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THB YoL BTGHT WING AND THB "CRI%IS or UORLD STALINISM"

By Shane Mage

"The guostion of the dictatorship of the proletariat is the question
of the relation between the proletarian state and bourgeois rule, be-
tween proletarian democracy and bourgeois democracy....Kautsky has to
gloss over and to confuse the guestion at issue, for he formulates it
in the manner of the liberals, speaks about democracy IN GENERAL, and
not of hourgeois democracy.”

"If we are not to mock at common sensp and History, it is obvicus that
we cannol. spoak of ‘pure democracj 50 long as different classes exist,

i adetca TS

--V. 1. Lenin, The Proletarian Revolution and Renegade Xaubsky

The NAC "Draft Resolution on the Crisis of World Stalinism” is, in its
political esscnce, about as bad as can be expected. That is to say, it is
a fitting thooretical oxpression for a political tendency which once based
itself on Marxism but today wants nothing more than its own organlzatlonal
liguidation into the social-democracy, and to that end is engaged in a "sys-
tematic political adaptation to social-democracy,” a systematic ;.polopzoal
‘dignidation into socnal-democracj

It therefore comes as no surprise that this resoclution wounld hardly
require the rovision of more than a couple of phrases to be acceptable to
the SP-SDF. Nor, alas, is 1t a surprise that the intellectual level of
the resolution is marked by a combination of pompous self-righteousness
and complete ipgnorance or neglect of vital facts deiermining the reality
and perspectives of the East European revolution. Whatever aspect of the
resolution we attenpt to criticize, we are faced with an gmbarras de xichesse.
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The KAC majority proclaims that, on the Russian question above all
others, it always has been, and alweys will be, completely correct, and
- everyons elso completely wrong. Now I don't deny the NAC majority the
right to believe that the "thsory of bursaucratic collectivism," whatever
it is, has been borne out by the developments of the past year. Bui before
this can be claimed, it must be proven. That is, the "buresucratic collect-
ivists" must show what inherent and inevitable contradictions, differsnt from
those which mark the evolution of caplitalism, on the ons hand, &nd a degen=
orated workers' state, on the other, are leading to the overthrow of this
supposedly "now" social system. As we all know, this has never hesen done
while Stalinism seemed to be in goed health. It should be somewhat easier,
as well as more important, now that the disappearance of Stalinism is so
obviously on the historical agenda; and this makes the failure of the re~
solution even to attempt such a demonstration all the more glaring.

It is also interesting to note that the resolution, so bold in its
reaffirmation of "bureaucratic collectivism,” doesn't show the sllghtest
avarenessy of the actual developnents which are in at least geeming contra-
diction io this theory. For instance, if this "new social systenm" repre-~
sents a "historieal alternative to socialism," the "bureaucratic collecti-
vist future" which represents a "setback for an indefinite period (to) the
working class, democracy, and socialism,"” isn't it strange that the develop-
ment of socialist revolution should take place first under Stalinism, before
any of the capitalist states, where the conditions facing the workers'are
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so much "botter," oven approach a revoluticnary situatinn? Aren't there
any. thooretical probloms poscd by tho emorpgence of proevorking class end
oven rovolutionary olomcnis within the burcoucracy end its lnstitutions?
How explain the rovolutionary role of the youth, deospite "tholr privileged
position in the soclety?" On what thooretical basis can the bureaucratic

ngelf-roform" be related to the revolutlon whose flood pates it opened?

Those and othor questlons represent a decisive test for all theories
of Stalinism, A sorious analysis of "The Crisis of World Stalinisam" would
doal with thom in thorough and palnstaking fashion. Unfortunately, the
conditions of the present dispute iIn the YSL are anything but propitious
for such an objective and scientific exsminabion, I fully intend to pre-
sent a thorough~going analysis of the theoretlcal implications of the Polish
and Hungarisn revolutions. after the conventlon, Meanwhile, there remains
the outstanding example of how not to deal with an lmportant theorstical
and political question, the NAC "Draft Resolutlon." Lst us start with
sone of the more inane constructions with which the NAC majority proclaims
its cternal rightness, '

Irane Consbruction and Bternal Richtnoss

. Paragraph 3 of the Resolution sets a "theoretlcal framswork" of sorts
for tho Bust Ruropean reovolutious. It states "The fundamental structure
- of intornational politiecs since the end of World War II has been a three-
cornercd strugglo betwoon the imperialism of bureaucratic-collectivist
Stalinism, the imporinlism of the capitalist cemp led by the United States,
snd the forces of all the oppressed, of the international working class and
the colonial pooples." Loave aside for the nonce all the theorstical errors
and look at this statomont as a pleture of the roality of world politics
gince tho war. "tho forcss of all the oppressed’oppose capltalism and Stal=
inlsm, we arsc told. Don't the comrades of the NAC majority know that the
fopprozssed" of an insignificant country known as China, together with sev~
eral othor "colonial peoples," have carried through revolutlons which have
Jined up with the Stalinist camp? A minor fact, to be surs, but nevorthe-
less not exactly in accordance with this ..... theory.

Paragraph 15 is dovoted to o condemnation of the thoory of Stalinlsm
associated with Isaac Deutscher, I have no quarrel with the Resolution's
rojection of "deutscherism® (ihough someons sympathetic to Doutscher's
views would have a right to object that his position has been crudely
ovorsinplified, hence distorted, and that it is absolutely unjust to
Deutscher a8 & historian and analyst to place his theories on the same
plane with the ravings of a Hannah Arendt), Bub paragraph 16 goes on
from that to smear everyone who disagrses with the Yorihodox" position
on Stalinism with the same '"Meutscherite! brush, in the following remark-
able fashion: "This theory...bdécomes then transmuted among all of those
1vho hold one variety or another of illusion about Stalinism and vho regard
it as 'propgressive! or 'e kind of socialism! into a program of reliance on
the burcaucracy for the struggle asgainst Stalinism. It urges the masses
to bs quiescent, lost the rulers be frightensd into withdrawing their
'reforms'y, and in this roeveals iis perniciousness,”

Note well that clogant phrase "all of thoso who hold ons varietyv ox
pnothor of illusion about Stalinism.” That obviously includes me, since
as evoryono knows, I hold to the "illusion® that the Chiness revolution .
represents a progrossive historical event. It obviously includes thg



Socialist Workers Party, which.agrees with me on the Chlneso revolution and
furthor belioves that al) the Stalinist states are "degenerate" or "deformed"
proletarian states. Above all, it obviously includes the "Americaen Soclal=
ist" magazine, vhich refors to Russia as "a kind of sociellsm.” '

It is obviously difficult for the NAC majority comrades to concelvs >
that those who hold what they regard as "illusions" about Stalinism are in
favor of tho rovolutionary overthrow of the Stalinist bureaucracy and oppose
urging the masses to bs "quiescent”. Bubt in the real world, as opposed to
the fantasy world in vhich only the ISL, the YSL right wing, and the intor~
national Soclal-Democracy are reliable anti-Stalinist and everyone else is
one ‘'varicty or another of Doubtschorits, this happens to be a fact, and
_overyone who has read tho statements on the Hungsrian and Polish revolu-
tions in the "Militant® or evea the "Amsrican Socialist® knows it to be a
fact! ' o '

The nontal processes behind the NAC majority delusion were explained
very oponly by comrade Oppenhoimer in the last issue of YSR (page 22):
"tho Cannonitos objsctively urge the subordination of working class inter-
osts to those of the degenersted workers state, so called, according to
my understanding of the theory of bureaucratic ceollectivism, to vhich I
hold," The minds of the NAC majority have obviously worked in the same
way: according to the "theory of bursaucrabtic collectivism,” the "Cannon=
jtos" (remomber that these comrades regard the YSL left wing as "Cannonites")
mobjectively urge the subordination of working class interests." So why
not coms right out and say so? Why bother to look through the "™illtant!
to find out what they actually proposs, "objectively" as well as 'subjoct-
ively?" Our theory tells us that they "urge the subordination of working
clasn intorosts,? and that's quite enough. Anyone who thinks that theories
have to bo chocked by gonstent reference to reality is obviously a vulgar
empiricist, sectarisn, and schematic to boot!

In paragraph 44, there is enothor reference to the world political
situntion of tho past docade which is also indicative of the relation (or
lack of sonso) betweon the NAC majority's theories and reality: "all in-
dications show that the Russians were aiming at world domination primarily
through sproading Stalinist influence on the basis of indigenous movementis,
rather than by military aggression," The notion that the Russians were
taiming at world domination! at ell is simply laughable, in view of their
obvious sconomic inability to achieve or maintaln that domination (as I

“ showed in the discussions at the time of the last convention), The noticn
that the Russians sought world domination "through spreading Stalinist ine
fluenco on tho basis of indigeious movements! would not be out of place in
the disordered brain of a J. Edgar Hoover, but it has no place 1n the re-
solution of a socialist organization. Does the NAC majority deny that
Russian policy has consistently sold out powerful Stalinist~led movements
in the intorests of a deal with Western imperialism, all throughout the
history of the Stalinist bureaucracy? Is there anyone in the YSL who has
not lparnod the lessons of Spain, Creece, France, Italy, Iran, Guatemals,
and many other countries? Doss anyozne in the YSL claim that where thers
has boen "spreading Stalinist influence on the basis of indigenous move=-
ments" a5 in China, this has been dus in any significant measure to Russian
policy, or has rosulted in Russian domination of these areas? Will anyons
be bold onouph to explain how Russia could aim at "world domination" when
it is unablo even to dominate China? RS ‘
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n tha: "ankruptey? of Amerdcan Forsien Pollew

Formulations like those discussed above give a clear picture of the
intollectual and political level of tho NAC "Draft Resolution", but they
are not the main things wrong with it. Also in the category of socondary
dofcets is tho repotition nd paustam of tho shibboleth about American for-
eign policy being "bankrupt." This phrase 1s probably useful in talking
to liberals who don't understand the first thing about capitalism and soc-
ia)ism. But it is radically falss in a resolution which must aim at sci-
ontifie precision. American foroign policy is reactionary, militarist,
imporinlist. It is not bapkrupt ~- i.e., it has huge resources and ex-

.

collont chances to carry out its reactionary ‘aims.

The trouble with American Forelgn policy, for a Marxist tendency, is
not that it is "bankrupt", but that it is the forelgn policy of the groat-
ost capitalist and imperinlist power on earth, Ve would have a lot less
to vorry about if U.S. foreign policy was, in fact, Vbankrupt", instead of
boing what it is: the most powerful and deadly enemy of socialism in the
world. The deadly dangor in using the torm "bankrupi" in reference to U.S.
foreign policy is not that it will be taken in its literal sense, as indiw
cating that U.S. capitallsm, and therefore its foreign policy, is on the

. verge of complete collapss, but that it will reinforce liberal and sociale~

“domeeratic 1llusions in the minds of our contacts and newer members to the
effect that it is possible for U.S. foreign policy, short of a socialist
revolution, to be something other than imperialist and reactionary.

I do not charge that the NAC majority holds these illusions yet. Bub
it 35 dofinitely and visibly sdapting itselfpolitically to these social-
democratic ideas. That this is the political essence of the phrase "bank-
ruptcy”, and not just a matter of a typleal sloppy foraulation, is proven
by the pranimous rejection by the NAC of an amendment offered by comrade Tim
vhich stated the olementary Marxist truth that "The U.S. cannot take any
truly non-imperialist, progressive, action,..until such time as the working

‘¢lass comes to power in this country.” :

This procoss of systematic political adaptation to soclal-demoeracy is
tho root of all the fundamental errors in the resolution. It lies behind
tho abandonment of the Marxist cluss analysis of "democracy," the abandon-
mont of the revolutionary socialist view of the worksrs councils in the
socielist revolution, tho abandonment of the Marxist position on the noed
for a revolutionary vanguard party in the itransition to socialism, and in
general a completoly lopsided, distorted picture of the revolutions in
Poland and Hungary.

Tho Rirht Ming and "Democracy"

It is no accident that the key phrase in the analysis of the Polish and
Hungarian revolutions is "domocracy” -~ not "bourgecls democracy”, not "work=
ors domocracy!, not even "peasant democracy”, but plaln, unqualified "demo=
eracy’, "democracy" in goneral. There may be some younger members of the
YSL who ses nothing wrong with this procedure. I advise all such comrades
to study very carofully the writings of Lenin on this subject, notably
"State and Revolution" and "Prolotarian Revolution and Renegads Kaubsky.!

The koy thought, absolutely basic to the Marxist theory of the stats, is
that any form of government in a class society, including a democracy,
essontially embodies the domination ("dictatorship") of one class over the

*
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othors. This 15 ospocially true of workors democracy becauss the proletariat,
inhorently a propertyless class, cannot rule except directly and politically,
1.0., through its own class organizations of the "soviet" type. Any form-

of "puro" "classloss" domoeracy "in general! can only express the domination
of the cconomically strongest elass, i.e., is nscessarily bourgeois democracy.

. These basic considorations are well known to the members of the HAC, amd
presurably these comrades nccept them, at least formally., What the resolution
does is simply to declare them inapplicable to the revolution under Stalinism,
in the folloving way (par. 26):

"What must be remembered is that under Stalinism, the fieht for demo~
cracy has a difforont social meaning then it doos under capitalism,

so long as it islmited to general democratic aims and demands no other
change. Under capitalism, such a struggle represents a struggle for
capitalist domocracy. Under Stalinism, where the means of production
are statifiod, the fight for democracy which calls for no other changes,
and hence seeka the democratization of statified property, becomss the
revolution for democratic socianlism, even 1f it is not so consciously
expxessed "

What wo havo herse is a scheratic formula, rigidified into a fetish,
used as a substitute for a conerete historical analysis. The leaders of
tho YSL have for a long time rslied on the formula that Stalinism is not
sociallst becnuss its nationalized property is not accompanied by political
denocracy. The obvious corollary to this is thai nationalized property plus
political democracy is socialism. And this is the thooretical essence of
the quotod paragraph.

This 1s a good example of tho dangers inherent in an agitational over=
simplication, It's a lot easier and more effective for us to talk about
"democracy" as a prersquisite for socialism than to use that nasty term
"dictatorship of the preoletariat.” In the case of the YSL right wing,
this has gone past u mere tactical adeptation of languags and has become
an adaptation of thought. The strugglo for soclalism under Stalinism ceases
1o be a struggle for workers power, and becomes a struggle for "general
democratic aims."

The false, abstract, wndiulectical character of the methodology of the

NAC majority 1s exemplified by the proposition that the struggle against
Stalinism is the struggle for socialism "so long as it is limlted to genoral
democratic aims and demands no other change."™ But of course the reality of
tho revolution in Eastern Europe is not that of pure demoeracy and "no
other change." A huge number of economic and social changes which are
not nccessarily those flowing from "general democratic aims" ars the in-
separable accompaniment to tho popular revolution against Stalinism: to

- cite only the one change reforred to by the resolution, the psasants have
spontaneonsly eliminated collectivized agriculture, and restored private
property on the land. It is exactly these changes that determine the actual
charactor of the revolution against Stalinism, not an abstract formula about
the relation of "democracy" to "socialism",

The formula nationalized property in industry plus political democracy
equals socialism 1s not oven true on an abstract level, no ratter how useful
agitationally., If it was true, Austria ord Burima, both of whose industry
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is inrgely nationalized, and both of whom have relatively demoeratic political
structures, would be socialist states, The essential prerequisite for de-

volopment toward soclalism is the raising of the working class to the posi-
tion of a ruling class, or, in precise sclentific terms, the sstablishment -
of the proletarian dictatorship,

Would the struggle for "pensral domocratic aims" under Stalinism be
sufficlont to raise the working class to the level of a ruling class? The .
NAC resolution angwers in the affirmative, on the basis of its formula,
This position has interesting theoretical consequences, which we will dis-
cuss later. A real answer, however, must rest on a concrste analysis of
the Polish and Hungarian revolutions,

Democracy” and Capitalist Rostoration

The key questlon is this: theoretically, was it possible for the
Polish and Hungarian revolutions to result in the restoration of capitalisn? -
The NAC droft resclubion precludes this, since it states that "democracy"
is sufficiont to define "the revolution for democratic soclalisw," This
view, in my opinion, 1s possible only on the basis of a sinpular ignorancs
of the actual social and economic forces determining the evolution of Poland
and Hungary, and the world context in vhich these revolutions took place.

What would have been the development in Prland or Hungery if the re-
volution had in fact achleved the establishment of formal democracy, of the
western type, wlth "no other change?” We here must abstract from the actual
loval of sociallst consclousness attained by the Polish and Hungarian work-
ors, since this is not a determining factor in the argument of the NAC ro~
solution. It should, howover, be madse clear that I belleve this level of

-gocialist conscinusness was the decisive factor in the whole development,

the key to tho future of thase countriass.

The establishmont of formaldemocracy, if it means anything at all, means
fros oloctions to a sovereign parliament. Frae elections, Iin turn would
roan the ostablishmont of a government reflecting the numerically largest
soction of the population. In Poland and Hungary this-majority is not the
working class. It is the petty~-bourgeolsis of town and country, the peasants, :
snall shopkeepers, artisans, and the old middle classes.

Could free olections in Foland or Hungary result in fact in a government
reprosenting this petbty-bourgsois majority? A majority cannobt express its
rule unless it is organized. Could this majority have been organized?

Hore we coms to ons of the most shdeking featuwres of the NAC draft
rosolution. The authors of the dralt have made the most stupld omission
poug.blo in a2 resolution on Poland and Hungary' there 3s no mention whataver

Petailiess daau Han Siiamesiese

forco.

Yet, in both Poland and Hungary the Church is the pna institution to
orerge full blown from tho Stalinist regime, with a highly organized and
stablo apparatus, a long tradition of continuity, and a high degres of
popular prostige. The actual power of the Catholic Church is shown by the
onormous oxtont to which religious education was reintroduced into the
schools in Polend and Hungary (pariicularly in Folard, there have been fre-
quent reports of the porsscution of atheist and Jewish children by Catholic
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pajoritios). The power of the Church was shown uwost dramatically by Cerdinal -
Wyszinskl's intervention on behwlf ol Gomulks ab the time of the rscent.

Polish elections =~ an action which, according to all reports, played a

major part in saving tho Gomulkse regime from whab zaemed 1likely to be o
‘drastic setbacks Can thors be sny doubt that in really free electlons the
eandidatos endorsed by ths Church would have & huge advantags among tho Cathe
olic majority?

Whot role doss the Church dosire to pley in these revolutions? The
Draft Resolubion stntos that in Poland and Hunpary'"forces vhich advocate
copitalist restoration...were extremsly small end carried no welght.” It
is true that neither in Poland ror in Hungary did the Church pressent an openly
capitelict program., Bub it is not necessary for 1t to do so. The Catholic
Church, by its very nature as an international body completely controlled from
the Vatican, plays a certain role in world politics -~ the role of an imporiant
"8lly of U.S. imperialism and of capitalist reaction in all countries. JIf it
folt freg to do sg, vhat reason is there to think that the Church headed by
8 Mindszanty would act differently than doos the Church in Italy, Spain, or
Austria? And if free elections should return a parliament with a Catholic
majority, reflecting the Catholic majority in the countryside, wouldn't
the Church feol freo?

There seems to me to be a bigh degree of probability that really free
olections in both Prland and Hungery would return a petty-bourgeois, clerleal
pajority. Froue sleclions were never held in Poland after the war, but if
they had been held, fow except the Stalinist have denied that they would have
beon won by tho Peasant Party of Mikeclajezyk. Free slsciions ware held in
Hungary, end they resultod in a substantial majority for the Smallholdars
party, led by the clorical reactionarles Ferenc Nagy and Megr. (!) Bela Varga.

Vould n government of Mindszenty-Forsne Negy or Mikolajezyk-Wyszinski
have boun able to resbore capitalism#? It is herse irrelevent to argue that
no such govornmonts could, in fact, have been formed -- because they obvious=-
ly could have boon if the revolutions had remslned within the bounds of
formal parlismentary dsmoecracy with full democratic rights for all partiss
and individuals, including clerics and emigres. The question at issus is
precisely the nature ard role of such formal parliamentary democracy in
East Burope -~ remember that the draft resolution considers this "democracy"
eauivalent io soeinlism.

I bolieve that & petiy-bourgoois government in either Poland or Hungary,
if allowed to stubilize itself and get a firm grip on ths country, would be
able to bring aboubt a retuwrn to capitalism, and in very short ordsr. The
first stop would be the absolutely necessary one, for any non-Stalinist
government, of restoring capitalist relationships in agriculture and small
production and retall trade, The NEP in Russia continually tended to de=-
velop rostorationist tendencles, epitomlzed in the rise of tho kulaks and
Nepmen. Bukharin's policy of concessions to these capitalist elements would

# The term "capitalism" is used to refer to a petty~bourgeols type of state
capitalism, based (to start with) on small property on the land and on
production and trade, as distinpuished from Stalinist or socislist typs

economios, in vhich the major emphasis is placed on the growth of the state
sector, i,0., of indusirial prcduction, )
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in fact have brought about this sert of capitalist rostoration despite the
subjective desire of the Bolshevik right wing to prevent 1t, NEP in a back-
vard and exhansted country is a dangorous business at best -~ if placed in
the hands of the political ropresontatives of the knlaks and Nepmen (and

the peasunt and petty~bourgeois parties could be nothing else) it would
certainly lead straight to capiialism,

Anothor decisive aspoct of the return to capitalism under petiy-bourgeois
domocratic leadership would be the ties of Poland and Hungery with the capi-
talist world market, most imporLant of course, with the glgantic sconomic
strongth of U.5, imporialism. It is no secret thut the main positive poli-
tical program of U.S. imperialism toward Iast Europe 1s based on massive
ccononic ald, in tho form of "loans" and outright gifts. This "aid” would
have a dual effect: it would be a politiczl ace of trumps in the hands of
the bourgeois politicians vho alone would have access to the American largess,
and it would very rapidly sorve to reorient the economies of Poland and
Hungary back to their traditional dependence on Western capitalism., Lenin
once remarked that he was far less afraid of the Vhite Guard armies than of
the cheap Western commodities they brought in their train, American com-
modities entering Eastern Ewrope under petty-bourgeois governments would
not meroly be chanp -~ they would bs free!

- And what would becoms of the nationalized industries? Their fate would
serve the inlsrests of the peasants and petty-bourgeoisis and the needs for
trade with the Western capitalists. Hungary and Poland can be capitalist
states withoul denationalizing a single large indusirial plant; all that is
nescessary is to convert the industry, democratically of course, into an
appendage of the peasant economy and the world econony.

Vhat dees this mean? An orientation entirely to consumer goecds pro-

~ duction, for the benefit of the peasants. A cessation of new investment and
oven repairs, since this would divert resources away from the petiy~bourgeols
sector, Abandonment of industries that could not compste on the world market
== why should. a Folich shopkeaper pay twice as much for a Zeran car as for

8 superior Volkswap=n? Such investment and modernization as takes place t

bo financod by private Western capital, at no cost to the national sconomy.

_ And the consequecnces of this for the workers? Wages kept low, to keep

" down the cost of production. Vorkers councils would naturally not be allowed
to interfere with the decisions of the democratic majority on questions con-.
cernlng the management of tho oconony, The present grossly overexpanded
vork force would bo sharply reduced as an obvious rationalization measure.
And of courss, the workers representatives would not hold power in the
government end parliament; after all, in a democracy, doesn't the majority
rulse?

Ve ghould here re-~emphasize that the above is not a picture of vhat I
believe to have been the real perspective before Hunnary and Poland, the
real class nature of these revolutions, It is a picture of a real possi-
bility of tho evolution of these countrles, ;g the workers had rastribtqg
themselvog to "gopersl demoeratic aims." The essentisl thing that it shows

e D i

is that it is completely fzlse to argue that the establishment of parlia-

-

mentary democracy. is sufficient to convort a Stalinist state into a Socialist
one. Under Stalinism as under capitalism, there 1s no such thing as demg-
eracy in pereral; there is proletarian democracy, and there is bourgscis’
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domooracy. Nothing else., The ﬁclassless" paerliamentary forms of democracy, -
in a country wlth a peasant and petty~bourgeols majority, ropresent bourgsols
democracy. ‘ S -

The Socinlist Alternative -

If a formal snd parliomentary democracy was likely to lead to a petty=-
bourgeols government and the restoration of capitalism in Poland and Hungary,
what should have been ths socialist aliernative to these "general democratic
aims?" The answer was given by the Russian Revolution, which also took
place in a backward country in which free parlismentary elections would have
necessarily resulted in'a restoration of capitalism. That answer is the
establlshment of the state power of tha working glass.

In Hungary this solution was indicated perfectly by the course of the
revolutlon itself, in which the decisive organs of revolytionary siruggle
wore the workors councils. These councils were created in the course of
the strupggle by the spontansous action of the workers themselves, and quickly
proved themselves to be the political leadership of the entire nation,

The workers council or soviet represents the indicated form for the
establishment of workers power in Hungary and, with slight difference of
form, in overy other country., In a country like Hungary, the creation of .
councils of working peasants, peasant soviets, would provide a means whereby
the peasant majority could bs reprssented in the government while pressrving
the state power of the prolstariat through its class institutions., In sci-
entific terminology, the stats emerging from the revolution would be a
vorkers state; the government would be & worksrs and farmers government.:

Of course the mare establishment of & republic of workers councils in
Poland or Hungary does not guarantes these countries against capitalist
restoration., The prolstarian regimes in East Europe would immediately be
faced by the sams sort of problems which beset the first soviet republic
undor NEP, and, if the revolution should fail to extend itself to thes ad~
vanced countriss of Vestern Xurope, thess states too would degenerate and
eventually collapse., What the workers republic would guarantese is the
opportunity of the working clacs at every point to impose its own conscilous
socialist direction on the nation. ) '

It may be that some comrades who have never read Lenin or forgotton vhat
they once learned will claim that this is "undemocratic!, because a soviet
type of state would meen the rule of a minority, the working class, over the
rajority of the population, mainly peasants. In reply to this objection, we
point out the following basic facts: '

‘ 1.) The peasantry, even vhere it is in the majority, is incapable of
ruling in its own nams. As a stratum of small commodity producers, i.s., &
potty~bourgeois class, it tends to follow behind its natural leaders, the
petty~bourgeois end "middle class” elsments in the cities. In East Europs,
this has been and is concrstely expressed in the allegiance of the peasantry
to the Catholic hierarchy. A government "representing” the East Europsan
-~ peasantry would be dominated by clerical and pro-capitalist forces, which
not only are a much smaller minnrity than the proletariat, but are of courss
a reactionary, inherently enti~democratic minority as well,

2.) The state of a sovist typs, in terms of the actual rights ang
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povera onjoyed by the masses of the peopls, including the poor peasants, 1s
infinitoly moro democratic than the most democratic bowrgsois republic,
frooly-olocted parlionent and all,

3.) In the actual roevolution, the working class wes the undisputed
loader of ths entire nation, and was the sole scclal force capable of an
all-out strugrle to over-throw tho Stalinist bureaucracy. This fact gives
it the hiphost democratic right to ostablish its own state. Historical
sxporience shows that the worklng class 1s able to win support from large
sections of the petiy-bourgooisie ond peasaniry only when it shows thon
that 3t is onpuble of acting to solve the problems of the entire coclety
in a rovolubionary fachlion on its own, trusting only to its own class
forces.

The question naturally arises: I1f the Russlan counter-revolutionary
intervention had not taken place, would the Hungarian revolution have, in
fact, resulted in a republic of workers councils? Of course, we cannot
ansver thls question definitively. But certain clear facts about the ob=-
jective and subjective aspocts of the Hungarian revolution indicate that
an affirnative answer was highly probable.

The first and docisive thing about the Hungarian revolution is that
it was & workers revolution, and the leading role of the workers was insti-
tutionally formulated by the establishment of worksrs councils. Except
for the Russian army, there wes in Hungary not the shadow of & soclal
. force capable of preventing the essurption of state power by the workers
councils, Thus the objoctive conditions for the formetlon of a soviet
republic, in the event of rovolutionary victory of course, were entlrely
favorablo, o

Tho actual level of consclousness of the Hungarian workers, however,
wag not at the level indicated by the objective possibilities of the re-
volution, In this the Hungarian workers were like the Russlan proletariat
after the February revolution. The general demand wass o5 for all power
to the workers councils, but for "free olections™ to a soversign parliament.

It would, however, be a disastrous mistoks to teke the level of con-
sciousness corresponding to the struggle amainst the Stalinist bureaucracy
as the pormanent and vltimate politicsl progrem of the Hungarian proletar-
iat, Tho Hungarian workers wanted "fres elections,” but they also wanted
to preservo their own councils and extend thelr powers. Thoy wanted to
move foruard to sociallsm, not backward to capitalism. ‘

If the revolution had boon succecsful, the workers couvncils would
have emerpged with the detvicive aspects of state power, ds facto, in their
hands, They would not bas likely to surrender this power to the petty=-
bourgeois and clerical government resulting from "free elections", A
state of dual powsr between parliament and sovists would tend to emergs.
In this ths Hungorian workers would, in their own way, bs recapitulating
- the expsrience of the Russisn working class. 1In-Russia, as we all should
know, the prolaiarian revolution was followed by fres elections to a con-
stituent essembly, tho most denocratle typs of bourgecis parliament. Petiy=-
bourgeois partios, of a far nroro "loftist! type than would be found in the
Hunpary of Mindezeanly, doiinatad this constituent esssmbly. Io Russia, it
took only a day to make clear to the workers councils that they could not
tolorate the oxistonce of a bourgeols governmont by their side. The |
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Russian workers acted in the right way; under the leadership of the Bol-
shevik party of Lenin and Trotsky they dispersed the parliement and madse
it clear to the entire world that the soviels were the only powsr in Russia.
The Hungarian worlkers would eventually be faced with the same problem, and
evontually would have to act in the same way, or ses the conguests of their
revolution selzed from them by the restorationist slements.

The Necd for a Revolutionary Party.

The Russian workers wore oble to act as they did only becauss of the
presence of a revolubionsry Marxist party, cepable of anticlpating events,
drawing the lessons of the proletarian siruggles, and taking resolute re-
volutionary action. In Hungary too, thoe establishment of the power of the
vorkers councils would require such a party. The absence of a bolshevlk
party was one of the main causes for the strength of bourgeois-democratie
and even pro-western illusions among the workesrs. These illusions were
the Inevitable product of the situation of the Hungarian working class,.
of its experiences under the Stalinist dictatorship. They could be over=
.coms only in the course of open political struggle after the destruction
of the Stalinist regime. To do this, to raise its consciousness to a higher
lsvel,. tho Hungarian workingclass would have had to absorb the experience

~of a century of rovolutionary soclalist struggles, and most of all the ex-
perience of the last half-century of Marxist political thought, the body
of theory developod best of all by Lenin and Trotsky.

For tho Hungarian working class to learn these lessons would have been,
ot the same time, for it to consiruct a revolutionary Marxist party capable
of lsading tho proletariat to tho consolidation of its own power. Failure
to reach this new level of class consciousness, failurs to croate a bol~
shovik party, would have meant that the working class would, sooner or
later, let tho state power slip out of its fingers and into the hands of
the "democratic!" majority representing the petiy-bourgeoisie and the Church,

Yhat is the pocition of the NAC Draft Resolution on these quintesscn-
tial points: the ostablishmert of workers power and the nscessity for a
revolutionary party? The authors of the NAC draft have completely abandoned
those central points of Marxzist theory and polities, under the cover of
some very sleazy formulations,

This 1s all the rosolution has to say about the type of socialist
party needed by the Hungerian woriers: "The need for a working class poli-
tical party to bect expross tho socialist aspiratlons of ths masses, to
safeguard the revolution, and to help lend the nation to democratic socle
alism wonuld arise after the victory of the anti-Stalinist revolubion,?
Note well vhat kind of party the NAC majority expacts to do these things
-~ not a "revolutionary" party, not a "Marxisb! party, not, God forbid, a
'oolshevik" or "Leninist" party, but "a working class political party".

- And this party would not lead the natlon to socialism by itself -- it
wvould merecly "help" in this process, along with, presumably, soms other
party which is not "a working class party" (like, say, the Smallholders
party or the Christian Peoples Party?)

But it is not merely any old "workingclass party" that the authors of
the NAC draft expoct "to best oxpross the socialist aspirations of the
masses.” They have a spacific candidate for this role: ‘'there is a good
possibility that the revived Social-Democratic Party could have carrisd out
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those tasks.” Somo nalve comrade might ask, "but why the Social~Democratic
- Party, and not soms other?”" The resolution of course cites no evidence
vhatever that the Nungarian Soclal-Democracy was capable of fulfilling the
role assipned to it, and it is perfectly plain that this is because the
comrades of the HAC majority had no such ovidence in their posssssion.

If this hypothoticnl cowrade, in addition to beirg naive, also knew some=
thing about tho Hungarian Social-Democracy he might wonder about certain
facts vhich indicated the opposite conclusion as to the ability of this
party to do what the NAC majority eupects of it,

Ho might, for instance, rocall that practically the first legal act
of the rovived Social-Democratic party was to participate in sn international
meoting of the Swcond International; not itself a criminal act, but the
expression of solidarity with criminals like Mollet. Ho might recall
Kothly's appoal for U.N. intorvontion in Hungary; perhaps only a reflection
of the pro-wostern illusions in the minds of the Hungarian workers, bub
still not exactly what is to be expected of a gocialist leadership. He
might have read the statemont by the Hungarian left~Social Democrat, Fran-
gols Fojto, that "the 0ld non-communist parties wers impotent. The soci~
alist %oaders like Anna Kothly were worn out." (La Tragedis Hongroise,
p. 309),

Yhat do naive about these consideratlons is the assurption that the
facts concorhing Hungarian Social-Democracy had any influence vhatever on
the NAC majority. Out of all the working class parties in Hungary they
chose tho Soclal-Domocrats for one and only one reason -- the ¥YSL right
ving hos & genoral orientation toward the Social-Democracy in all coun-
trles, an oricntatlion of cap...pardon mg, an orientation of systematic
politicu) adaptotion toward the international social-democracy. This shows
itself in 1ittle things as well as big, in its identification with the Hun-
garion Social-Democrats as in its substitution of bourgeois democracy for
vorkers power.

To cross all the T's and dot all the I's, the NAC majority mads its
rojection of tho need for a revolubionary Marxist perty crystal clear by
unanimovsly voting down an amendment in which Tim called for the formation
ol a "revolutlonary party...as the conscious erm of the revolutionary
workers, "

-3

he Rirht Hine and Worknrs Powor
e pm o rbem ey Be L i I S Sy O TR S TS P

As J have thown above, tho theorstical orientation of ihs NAC mejority
is toward bourgeols democracy, not workers power., This is again made paine
fully ovident by the unanimous (as always) rejection of a numbsr of amend-
ments by Tim calling for the establishment of workers powsr in ths East
Europoan revolutions, For instance, the NAC majority unanimously rejected
the following statement: "We advance the slogan of 'All Power to the
Vorkors Councils' as tho key to the victory of the anti-Stalinist working
class rovolution.” (Incidentally, Tim's torminology here is not the best
possible -~ I would say that 'All Power to the Workers Councils' is not a
"slogan" bul a main strategic orlontation. However, this sort of objection
obviously has nothing in common with the approach of the NAC majority.)

Tho fact thut the NAC majority is for "general democratic aims" {and
rofuses to call for "All Power to Workers Councils") is sufficient to.exposs
the real content of tho following "endorsement" of the Cou?cils: "The
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(Workors Councils) could ba tho orgons of future working class loadorship
in the democratic ruls of the: country. Tho working cless made 3t abundantly
ovident that it desired te maintain thess, its class organs, after thg re-
volution, both ng instruments of workers control in the factories and as
organs of political leadership in the country as a whole. As against those
who derogate the workers councils, or who call for their abolitlon, or reo-
strict or 1imit them, wo stand as thelr supporters.”

This passnge is itsolf sufficiont ovidence for the existence snd hisp-
toricnl roots of the "Indepondent Socialist Tendenvy." Its politlieal essenas
is ddentical to the position in the German Revolution of the "Independeny
Socinlist! party of Ksutsky snd Rilferding. This centrist tendency was
* Wfor the soviets. It Mopposed" those who wantcd to abolish or 1limlt thon,
Thus Kaubtsky wrote, "The Soviet organization has already behind it a greab
and plorious history, and it has a still more bright future before it....
tho Sovict orpanizntion is ono of the most important phenomena of our timeo,
It promisos to acquiroe decislve importance in the great decisive battles
botweon capital and labor toward which we are marching! (quoted in Lenin,
op. cit., page 39). : _

The only trouble was that the Indepondent Soclalists of 1919, 1like those
of 1957, wers not willing to call for "All Power to the Workers Councils,.”
They wore undyingly opposed to "restricting! or "limiting" them, of course;
they morely wished to combine the soviets with the "general democratic aimg®
of o fresly-olocted parliamentary government!

. Undor such conditions the soviets could only be, as Lenin polnted out,
instrumonts for the subjusation of the proletariat o the bourpeoisis. 4
condition in which soviets exist slde by side with a parliamentary "demo-
crotic! governmont is a situvation of dual power. It is the height of polis
tical imbocility to expoct dual power tn exlst on a semi-pormeanent basis in
any country whatsoever, In Russia the soviets wero compolled to destroy
the Constituont Assembly. In Gormany, the Constituont Assembly of Veimar
(domocratically olectod; of course) succoeded in destroying tho soviebs.

In Hungary the situation would differ only slightly. Although the overtly
eapltalist forces wore weak, a petiy-bourgeols clerlcel government emorging
from free slesciions could guickly make itself a strong center for restora-
tionist olements, The clash bstween such a government and the Workers
Councils would come fquickly ard inevitably. If the revolution had been

. guccossful to the extont of elininating the Stalinist power, the workeres
wonld hovo boon faced with the nocossity for eliminating the bourgeols
government bofore it bocomo strong enough to eliminate the Workers Councils,
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Unfortunately, the NAC draft rosolution can do no harm ~- I say un=-
fortunatoly bocause tho Stalinist victory made the problem of what to do
in the ovent of rovolutiomary victory a moot one, But tho orlentation and
advice expressod in thils resolution can do nothing but harm in any futurs,
more succossfvl rovolutions in East Europe. To wrge the workors to accept
"gonoral domocratic aims" and not to establish their own state power is to
propare fatally the victory of bourgeois and elerical reaction. The workors
rovolubion can nevor be succossful short of tho conguest of state power by
tho workors organized as a cless in thoir own class inatliutions which become
stato institutions. The NAC draft resolution Psupports" the Hungarian
soviots, but urges them to support domocracy in genecral, i.o., bourgeols



domocracy, cnd opposes the porspoctive of "All Power to the Vorkers Councils,"
As Lonin said, "rhis is vhore Keutsly's complote rupture with Marxism and
with socialicm bocomos obvious. Practically, it is desertlon to tho caump

of the bourgeoisio vhich is propared to concede to everything except theo
tronsformations of the orgonizations of the class vhich 1t oppresses into
stato organizations.” (op. clt., page 41)

Thus wo have 1laid bare the abandonment of Marxism involved in the posl-

tion on tho decisive quostions of the Hungarian revolution taken by tho
NAC Draft Resolution. In theory, the NAC majority hes glven up the clags
analysis of democracy; it is for democracy in geverol, not workors democracy
Tho NAC majority thon goes on to demonstrate the validity of tho Leninlst
viow that "democracy in gonoral? can be nothing but a mask for bourgeols
domocracy. It does this by supporting the "general democratic aim" of free
porlicmentary eloctions including oll partles, and by opposing any proposal
for "All Pouwor to the Workers Councils," in the actual situation of Hungary
and Fast Europe this could only have meant the ovewhelwming probability of

tho victory of the peansant and Catholic restorabionist forces. And of
" coursn tho NAC majority repudistes the noed for a revolutionary Marxist
psrty to lead the Hungarian workers to soeclalist vietory =- they consider
rovolutionary working class political organization as unnscessary in Hun=
gary vhero a socialist revolution is underway,as in the United States of
today, whors only propaganda groups are possible, or, we may presume, in
tho United States of the future where a socialist revolution will be on the
agonda. :

What is involved here is part and parcel of a general political do-
volopupct on the part of tho "Indepondent Socialist Tendoncy" =~ part of
a "systomatic adaptation to social democracy” which is exprossed in virtu-
ally evory position taken by the present leadership of the YSL. In the cass’
of the Draft Rosolution those comrodes may have gone further along this path
thon thoy themsolves have realized (it is a common characterlstic of cenw
trists that they are incapable of thinking their thoughis through td the
end, and that they display a notable lack of gratitude when Marxists per-
form this service for them.) I hope that this is the case as far as tho
mombers of the YSL at least are concerned, If so, it may bs possible to
patch up some of the worst parts of this resolution by suiteble ansndronts,
In any case, the NAC Draft Resolution stands as a fitting political, intol~
loctual, ond theorotical oxpression of tho tendency vhich hag produced it.
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