken into account.

in Eastern Europe, where the Stalin-
ist bureaucracy is a relatively new phe-
nomenon imposed from the outside by
force of Russian arms, the educational
stratification which has now developed
in Russia has not yet taken place. There
js not an entire generation of children
of the bureaucracy to fill the schools, to
become the juvenile delinguents and the-
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“golden wyouth.” At the same time, the
segime cannot attempt to recruit its fu-
ture cadres from the remnants of the
bourgeoisie, Consequently, it turns to the
children of the working class and the
peasantiry. e

Ancg this means that the formative so-
cial infuence of these students lies-in the
conditions of life of the exploited and
the oypressed. It sets up a natural link,
for instance, between the students and
the working class, one which certainly
does nol exist in many Awmerican collezes
and is probably not at &ll as important
in Russia itself. ey, A

TRAINING FOR REVOLT

Secondly, the youth under Stalinism ore
constontly exposed to the’iclassics of
Morzism, Daily they read that: the exploit-
ed must organite, that the workers must
take their own destiny into their hands.
And of the same time, they are told that
they live In a "workes' state"-—yet they
heve eyes. -

That this education had its effect is
apparent in the youth manifestes of both
Hungary and Poland. They are phrased
in the -langnage of the revolutionary
Marxian movement; they are committed
to soeialism. Thus, even deformed and
Stalinized, the great tradition of the
working-class movement takes root
among the students.

Thirdly, the youth come into a pecu-
liarly immediate contact with the totali-
tarian apparatus: they are confronted in
everything they do by censorship. Thus,
the slogans of the right to read, of free-
dom of books, have been evident in youth
demonstrations in Czechoslovakia, Po-
land, Hungary and East Germany. If one
can spesk of a student “condition of
life,” ome of its natural necessities is
academic freedom.

Sigmificantly, the prerevolutionary dis-
cussion in Hungzary began around a dig-
cussion of estheties, of “soeialist real-
ism,” and freedom for the artist. Yet, as
the regime realized too late, the demand
far any single freedom under Stalinism
leads, by an almeost inevitable chain re-
action, to & revolutionary demand for
Full and complete freedom, In mid-Octo-
ber, the Hungarian Stalinists sought to
ban the debates over “"art” which were
drawing five thousand students and in-
tellertuals, Bui the revolution had al-
ready begun its course,

SPOKESMAN OF MASSES

These are some of the crucial elements
that influenced the form which the youth
ferment took once it became possible. The
children of exploited workers and pess-
ants, frained in o perverted ond deformed
Marxism yet in Marxism, ond ceafronfing

the repressive stale in ‘their swa-immedi--

ofe experience through the continuing de-
nial of all academic freedom. began: to
move. Their direction was pro-working-
closs, soclalist, taward freedom for all

In the second stage of the pre-revolu-
tienary period, the students continue to
play a crucial role. In their meetings,
they begin to formulate a politieal- pro-
gram for the revolution—a program
which is later adopted, in large measure,
by the masses. 0

At this point, the youth are no longer
acting as an effect, a consequence, of a
revaolutionary ferment outside of the uni-
versity. They now, in tufn, influence
those mass pressures and, with the intel-
lectuals and writers, begin to articulate
the political demands of the people.

On October 21 in Budapest, for exam-
ple, it was the student body of the Poly-
technie University which made the fol-
iowing demands; withdraw Russian
troope; revise economic treaties with
Russia: secret general elections with
more than one party; recognition of the
right to strike; =olidarity with the revo-
lutionary movement in Poland. These
points weye later to be inseribed upon the
banners of the workers’ councils.

In one sense, they welled naturally out
of all the Hungarian people after the
nightmare of a decade of Stalinism. But
their first articulation, their first publi-

EVERY WEEK—
Young Socialist
CHALLENGE

appears as a section in all
regulier issues of Labor Action.
Published, and independently
edited, by the Young Socialist
League,
it is the only socialist youth
weekly in the country.
Don't miss it! _

cation, czme, in the immediate pre-revo-
lutionary period, from the students and
the intellectuals,

But once the revolution itself breaks
out, the students recede somewhat inte
the background. They fight and die, to be
sure. Buf the center of the revolufion now
becomes the masses in the street, and por-
ticularly the weorking ¢lass in arms. This
is the decisive force from which all mani-
festos derive their authority ond their
meaning. And the students are nof a seciol
class; they cre neot orgonized, like the
workers, into lorge, cohesive groeps oc-
customed to common action by the very
conditions of their existence, The role of
the students now becomes auxiliary.

And- vet, not one student group in Po-
land or Hungary maintained the con-
trary; there was no tendency, as far as
we can tell from the reports, of youth
“vanpuardism” in the sense of substitut-
ing themselves for the working class,
The students understdod, as did every-
one else in the society, that the revolu-
tion would have to he made, in the main,
by the working elass, And for this reason
they addressed their appeals to the work-
ers, they solidarized themselves with
them—theyv projected an imame of the
revolution in the socializt tradition. And
they were, of course, right.

TOWARD FREEDOM

Thus, the further course of the revo-
lution. Once the ferment has begun, the
gtudents participate in the very impor-
tant task of articulating a political pro-
gram. But once the revolution itself is
in motion in the streets, the youth be-
come auxiliary, they fight and die brave-
ly, but their importance as a group re-
cedes in the face of the immediate armed
struggle.

But what iz the next stage,

In Poland, the youth, even now, con-
tinue their role of articulating the pe-
litical demands of the most advanced sec-
tions of the people. There, the peculiavr
outeome of the revolution—suspended: be-
tween victory and defleat, moving back-
ward slowly—has kept them in the fore-
front of events. In Hungary, where the
revolution was murdered in cold blood
by the Russians, the vouth fought on in-
to 1957, but eventually they were ter-
rorized into silence by the Kadar regime.

And yet it is clear that the whole out-
come- of the East European revolution is
temporary, that the Stalinists have not
“returned” to their old rezime, but found
an uneasy stabilization. And in this situ-
ation, the students pose a continuing
danger to the regime;

' The conditions which fed o the role

which they ployed in Poland and Hungary * -
still exist. They moy be driven under- -
ground - But; os the Germun socialists -

pointed aut last month, they will continue

their resisfance, their meetings, their ex- '

chonge of ideas.

In the anti=Stalinist revelution .of to~ -
morrow, ome can be surve: youth will be .

there, playing an important role, for un-
der Stalinism youth is in motion, and
their direction is freedom.

THE AIM OF THE YSL

The Yauns Sccialist League iz a democratfic se=
cialist orgonization striving to oid in the basic
transformation of this society into one where the
means of production. and distribution shall be
collectivaly owned and democratically muanaged.
The Y5L oHemph to maoke the young warkers and
students, who form its arena of activity, conscious
of the need for organization directed against capi-
talism ond Stalinism.

The YSL rejects the concept that state ownership
withou! democratic controls represents socialism; or
that socialism can be achieved without political
democracy, or through undemocratic means, or in
short in any way other than the conscious active
porticipation of the people themselves in the build-
ing of the new social order. The YSL orienls to-
ward +the working class, o3 the daw which is

cupoble of leading society to the- establishment of -
—From tha Consfitution of the ¥SL- -
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