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Army", and that the primary task of the workers now ﬁhs'defense of- -
. the European Revolution, This positiocn lasted about a vear and was
. then summarily dismissed in a specch made by Comrade Cannon in
November, 1945; in which the slogan of defense of the Soviet Union
was revived, and the world was informed that the war was not over,
but on the contrary we were faced with the prospect of an even
greater war, the product of a conspiracy of world capitallism agairist
the Soviet Union. In this war, the workers must again rally to the.
defense of the Soviet Union, must again struggle against the war
plans of Anglo~American diplomacy. In the meantime, first Germany
and then Japan had surrendered, the occupation armies of the vic=-
toricus powers had marched into the conguered countries (and a
number of "allled" countries as well) and initiated thelr various
regimes administering the affairs of "friend" and “"foe" alike., To
the great majority of observers it appeared that the war between
Anglo-American imperialism and Axis imperifalism was ended. Yet our
. press carrled cn a vigorous. campaign against the war-makers, not
-dn the sense of a threat of a new war, but with a peculiar insis-
tence that this was the same war, more of the same process. We
. spoke of the workers of the occupied countries tolerating the pre~
" senceé of the Red Army "only to the extent that it is a friendly - ..
~: proletarian armed force" aicding agrarian reform and naticnalizaticn -
- ragainst reaction both native and foreign, without hindering develop-.'
~ment o6f a free workers! movement. This even as late as:last-June, -
with the full record of the Soviet occupation foreés.plain to' seel”

© 77« Out of the Interraticnal Conference came a characteriza=.

lon of the. Soviet Union as a prefoundly degenerated workers!.

tate,: This clearly said only cne thing: whatever meening one:
might attach to the adverb Mprofoundly". still it was not suffi- "

' clent to change the basic asssrticn of the superiority of the®.
-~ 8oviet state ahd econcmy over capitalism in the eyes of the workers
' The duty of defending that state and ecoromy against any peril from
 the capitalist worid is not changed one icta- by this adverb, =~ 1f-&"
. peril did exist, defense would logically become the first_orae? pf%‘_
" the . day. ' : o . - v

v Leaving aside for the time any criticism which might be-
‘made of the. line taken so far, it is only necessary to-add the L
latest embellistments of the line to demonstrate that these changes

- 'have gotten us as. a party into an untenable position. The F.I. has’,
-now raised the slogan of withdrawal of the Soviet occupation. troops
ag well as those of the capitalist countries. Thus we find our-

- ~selves in the position of demanding withdrawal of the troops of a
. workers! state (however degenerated!} from countries.which are
still capitalistic, and which represent an economy inferior to

that of a workers' state. Thus the troops based on collective
_property forms are called counter-revolutionary in economies of ' . _

. private property! It should not be necessary to enlarge upon the.

*  ‘impossible contradiction implied in this position. e

o Added to the Fact that Comrade Wright now reveals in :the
i Octcber -1946 F,I. that the war.is at. last over, (why, how, or by’
what means not explained) it becomes evident that ocur -party is - o
obligated to reexamine our recent policy on' this most fundamental:
quastion of our era, and to arrive at conclusions which fit.the.
facts, instead of foreing us to break our heads agalnst.them.

-r
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ThglNatugo cf the Sovist State

The last thorough-geing analysis of the nature of the-

Soviet Union, a position which the Fourth International has held -
ever" vince, was made by Trotsky in "The U,S.S,R. in War", written
in 1939. We must now test our 1939 line to determine if it has v
wilthstood thc test of time. ‘e must determire whether, (a), the
1939 1line still is valid, (b) the alternatives, as pointed cut by
Trotsky are to replace the 1939 diagnesis, or (e¢) nev conclusjons
must be based on new unferecseen conditirnse

As Trotsky foresaw the possible outcome of - the war, he pos-
ed for us two alterpatives. The first altefnative he expressed in
the following words, .

"If this war provokes, as we firmly belleve, a proletarian
revoluticn, it must inevitably lead to the overthrow of the bureau-
ecracy in the U.S.8.K. and the regeneration of Soviet democracy on:

a far higher economiz and cultural hasis than in 1913." (Defense-

of Marxism, p. 9).

Thus he posed two rclated conditions, proletarian revolua‘
tion, growing-out of the war, and the resultant regeneration- of the
Soviet Union. Nobody will-claim that this has taken' place,. :Yet:
Trofsky, arguing from an analopgy with conditions after the last
Viorld War, posed this alternativa as the expected result of WOrl
¥Ylar II. : .

"Failvure of the confidently expected proletarian revolution
and consequenf regeneration of the Soviet Unilen to materialize. in™
itself ‘places before us an inescapable obligation to reexamine the
whole questicn. , S

Trotzk s sccond nltc"na ive was:”

"If, however, it is conceded that the prpsent war will: pro
voke not revolution, but a deecline of the proletariat, then there
remains another alternative: the furthor decline. of monopoly eapl
taelism its further fusion with the state, and the replacement. of:
demoeracy wherever it still remained by a totalitarian regime.- ‘The
inability of the proletariat to-take inte its hands the: 1eadorshipﬂ-
of society could actually lead under these conditions to ‘the growth
of a new enploiting class from the Bonapartist fascist bureaucracy
This would be, according to all indicaticns, a regime of declire)
s*gnalizing the collapae of civilization." (In Defpnse of Marxism,‘

p 9.

Although this sccond alternative comes closer to the real
ity today than the first, it in effect, only paves the way for !the
concept of the new world social order of bureaucratic collectivism,
This statement makes the failure ¢f the workers to make- thelr-rev
olution after World War II squivalent to inability to make it-at =
any time, Tro%sky's belief (shared by all ~f us) that the ‘revolu=~
tion would occur at that time led him to extlude the possibility
that it might not. Events heve proved this tc have been an: error

(I
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Parsistence in this orror explains Canncn's reluctance to admit .

~  that the war was over, his pathetle groping for a verbal out in~ -

- place of corracting a feaulty analysis as & Marxist should, This
error made Trotsky go too far in saying that the fallure to consum-
mate a successful ravolt necessarily condemncd the vorkers tea .- °
counsel of despair -- a prospect of a long-enduring regime of deczline
and the cclipse of civilizaticn. A contributing cause of this error
may have been underestimation of both the oxtent and effectiveness

of Stalinist betrayal, due to insistence on the "workers' state"
theory after 1t had lost its validity. The loglcal consequence of
this whole error i3 retrogressionism, An attempt to evade the whole
problem is burcaucratic collectivism. :

ThHese revisionist theories are false and unnecessary, and

are only encouraged by the failurce of the Marxists to correct the .
error and put the events of the last six years into their true per-
spective by honest Merxist analysis. ile have said for years that

- the Coviet Union has been going toward restoration of capitalism
under the pressure of the capltalist encivelement, War conditlions
clearly completed the process,-1if 1t was not already complete be-
fare the war broke out. fecognition of this fact réquires neither

~ that we compromise with the innovations. of the revisionistis nox . =
.indulge in the frantic improvisations and blundeérings of those-who

" (like our own party) have as yet refused to face-the facts. ’

iy
A

L Glearly the central point in determining the extent and:. .
‘pature of this error is the estimate of the Soviet Uniocn, Trotsky
‘saw three possible angwers %to this question: 17 a.workers' state;-

. 2Y a gapitalist state, }) a new ard unforeseen type -of world state.

““Phe 1last is tie.desperate recourse of bureaucratic collectivists. .

- 'apd others who must evade the results cf Marxist methods. In the '

. main, then, it is a result of trying. to revise the whole perspec-.. ..
tive of world revolution within the confines of the degeneration of "
the bureaucracy.and that with a.methodology net of economlc laws :

of development and production relatiens,; but merely ofisubjective. .

. motivations of the bureaucracy in its Russian form and Stalinlsm as -
- a world factor., It is like rolling the film of history backs and” ...
having Stalinism as a.full-fledged world ordér before even it has -

‘established itself as a stible regime destined for any pgreater . ..
1ife than deecadent world capitalism in general. . - JE
S Is the 'possibility that.the Soviet Union has become & -~ -~

" capitalist state excluded in the work of our great teachers? It is™. .
apparent at a glance that Trotsky did consider such a condition as
a possibility, On this guestlon he said, "heoretically, to be

sure, it"is possible to conceive a-situation in whieh the -bour-

. ‘geolsie as a whole constitutes itself a stock company whichy. by .. - =
. means of its state, administers the whole national economy. The. -
“economie laws of such a rcgime would present no mysteries. A. .
gingle capitalist, as is well known receives in the form of profilt, [

. ndt that part of the surplus value which 1s dirsctly ereated by the
:workers of his-own enterprise, but a share ¢f the combined surplus™
value created throughout the country proportionate to the amount .
of his own capital," (Revolution Betrayed, p 245). R




Marx, toc, clcurly enviuurod such an oconomf in “Das
Kapltal®, "Cent"a14zutinn in a certain line ol inﬁuir; vould’ have
reached it ex"reme limit, if a1l the indailvidual caplitals 5nVn3ted
in it would huve been amlgamated into cne single capital,

. This 1imit would not be reashod in any partienlar society
vntil the entire social capital would be united, either in the hands
cf one sinple caritalist, or those ol cne sinyle cerporaticn.”
(Capital, Vol. I, P 688).

The laws of such a single capitalist corporation are pro-
cisely the laws that we see functicning in S8talinist Russia today,
with the working elass reduced fo the position of a degraded pro- -
letariat, or a fragment of a man. vurthermsre, in “Anti Duohriang"
Engels spcrifically refers to state cwhership as the ultimate sthe'

of capitalism.

We must now determine the basls upon which. Trotsky last -
characterizged the Scviet Union as a "depcnerated workers state". in
order to ascertain if these conditicns still held good in 1945,
‘said, “"Classes are characterized by their position in the social.
system of economy, and primarily hv their celation to the:means g‘
proguetion, In eivilized ﬁoc¢eties, property relationg are valiuated«
" by laws. .The notlonalizution eff the land, the means of industridl:
production, ‘transpert and exchange, together with the monepoly of

- foreign trade), constitute the basis of the Soviel .scocial  struetur
" " Through these relations, ﬂstablished by the proletarian revolution,
- the nature of the Soviet Union as a proletarlan stater is for usg -

- basically defined." (L.T. Bevolution Botraved, p 2u8) - (my emphaq*s)

: To repeat, our ana1y51° is based primarily on the relationl
ship' of the bureaucrzcy to the means of production. For Marxists ¥
this is basic, - The two. features of the former relationships which:
_Trotsky considered the most important were, -the nationallzation of”
'the means of production and state planning. .

‘ o, insist that only a decrse narcelling out the means of
production among the bureaucrats. as their private property ~can mark
restoration of capitnlism is to retreat to an absurd: legalism - .o
worthy of a-corporation lawyer. Not possession of a title ‘deed,. but
the right in practice to expropriate labor, is the mark of a capi-~
talist. 1If the Soviet bureaucrat possesses all the privelges and -
increments of a -capltalist and performs the same functions 'in rela--f
tion to the means of production, it is childish nord-jugrling to o
deny him the title of capiualiste ,-T?“'

"If a ship is declared‘collective property, but the passen-
gers zontinue to be divided inte first, second and third clasg, it
1s clear that, for the third-class passengers, differences in:the-
conditions of life will have infinitely more importance than that
juridical change in proprietorship. The first-class passengersy.on
the ‘other hand, will propound, together with their coffee and cigars,
the thought that collective ovmership is -everything and a’ comfort-v.
able cabin nothing st all, Antagonisms growing out of this may ' .
well explode the unstable collective." (R volution Sntraxeg p 2’9)
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Trdtaky's further analysis firmly estiblished: that the main

dirgetion of thé growth of Stalinism wais” i the direction of g ' - .

restoration of eapitalism. " No one ecan deny ‘this, " The direction an ;

the path of‘Stalinist‘degeneration'have'heen clearly pointed out‘to“;

us, It remains but for us to follow tha line of Trotsky' -
ing to it3s logical conclusions, o% Trotsky’s reason

Trotsky assumed that the stranglehold of the buréaucracy
upon the ‘means of producticn was n transitional or a temporary -
feature in the struggle of the Rucsian Workers for the dietatorship
. 6f the proletariat. "But he warned of the possibility of 'this condi-
"tion becoming permanent, 'He furthermore drew the necessary conclu-~
sions from such a process, ) .

""The means of producticn belong to the state, But the
state, so to speak, "belongs" to the bureaucracy, ‘If these as. yet

wholly new relations should solidify, become the norm and be legal~ -

ized, whether with or without resistance from the workers, they

-would, in the long run, Jead to a complete: liquidation of the social

.conguests of the proletarian revolution." (Revolution Betrayed. ..

p 249,

' There 1s no denying that these relaticns have bean axtended”
:have become the norm, and been solidified by the purges .. The: .. ..
"8talinist constitution has laid the basis for its legalization,

There remains only .to present the true conditions and draw from -

. them the conclusions of Trotsky.

. " A working class party is guided, first of all, by the posi-. .
tion ‘of the working class in. the economy of any type of state which -
i1t examines. 'Those conditions are depicted for us in the F.I.: -
"For the.mass of workers the food rationg are at bare subsist&nce '. .
levels. Housing conditions, very bad before the wary have not im~
proved. - Production of civilian'goods is almost at a standstili.
The 1little that is produced comes primarily from handicrafts.

Conditions are worse in glaces like LEnih'rad and other

‘ - t opilation can be supplled, from local . &
g%&%ggs?heggtn%ﬁgss gliggsg gureaucracy‘is now-goasting %hat in -

July, ‘the entire ‘¢city of Leningrad was served by "346 sewing shops,
"shoe shops, locksmlith and other enterprises™ which play "a blg role
in supplying the inhabitants of Leningrad with mass censumption
goods" (lgyestya, July 2, F.I, October 1943, J.G. Wright).

2 No one in the Fourth International denies that in the so- _
.called workers' state, the workers' standard of living is degraded..

far below that of most capitalist countries. But the significant: ~

thing about this standard of living i5 not the comparison with

capitalist countries, but the fact that it has declined within the

_ Soviet economy in relation to other ycars, and with a .close inverse
relationship to the Ywictories" in socialist accumulation., This -

vy

. was true before the outbreak of war, and has been only intensified =

by war. This decline is the result of inecreased expleitation ~-
the movement to a capitalist.economy, . a
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’ A furthdr example of degradation of the workers 13 the
Stakhanovite movemant. Piecework was declared by Marx to be bast -
suited to the capitalist mode of production, Stakhanovism is bhest
suited to the mode of production prevalant in Russia today, e
Stakhanovism helped develop a labor aristocracy, which in turn
became a prop to the ruling class, Wa therefore see the needs of
production guiding the Stalinist rulers to use of capitalist forms.
And these needs of production produce such results precisely be=- :
cause of the capitalist nature of the Stalinist .rule. o

The Stalinists acknowledged in the New Stalin Constitution
the distinctive status of the intelligentsia as a "special group"
(which we can read as a class). Trotsky long ago spoke of the bur- .
egucracy as tho "Bour;rols organ of a workers!' gate, At first in
the baslc law -~ the Stalin Constitution -- and inersasirgly in
sctores of le:.l enactments defining and extending the privileges
and powers of the bureaucracy, this bourgeois organ has eaten up -
both the economic and political heritage of thp workers, and with ;
them the supports for the theory of a workers' state. It is time
- to recognize that in this process the Stalinist bureaucracy act:

with the Independence of a class, managlng the property relations
~.in its own interests against those c; ths- exploited and expropriat
ed workers,* .

Kravchenko, in his book "I Chose Freedom" has shown us;
extent to. which forced labor exists in. Stalinist’ Bussia. «Ha-:
that the proletariat is divided into roughly three groups. (1) th
nominally free who operate under the ‘sama compulsions as in a cap
italist econonmy, the necessity to work under.the given conditgpns
of labor and employment in order to sustain life or suffer” starvasT
tion or imprisonment; (2) the free prisoners of the NKVD, a sharew
of whose miserable wages amounting to 25 to 50% depending upon
their “erime", must be paid to the policej (3). the 10 t0.19"
million army of. forced labor of the NKVD. They are nwned in. the
_same sense as the Negroes of the Scuth before the civil war, Th d
1live in concentration' camps, are herded about without even theido
cern that is normally. shown to cattle. Theilr labor .is: contracted
ocut to variaus Stalinist combines. 1Their pay goes into the pbc ket
_of the NKVD. "Their jobs are often designed in such a way that:
their life rxpectanecy is not more than a year at best,

This then, 4s the actual condition of the proletariatfin\:f_ﬁ
this degenerated workers state. S

Under such conditions of abject misery,. exploitation and
degradation, can anyone soberly claim that the proletariat. plays
any role in the process of production except that of a wage glave
We can only conclude that the proletariat plays no role whatever-
either in management or in the organization of production:or iR
any form of distribution connected with the productive pracess.-~'
In what gense then, can Russia be called a workers' state°




*up socilal ve . ting,
organ {and such is every nclass, including an exploiti )
clags) can take shape only as a result of the déeplg-rootgg‘gggeﬁg”‘
?ﬁe s of producticn itself. If we do not answer this gquestion, then =
e eﬁtire controversy will degensrate into sterile toying with L
words". (Trotsky, In Defense of Marxism. p 8).

. . This being the situaticn of the proletariat, 1t is 7
that the bureaucracy performs every fuﬁcgion in the,processog}iggg-
ducticn that wouvlé he performed by any ruling c¢class. The bureau-
cracy 1s not only the theoretical and pelitical leader of the
Russian state, it periorms first and foremost (which for any Warx-
gst is decisive) the role of expléiter in the process of rnroduction.
ﬁrotsky recognizes this in princicle by the following comment in
"Stalin®, {page 410), "Thzs ccntrol eof the surplus product opened
the bureaucracy's road to pover." S -

The position of the Fourth International as stated repeated-
1y by Trotsky in "The Revoluticn Betrayed" is: that the bureaucracy
owes its power to.its control of ‘consumption and through this devél-

~oped the oppressive police state. But this does not completely:. .
~state the case. The truth is, that the bureaucracy has control over.

" consumpticn because it controls the productive process, and the dis-
4inctions in consumption are merely the result of the fundamental. .
‘distinctions ir the very process of production itself which niustibe
and always have been the basis for any Marxist analysis of. the:steate

S + ‘Po gall the bureaveracy a casbe today, or ‘to: limit its .

- bourgeois function merely to the process of consumption, 1s”to im= "

_ply that the relaticns which exist in the Soviet Union are some-form

of soeialist relations of productlon upcn which the:bureaucracy is:

. jmereély -an exérescence ol a parasitic growth,. ~"Such a characterdza=
‘4ion today is absolutely false. The bureaucracy is'no growth upon-

.~ new reiations of production such as existed in Russia in the early.”
. "Soviet state. ' The bureaucracy is itself, part and parcel, menager
and ruler of the process of explcitation, S SR
e . : ) . R - i A
- To deny %this, it would be necessary to .show some means,.

. whether it he soviet, trade vnion, political party, or whatevery
through which the workers can exert a positive control over pro-
duetion. This can be done only by swallcwing the Stzlinist legal
fictions after the manner of the Vebbs and the venerable (but
gullible) Dean of Canterbury.. Actually, the workers can have re- :

. course only to the methods of resistance and protest which have -~ -

! been the desperate heritage of the oppressed in all-times-and - . ©
.- places. 8low-down, sabotage, absenteeism, riots,"are not the poli-~ .
tical weapons of 'a ruling proletariat, yet no other form of -re~-:

. sistance is possible to the Soviet worker, _ ' .

This development in Stalinist Russia is not in any sense of-

the word accidental but is merely the economic consequence . of ‘the v
. 4solation of the Soviot state and its inevitable subordinatilon to:
. the economic laws ‘of the surrounding capitalist world market. - The
. pureaucracy in 1lts capaclty as ruler .of production has been com=-:
. .pelled to. transform the worker into pure and simple wage slaves. |

*




paid at his value, Under thoese conditions the surplus ' ome
the main object of productlion whleh is the essencepofsﬁﬁgbg;p?gggfgtﬁ1
system, operating, not for prestlige, power and revenues, but because -
of the necessity of constantly reorganizing production so as. to o
extruct as much surplus labor as possible, in erder to expand the.
means of production, Owing to the degraded condition of panperized
labor, the bureaueraey ls therefore compelled to constantly develop
ag large a productive mechanism as possible in relatlon to as gmall
a quantity of living labor as possible, .

. Thus there is exemplified in Stalinist Russia the essential
capitalistic law that the greater the production of the worker, ‘the
more the means of preduction are used to dominate and exploit him,
It is this process which accounts for .the accumulation of capital
being parallelled by an increasing accurmulation of misery. It is.
this very disproportion and inecrcasing contradiction which not only
creates unemployment but constantly ‘lesseas theé power of the bureau~. .
cracy to continue the expansion. of the eccnomy. The waste and in-'
efficiendy of the bureaucracy in proeduction results in a decrease.
in the rake of precduction from year to year. ' SR

" Thus, in this process of exploitétion,‘the basis ig laid
for the_coming prpletarian revolution in Stalinist Russia;;_'u

o ‘ Private.Prbpértx? ,
‘The party continues to base itself upon. the belief tha:

a particularvcapitalist‘country, the capitalistic form“is-iﬂs@péfﬁq
able from private property. Wot only does this fly in:the fac £
the theoratical considerations of Marx, Engels, Lenin. and Trotsky
put 1t leads the party to a perpetual search for. signs of capital

istic rostoration, or some dramatic upheaval, in Stalinist Russi

It sticks slavishly to the point of view that the. cocunter revoll

tion in Russiah economy will come in the form of a restoration’”

of private. property. This is not necessarily so.’ There aré no
signs of de-nationalization of the fundamental means of production
in Stalinist Russia, The Stalinist bwreaucracy rust of necessity:
appear to the magses as the defender .of the nationalized propérty.
1t furthermore establishes it in other countries, either directly.
or indirectly, and is prepared tc defend 1t by means of the qu;f:_
Army. | . ' . T SN

~ As a matter of fact, the dominant economic tendency ‘todaysy. =

even under capitalism, is toward statification of production,: - . -
State ownership, by itselfl, without the element of workers': con-.’ .
trol, means nothing, proves nothing. As Trotsky pointed cut in . -
'Defense of Marxism', "the urgent task of the s tatification of: the
productive forees will obviously be accomplished by somebody.s " x
The question iss "By Whom?" Proletarint or Capitalists? . The .
clags conirol decldes the question of its progressive or reaction:
ary character. T S i

‘Dhis leads the Fourth International to the ridiculous;:
demoralizing and confusing position that the Baltic countries,
‘Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania, have at one swoop become . 'progre

- _glyeiy" annexed to the Soviel Union, and at the same time, .-
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degenerated workers' states (profoundly)! What is the nature of
Yugoslavia, Poland and Czechoslovakia? Their econony is in no .
essential respect different from that of the Baltie countries. : Tt'
was -imposed by the same "victorious Red Army" under similar circum-
stances,. Are they ecapitalist states or are they too, profoundiy
degenerated workers' states? It is just possible that the workers
of these countries might want to know whether to defend their
economy or to be defeatists. 8o far the F.I. has maintained silence.

: If we call the satellite countries capitalist, which they
are in fact, then we must admit that within the Union of Soviet
Sccialist Republies, a number of the republics are degenerated
workers! gtates but three of them are capitalist! What a contra-
dlction this maintenance of a patently outworn formula has led

. the Fourth Internaticnal to defend!

By maintaining this position the Fourth Internatidnal
merely gives aid and comfort to the bureaucratic collectivists,
.. managerial socialists and pessimistic revisionists of all scrts. ' o

: On the other hard, there is ancother aspect of the question

of private property with vhich we nust of necessity deal, Trotsky
said in this relation, "(the burezucracy) must inevitably in - |
- future stages seek supnort for itsely in property relaticns, =-- ..
" But the right of testament. is inseparable from the fight of property..
"It is not encugh to be the director of a trust; it is necessary st
~to be a stockholder, The victory of the bureauvcracy in this R
~decisive sphere would mean its converslen into a new possessing:
~class." (L.T. Bevolution Betraved, p 254)., oL '

: - This is false. Production relations do not flcw.from i
-property relaticns.  Property relations flcw from production re-~- = 7,
lations, It is not the function of ‘stoekholders in a corporation: -
that gives the right to c¢xploit labor. It is the funedion Ina -
-process of production over wnich the workers have no control that
transforms -a mere ¥r, Moneybags inte a real capitallst.. DT

The Stalihist bureaucracy, precisely because of its role
.in the process of production, has the "right of testament", .that- -
is the right to the unpaid labor ef the workers becauss of that:
.role, and not because of any stocks it "owns", _

9n the other hand, this preduction relatien, in turn, has
lad ‘to having the right also to any amount of money or personal
property which you can leave tc your direct descendants without _
interference hy the state. MNo one denles this. The.F.I., has
published details of this law and has acknowledged 1its existence,
However == and this is what can bocome fatal -- it draws no’ con-
© elusion from this hew fact, any more than it draws firm econeclu-

. sicns frow. the changes in the family relationships, or that of o
‘the younger generation becoming a privilege of the new clasgs, Yet
-+ the children of the.bureaucrats, having the money to attend the -
" 'schools of hipgher learning, and enjoylng many specilal privilegos,m;-
. 1ncluding travelling abroad, are in fact being trained by thelr . ).
parents and by the state as the futurc rulers of that state. Thus
‘we see that the special privileges flow from the role of this . .
exploitative class in the process of production an ]
state. The new Stalinist Rulers are the state capitallsts

1
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STATE _PLANNING

One »f the main arguments cf the defensists is that the
nationalized property allows a new stage of social development,
the stage of planning. The bureaucracy c¢annot plan and overcone
the economic results of the basic class distinctions in the produc-
tive relations, which are governed not by the blueprints of the
burgaucracy but by its relations with the world market. Under con-
ditiens of the Stalinist economy operating within the framework of
world caplitalism, the monopoly of fcoreign trade becemes not a _
guarantes of the maintenznce of the socialist relations of produe-
tion, ut a channel .througit which the Soviet econcmy 1s re-absorbed
into the capitalist world economy.

It is absolutely impossible for the bureavcracy to plan in
such a way as to overcome the constantly growlng disproportion
between the accumulation of capital and the degradation of the pro-
letariat, The planning of the burcauercey consists; in essence,
oftiegulating the economy within the laws of its capitalistie
mo on, ’

‘Like every other economy in the world today, cepitalism has:
developed to sueh a stage that the capitalists plan the economy to.
‘the degree that they apportion capital and labor to such spheres as'
are needed by the class position and class aims of the bureaucracy

or any other capitalist class. The clagsieal frece market 1s a =

thing of the past.

The buresucracy is able to overcome the more obvious mani-.
fegstations of the old commercial crises only by the most brutal ™
regulations and the subordination of the workers to the constant : -
erises in the economy. But planning in the sense of ‘a rational - -

. apportionment of the means of production and consumption is abso- .
lutely impossible [for the bureaucracy 'owing to the ¢lass antagon- ©
1sms inside the ecouniry, the removal of the proletariat from all -

- productive functions except the production.of surplus value and .
subordination of the economy to the world market either through .
actual economic relations, such as Russia is striving to estanlish ¥
today, or through the modern form of competition, which is imper- :
ialist war, . _ T

This confusion on the question of planning, the conceptilor
that planning, is possible by any other class than the proletariat
which has emancipated itselfl from the tyranny of capital also :
causes in the minds of the world proletariat a confusion between
collective society and totalitarianism. This further does great
damage t® the socialist idea at the present eritical stage of the .
history of the Fourth International.

: It is to be particularly noted that in Russia, the Stalin=-
" i3t professors themselves were unable, accerding to their own con-

fession, to explain the presence in the Soviet economy of value,

hitherto associated with capitalist preduatlon. | o

According:to an article. published in the American Econcmic e
Review a translation of an article appearing in "Ppd Znamenem & .
Marxiama® (Under the Banner of Marxlsm, September 104L) entitledy i




- 19 -

"Some Questicns of Teachinpg Political Economy", the Stalinist pro-
Tessors were forced to zdmlt that the teaching of political ‘economy
had” stopped several years ago (1940 at the latest) and when it was
resumad, a comnlete reversal of position was necessary.  The admis-
sion was now made that the theory of value operates within the
Soviet Unicn, and &t the same time launched a vigorous attack on the
methodoleogy of "Capitul®. This in turn forced them to defend the
Soviet Unien against the charge that it is a capitalist state on the .
two grounds thot it has ne private property and that its economy is
planned, It is signiricant that this guestion came to the surface
ang was discussed in teotalituirian Bussia, but was not considered
worth discuscion in our party. a

The . inrer .essence of .the ¥arxian theory of value, and hence
of surplus value, is that labor power is a comuodity bowght at- value,
The thecry of value is only tne theoretical expression of the actual
class strugrle. The constant growith of constant capltal (the mach~-
ines of production) over variable canital (living labor power) is
only the expressicn of the constant domination of the capitalist over
the worker. ' . o 0

. In a transitional society, like the dictatorship of the broe . -
letapint, wvhen the soclety has the elements of both thepsociety grgm7
whicih 1t emerped (ecapitulism) and the society toward which it-is, -
-, developing (socislism), the theory of value continues to operate; -
.. Since the theory of value is a theory of thé world market. However,
to the extent that the worker directly, intervenes in the process-of .
roduction (production confrrenses, irade unions, soviets, ete), he © -

- .@elivers blews tc the functioning of the law of value, . The proof.

of~ this lies in the fact-that the law of motion ef capitalist
society (the increase of accumulaticn at.the same time as the in-. -
crease of the misery of the working class) is in part defeated in "
a werkers dictatorship, Thus, wvhen in 1923 the produstion in Russia“:
reached 100%, that 13, 1933 levels, wages rose 125%., ) B
: But on the contrary, after the Lirst 9 year plan was intro-.
duced vhen production was consciously set to mateh capitalist TR
standards, you hndé a simultanocus decrease in the standard of living .
of the workars, due to the law of value functioning on the one hand .~
and the failure of the worker to intervene in the process of pro-
duetion on the other hand., The law of motion of the workers' state
Wwas thus reversed, and the capitalist law of motion became dominagt.
Thus in 1940, when production reached 300% ahove 1928, wages had
decreased to 50% of that levell ' o -

, When the leaders of Cctober spoke for the permanent or world
pevolution, they did so not as "ideallsts", but because they knew .
that, with the existence of the world market, -the workers could no%t
continue to deliver decisive blows to the law of value, Without - -
the revolution in some of the advanced countries, the -law of value .
- was bound to reassert its domlnance, That is precisely vwhy their.
espousal of world revelution and thelr realization that Soclalism

could not be bullt in one country.

It 15 one thing to say that in the workers state the-law;of‘ :
“yalue functioned, and gnothnr to gay that it wosg dominant. For ghenﬂ‘

» f
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it becomes dominant, capitalism exlsts! That is.why Lenin insisted =
that they had "state capitalism" with a workers regime, That 1s ~
the reason that he warned that Russia would return to capitaliam
unless the revelution was extended. .

The fact that this came about in an unprecedented way, not
through military intervention, not through the restoration of pri- . -
vate property, only proves hnw correct Marx was, when he stated .
that the ultimate development of the law of value was the statifica-
tion of preduction, :

®  The Soviet theorists had, up unti? 1943, denled that the law
of value, the dominant law of capitalist production, functioned in
Russia, The Stalinist apologists affirmed that the denial of the
operation of the law of valiue in Russia has ereated Insurmcuntable
difficulties in explaining the existence of such catepories-as ‘
money, wages, and so forth under Socialism. However, the admission:
that the law of value operates shoula bring with 1t the admission
that the law of surplus value operates. This they refuse to do.
The contradiction is ‘their's,

Ny These Stalinists, in denying that NMussia is a capitalist
soclety,. insist that ths best proof of this fact is that Russia 1s
not subject to "tha law of eapitalism: . the avorage rate of profit!,

. Actually, the law of capitalism is not, the average rate of
profit but the decline in the rate of profit.  The average rate ol
profit. is the manner in which the surplus value extrasted from the
workers is divided among the capitalists, It is impossible to con«
ciude that therefore Russia is not a eapitallst country as-these |
. Stalinists do. This would Le a revision of Marxism. In reality 7 .

- the state-imposed turnover tax, which reveals to us the extent of ©
profit in the preduction of rconsumers' gocds, is the medium through”
which the state, not. the industry, siphons off surplus value froin: ..
“the wages of the workers. . It could not do: the same thing through .
heavy industry since the workers de not consume its products, :

) To eall Stalinist Russia a workers' state, as our'party - .
does, on the grounds that property is nationalized and production-];._'
is planned, is merely to reinforce the same arguments advanced by
the spokesmen of the hureaveracy, in their effort to bolster up

Stalin's eclaim that socialism-has been achieved.

The Extraction 0f Surplus Value And

Sccialist Accumulation

In. all caplitalist lands, meney is the means through. which
prices and wapges are equated in the supply and demand for consump=
tion poods. The value of the worker is equal Lo the soeially »
rnecessary labor time required for hls subsistence. Just so long~t‘:
as the productlion of the means of consumption is.only‘sufficiegg o -
sustain the masses prices will broak through all legal restrict gqgv_
wntil the sum of all prices of consumers' goods and the ;umtﬁr all r®
wage‘nayments are equal, price fixing notwlthstanding. Inb‘ 3 5
Soviet Union, the abolition of rationing in 1935 brought atout %he‘
great an increase in prices that the worker could not exist at the




new price level. The state was therefore compelled to grant a
general wage increase., In this the state was only bowing to the
fnexorable law that controls wages and prices in any capitalist
society, i.e. the law of value. Ang as part and parcel of this’
process, in obedience to the laws of value, the state accumulates
value by the deviee of the turnover tax. This accumulation of
surplus value becomes capital in the hands cf the Stalinist bureau-
gracy. This increased accumulatlon of surplus value, as is demon-
strated by the increase in prodvction of the means of consumption,
is marked in Stalinist Russia as in every canitalist country, by
tﬁe aciumulation of miscry of the workers at the opnosite end of
the pole. .

Capital, sald Karx, 1s not a thing, but a social relatien
of production estublished through the instrumentality of things,
i.e. the means of production alienated from the workers and oppres<
sing them. Resultant'prepcnderance of production of means of pro-
duction over means of consumption is inevitable under capitalism,
for the use-values produced therewith are ccnsumed by capital not
workers or capitalists. This has peen true of the Soviet Union, -
where means of productlion cutwelgh means of consumption in the .
total of production, and where the bureaucrats shcwed thelr aware=
ness of the importance of this fact in the Plan for 1941, stipula- .
<ting openly that the workers wer: . to get only 6.5% raise in wages .-
- Ffor ‘every 12% increase in productivity. Vosnessensky anrniounced:
. "This. proportion betveen labor productivity and the average wage ..
Jfurnishes a basis for lowering production cost and inereasing '
socialist accumulation. . .M ' o

"“Socialist'accumulation"‘could-hardly be more’clearly _f :
idgntified az equivalent to capitalist accurulation that it is in |
this case. , o . - oo

K Political Changes Within The Soviet Union

. : , _ S
The degeneration of Stalinist Russia 1s to be marked not. T

only by the economic exploitation of the workers but by the rever-

sion to -the worst features of all the derivative social relaticns

cf capltalism. To but list these changes would occupy a dqcument »

in itseif. Since most people 1in the party will acknowledge that

political changes by themselves -are not the vital factors that we

are concerned with here, we will therafore cite only those changes

which illustrate the class changes within the Seviet Union.  These

political changes are but a reflection of the gcononic change that

hag taken place. . .

In the Soviet army -- even the name "Red Army" has. been .

) - Meor cagte has been ag rIe stablish=

§E°§2°§t wageigiggntgggstg% %f fon. Tne chests of the Rrgy _ .
Marshals are resplendant with revived Tsarisi medals and oiher,

- decorations. The officer caste system demands strict %bed g%ie
of the worker-soldler, on pain of the deuth penalty. ha1o 'cg:t
in return 1is rewarded not only with special pay and privi-eges Au_ )
alaso with the right to use soldliers as garvants and flunkies. niét-'
trace of political control from telow either through partihorﬂﬁgg ko
has long since vanlehed. Further, the speciel troops of the s

geparate from ' ﬁing ?F“iﬁ??;w

the regular army, exist as a moans of guar
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any trouble with the regular army -- a police bod of ‘the Tires o
cracy Ifunctioning like the 35 troops Opraziism! y of the pgreau- ,

> These "special hodics ¢f armed men" described ! "in -
"State,and Revelution® now functicn as agents of re;geggigﬁnggaigst-
the workers, not as defendcrs ol the conquests of October. And the
hig@ly,privileged position held by the NKVD is its reward for the
efficiency with whienh it polices the masces. '

Bourgeols family relaticrnships have been formall -
_lished, and the family has become aggin the agency for ein{ggggigon
of women and children. This'has becn accomplished through more
stringent regulations concerning marriage, divorce has beeome
extremely .difficult, and aborticns completely prohibited. large
fa@ilies are rewarded, and in nany respects the "kitchen, church
and children" ideal for women is ‘being preached, large families,
we might mention, have an econdmiec value to the exploiter in swell-
ing the supply of cheap labor, especially since the laws have.-been.-
v changed to make child labor the rule instead of the excepticn, in .
the families of the workers. ) oo T ioon

. The Orthodox church has been restored to many .of its old .

.privileges, and even given an official Status. The Eastern Pite' of
.. the Roman chiurch has ‘been separated from Rome, and brought under: the”
+benevolent wing of the Hely Father in “the Kremlin. . And. while.a' i

'-state-qhurch develops, anti~religious propaganda is discouraged!

: - Bducation for the worker's child'is class education, de-
signed to keep him in the, class to which he was born, through the
device of compulsory "vogaticrial" education frcm the age of 12.. . .7
The higher educaticn is closed to the werker's child by high_tui-.
tion fees, and ihstead reserved %o the children of the Tbureaucracy,
a device famiiiar in ecapitalist countries as a means of ensuring
the continuity from’one generation to another of.-the exploiting

class. . .

. As'has alrcody been pointed out, the new ihﬂéﬁiténce'iawsf:fj}'
permit accumulation of family fortunes in the form of tax-exempt - . =
Soviet bonds, a permanent privileged claim cn producp;op:_ ) RS

Furthef light 1is shed on the.attiﬁude of the bufeaucracy'-

heir attitutde . e
d even the "allied".. .-
“This ."vorkers' -

toward the Russicn working class by observing t
toward the workers of the occupied eountries an
countries which somehow find themselves occupiled.
gtate" demands from the workers of Italy and Germany reparations

for the crimes of Fascism even greater than those asked ?y theh T
capitalist powers. What a devastating cont?ast-to Lenin's emphatic.
rejection of all such imperialistic demands! ‘ e

D brazen an attack on the working class is i
unprocédggigdmgggicial looting of Eas?egn E%rﬁgglgggiganfggiigﬁéén,;
which factories and machinery were movea o 3 esalo, W Tis 08s. -

! letariat cf these coun ol
a dual effect: 1t deprives th0°p£o'the A o et o0 Tnese. ..

. the tools of labor; it also lowers the p B osos parll of -

' ¢ these workers with greatly C) 5 € rli. O
geggﬁgéggnfndTﬁgcgﬁly-thing in recent years whigh\can oe,cgmparg?
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to this caléulated brutality toward the workers is the pelicy of ~
the Axls bandits in occupied countries under thelr cont§01.by -

Bven the vaunted success in dealing with minority national
groupings within the Soviet Union has broken dovm as a result of -
the war, Five autoromous arcas have been condemned ag nationg on
the prounds of disloyalty to the Soviet Union, their rights abrogat-
ed, and their populoticns scattered to the prison camps of the NKVD,
These are not individual ecases, but churges against whole peoplesy
reflecting again both weaknesses in handling the natlional problems
and a ecntemptuous disregerd for ihe masses on the part of the
bureaucracy. This is not the actlon of defenders of the revelution;
it i1s the iron hand of an exploiting imperialism. The report of
Kravchenko and others that Jews as a veonle were shipped from the

- oceupied territories to concentrotion camps, and the testimony of
thousunds of Jews who fled from .the Soviet zone to the itender merw-.
+ .,cles of Anglo-American imperialism, and of many similar bits of .
_..evidence all demonstrate that racism is growing to menacing propor-
‘"tions in Russia,. The state that fosters this disease is inno
. sense or degree an organ of the emancipated proletariat.. = -~
R i further example of the practice of racism by the Stalin-
igts can be seen from their policy of seizing "German lands" .and
“~handing them over to members of the "Slavic races" exclusively - .
“THeir.land selzure policies are clearly not based on seizinglands
- ~of the German capltalists and turning them over to Gérman workers. '
, _ These are bul a few political symptoms of the profound «iae
‘change which has' gone far beyond mere degeneration, to an-undisthle- ..~
.able return to capitalism. co oo oo

i A1l these and numercus other phenomena c¢an only be inter-
. preted by Marxists as the result of a thange in the social rela-
. tions of producticn. To state, or even to imply, after the. past o
. six ycars, that this barbarous oppression of the workets is merely’ '
" f¥he rosuls of differences in the control of consumption 1s to admit -
to the world that social relations in the state based on coliective |
property can be equally barbarous with those based on the most ..+ . :
reacticnary forms of capitalism in. the period of its death agony.. . -

The Danger Of False Analysis

e ‘uIust as A tidy housewife never permits an accumulation- of
‘sobwebs and garbage, just so a revolutlonary party camot tglerate
lack of clarity, confusion and equivocation. Qur house mast b
" kept cleani" - (Trotsky, In Deferse of Marxism.) D _
o A false analysis of the nature of the Soviet Union has-led’
" _the Internaticnal inzo a geries of pgrogs errors in estimating th%hL‘
‘political tasks of our time. We are com:itted to the idea thgth 13:_
.’major .antagonism today lies between the capiltalist world astﬁew_o e,
and the state of collectivized prorerty. Oq the contigriﬁ the iiea i i
- Siruggle f betieay e meRl, Do o b than them nd con- ..
% “.and spheres of influence, dividing o gt o e Roither i
SRRy for unique mastary ol the -globe, In s struggle ne:ohu .
i E?:éﬁ%ary‘gangqcan claim the pllegiance of the ﬂorkors oflfga‘yg?ld 0%
. . \
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The Fourth Internaticnal must throw off the outworn andiysis ba:
on conditions which have long since ceased to be, and-ongé'agaI:Ed
liagtthe wprkers in the struggle for Socialism against all the ex<
nlolters. ‘ ‘

Failing to do this, the International finds Jtself prepape . .
ing the proletariat to defend Stalinist Russia in the war tg‘gg;§;7-'
which the logic of our position forces us to blame entirely upon
the .plots of Anglo-American imperialism, playing down or ignoring’
altogether the pgullt of Stalinism. The c¢ynical treacherous maneuvers
of Stalinist foreign policy, in no way rclated to the interests of
the workers, repeatedly forece us into one cutrageous absurdity after
another, . . T 9
. ¥hat the International calls "expansionism" 1s indistinguish= ..
able from imperialism in our era. Even thirty years ago, Lenin =~ . 7.+
pointed out that whereas the classic basis of modern imperialism was
the export of findnce capital, yet the imperlalists had reached a
stage where they seized upon all sorts of terfitory for ail:soris—
of economic, political and strateglc reusons, even to the extent -of

+° gelzing territory solely to keep other imperialists from getting:i
" He also established that the imperialism of Tsarist Russia.and o
Japan was not based on export of finance capital as was that ol
‘Britain, France andthe U.S. But today Sialinist Russia .fulfills
even the most exacting demands of those who require the letteriof iy ]
the law.. The serles of Joint business agreements 1t has coneludeédiiziry
.with oceupled and satellite nations requires export of capltal,: andsn
reans rewards for the 'Stalinist bureaucracy in the form of surplug?
‘value extorted from the labor of the workers of the small nations;izy
 involved. Today Stalinist Russia follows in every detail thel’
- method of a-great contlnental imperialist powar in seeking to in
- Legrate the economics of tne dominated countries into lts own as
“ one economic unit, That this “inlegration" is. exploitative and.::
. imperielist’ in character is heyond dispute. One of the strongest
_evidences' of this fact is the degree to which Stalinism forces re;
organization of the exploited nation's economy into nationalized:’:
forms, the better to fit the needs of the exploiting economy. Thi
“nationalization has nothing in common with the socialization 1mpg
ed by a victorious proletariat. -

Imperidlism takes different outward forms. Britain built.”

an elaborate politically-controlled empire. The United States;re- .
1ied upon the superiority of its economy to defeat competitorsy and.
became the champion of the “Open Deor" and the "Good Neighbor Eoli-
cy". Stalinist Russia employs the methods dictated by its own® ..
peculiar political and economic structure. The result is the same
exploitation and misery for the workers. The Stalinists even:'.. ™

- echallenge the old colonlal powers by seeking to contrcl the Dardan:
elles-and, from a-base in North Africa, to become a Mediterranean

power, following slavishly the pattern of Tsurism. .

Not to call this imperialism is to'de violence‘to_Margistb
. truth, and which is more important; to tie the workers "to_a false
‘political line which ignores the difference betwean the  old:imper
ialism of. the éxport of .capital, and the totalitarian-;mpgriglism

~ .of the death agony of capitalism. B T
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1. Stalinist Russia 1s in no sense or degree a workers' state,
degencrated, profoundly degenerated, or otherwise. o
2. This is the result of a dialectical process through which

‘the quantitative factor of degeneraticn has made a gqualitative
chenge in the economy and therafore in the sharactor of the state,
transforming the erstwhile workers' state into a capitalist state.

3, Stalinist Russia 1is not to be defended by the working class .
undar any circumstances.

: L., The proletariat of Russia must be mobilized under the slo-
gang of the proletarian revolution for .the overthrow of the Stalin-~
ist burcaveracy, not as a caste, but as a e¢lass which rules the
procgsses of production, controls the surplus labor, and tyranniz~
es over the whole econcmy by means of an army, secrct policey and
state bureaucracy whose removal from power requires a profound

i soeial revolutlon. _ - L L o

. .5, .The Fourth International must unremittingly and uncompromis-

1ingly explain to the woTkers and:cppressed everywhsra: - - S

AL a, The degradation ywhich is inherent in calling'stalinist_
- “Russie epcialistic or in any sense a workers' state. - . N T
c b, That the great lesscn of the last thirty years i . that
Wit isrimpdssible-by,any“legal-arrangement of peroperty to achieve
:“Socialism.unless'the‘economy is based upon an emancipated prole=
Uitariat. Unless the nabionalized—econdmy.is_parallelled.bynfreéi
“ “demoecratiec, proletarian,‘political and socialfinstitutions,”it:is
. ‘doomed to degeneration. : o I T
RIS ¢, ~That the Stalinist burcaucracy must be includeéd among
" +"'the bearers of barbarism along with the capltalists of other lands,:
- . and that the Russian proletariat must rlay.a vital part in. the. ;.
- overthrow of world capitallsm by struggling qgaihs@ its own'ex- .
. ‘pléiters, The social revolution in Russia 1h’an’eséential'part“cf
“v the world revolutidion. - - R g
R . ‘That the Soviet Army and all other organsg of the - |
- Stalinist state mist De dealt with in the same vay as the organs
- “of any capitalist state. . S _ T !
S - 1 That there is 2 profound»difference‘between the poli-
ti¢al agents of the Stalinist bureaveracy and the revolutionary™ ..
». workers who.are still decsived by Stalinist propaganda, It is our . .:
- task to work with znd win over the revolutionary workers inside. O
"the various Communist parties; but never to be trapped into alding:
the predatory schemes of the burcaucrats. .~ I
e f. That the. workers must carry out the same fight against-
.7 - the present peace conference as Lenin and. Trotsky did against‘then;
Versailles Treaty. ) T

6. We recommend that the Russian question be placed on the
.agenda of "thé forthcomlng world conferenge_of"the'Internatiqnalt
L :“'The'International must corry.cn gmvlgornvsﬁpropaganda,uzg
" against all types-or‘ﬂbureaucratic.collectivists",V"rctpogresgio
;.o igts® and other revisionists of Marxism who base their programsy
T gither directly or > indirectly, upon doubts of  the ability of ‘the
. proletariat to.carry out the socdalist. revolution, ISR

"5 (The signers of this
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with either faction in the SWP in the present discussion.‘ We be~:

lieve that the question taken up herein is the central problem of . .
the time, and should he the foeus of the present discussion. All:
other questions are of subordinate lmportance, We welcome the

-colleboration of any comrades who accept the basic politieal line

of this resolution.)
September 29, 19h{,
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By H. Ellinger,tBayonne'Branch

-

: ‘The necessity of a larxian analysis of events is. well
kriown throuphout our party.‘ Indeed, such-has been the aim: of’ the

" resolutions and artieles of the past period., However, equally
. .important for a party which seeks to guide the working class. to
“power is the checking and correcting of these cnalyses against

.. only for the assurance cf a’corraect program but alse as the" most

‘the actuel unfolding ¢f events. .Such a verification is'vital noti

£t

important a5pect of party education.

‘ The European revolution and the question of stalinism -we? ea@
‘undoubtedly (and still are) the paramount issues before the. worlq‘a

- working ciass in the period embracing the war and its dftermath.
_Yat precisely these issues.revealed political differences within

our party and served to ‘demarcate the majority faction from: wh.at
is now known as the minority. 1Is it not time now in a pre-oon-'

" yention period -~ and one year after the conclusion of World: War

Il -~ to assess these differences, decide who was correct and. )
attempt to benefit from the dispute in order that we may better
approeach present day problems? o . :

olutl on? The following, while by no means a complete presenta--
E}ou, constituted two of the central planks of the majority posi 5
oni : , ;

1. Tne European nASSas

-1y dislliusioned vith bourgeols oemocracy. Hance, democratic

demands would rlay ne or at the most a very smell role in the

“struggle. The agitational slogan of the hour which would. wii

. masses to our program wag theroforo “The Soclulist United States

of Europe,"

: 2, Tho pattorn for Burope would be Franco-type government'
propped up by the bayocriets of Anglo-American imperialism, ..The
latter dare not sanction bourgeooll oemocratic rogimos beeaus 3
_wo"kers would ma e short order of thoua. '

_mm“mn;t_’ = i#mu mu_m_..a...u.a %
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