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"Now brother, you don't urderstand. There are
o classes, don't you sce, tho proletariat ard the
bourgeoisie. Wwa -=

"Oh T know that silly talk,” broke in the
student rudely. "A bunch of ignorant poasants like
you, heoar somebody havling a few catch— ords.  You .
don't understand what they mean. You just ocho
them like a lot of parrots." The cruwd laughed
"f'm a Marxian studont. o And I tell you this isn't
socialisu you are fighting for.”

" . o ' ©m_.. You are an educatad man, that is easy
40 see, and I am only a simple man. But it seoms
Lo toome

, o RS B "} suppose,” interrupted the other contemptue
N ously, "that you believe Lenin is a frierd of the

ey iy proletariat?® ' '

RO e -

S . .

T "es, I do," answered the soldier, suffering...
S . Yit seoms to me that what he says is just what I want
. 40 hear, and all the simple men like me. Now there

are two classes, the bourgooisie and the proletariat...”

“There you go again with your s:ll} formla,”
cried the stulentc.

. ® - only two classes,” went on the soldier
doggedly. "And whoever ion't on one side is on the
other.” :

From "Ten Days that Shook the World”
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/ THR CLASS CHARACTSH_OF TIHF CHINFSH STATE

By Ve GTOY

,f%§Fﬁr A _Sharp Chnracterizntion

el China 1s a deformed workers statea. Tt 13 the dictatorship of

the proletariat, though burcaucratically expressed, in a backward

country. This state, this dictatorship, was set up by the masses at’

the end 6f Septembor 1949 when they expelled the bourg=ois~-landlord

armies of Chiang Kai-shek from China, and set up.a new regims. The

» date 1s crucial because it involves the criterion for determining 'a
workers state. The weakness of the Plenum Discussien Draft on China

.. (Discussion Bulletin A=31, October, 1955) seems to flow from a hazy, -

.- or wrong criterion and an unclear concept of the state 1n general.

L The leadership and administration of the Chinese state 1g o
# - Stalinist. But the state is primary and. its personnel 1s secondery.
A bureaucracy is merely "the tool of classes™ as Trotsky put it. The
great fundamental historical reality 1s the state Iitself., ' :

S " True, in a period when there is a blind worship of the bureau="
.- eratic leadership, and a misty, utoolan attitude toward the "socliale
. ist" reality, such as there was in the nineteen thirties, 1t is

;" necessary to put a great deal of emphasis on the deformation. The
41T workers must know the bitter truth. They must not overestimate
/v« their galns. S : : : : -

“ 77 In a period of great reactiony such as ths Stalin-Hitler Pact
% " period, and such as the presant day =- in a perlod when the voriers -
5. G0 not over-estimate but greatly under-sstimate their gains == 1t 1is
.- necessary to put the emphasis on the c¢lass nature of the Soviet '
=~ Unlon, and on every other victory of the working class; no matter -
.- how provisional or how deformed, - ke o

.- Amid the crescendo of bourgeols howls about ‘godless communism,
_Russian and Chinese imperialism," etc., we must tell the masses what
s -1 most important, namely: that the Soviet Unlon and China are
C4r- historie gains of the working class, and they must be defended as
- guche  And nobody but ourselves will tell them this., Needless to.
4:* say, we do not ceass to criticize the bureaucracy, but eonly from .
.. this peint of view: that the bureaucracy cannot be trusted to defend -
7 theze galns, or fight for others. - T
. . We are for the union and against the bursaucracy. DBubt class is

-7 primary and bureaucracy is sgecondary. The revolution is primary and
., +the leadership is secondary. These propositions are rock foundations
it of Marxisme Therefore, we must turn to the c¢lass analysis of China «e
. and of the inner forces and world forces of the Chinese Revolution,
D% - rather than to Stalinism as such -- to clearly understand the events

v~ and the nature of the new state. Our position, our defense, or non-

-, defense of the state must flow from the class analysis rather than

i« from our estimate of the Stalinists or of the character of Stallnism.

( 7 Importance of Theorv %o Practise
gn the Question of China

Some comrades may say: "We sll defond China., Wny ths crucisl
importance of & precise analysis of the Chiness state?'" DBut the
Guzstlion erlsgs -- wiere do we stend on North Viet Nam, which becawms
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en independent state in 19547 Or where would we stand on Malava, = —--
supposing there were an ovarturn and a now state, say, in 19577 Must
wa walt until the new leadersiip undertalkas thoze tasks which wa con=~

" gider to be the tasks of a workars state before we apply our definie
“tion? And practically speaking, or at least politically speaking,

how  long must we wait, how long must this sgtnto walt before wa defend -
L7 ' . ' : _ .

a Yo

, Soma comrades might say in answer to this: 'Wa will dafond all
thase statos as wo defond celonies fromtimpprinlist.powors," .

" But suppose China should march against North Viet Nam. (There
gFe & nuaber of daovelopments that eeuld lead o this.) If China.

‘wore & workers state and Viet Nam still capitallst would we not
~defend China? On the other hand, 1f both China and Viet Mam are

workers states (the present author believes they ara), we would of

" eourse defend Viet MNam as an sxpression of our opposition to bureau-

- eratic totalitarianism while suonporting the principle of a workers
T 3tate w ' ’

*

A war of China against India is not'beyond the bounds of pro-

. pability. Indis is in reallty a semi-colonial country in spite of
- 4ts sovereign form. India obriously retalns far mere the stetus of

s colony than China does. If China wers to attack India wnich side

ﬂ'$?f-§hculd‘a class=conscious worker defend? Only.a firm position on the ™ e

Sy elass nature of the state and a clear understanding of the class ..
- . pature of these particular states can provids the answer to this-

° -quastion. Here the exact degree of nationalizations, flve-year . S

. plans, etc. is not the pelnt at all. Not absiract economic analysisy 77 -

. but only e class approach ean answer the cruclal guestion: Mdhlch SR

' gide are you on?"

. 7 Moreover,; thers are other countries besides the colcniesel'Supé‘ﬁ*“ﬂﬁ

.. ppse a revolution occurs in some other, more advanced couniry ‘under.. 7
3 $

. Marey's Position in 1950

i/ & lesdership other than our own? G8hall we defend the new state R
. which comes out of this revelution immediately, or await the Judgment . =~ .-

of later events before taking a position? These qusstlons appear to

- be abstract in peacetime. But in time of war the ability or in- L
- ability to answer them will spell the 1ife or death of our movement. .

- . What Courade Marcy said about China in 1950 is particularly im-
portant from the above point of view; that isy not merely because of

: its thooretleal correctness but becauss of its political correctness
.. at _the tine. : . .

- WItself issulng from a mighty revolutionary wave, originaily
jmpelled by the great October Revolution, the coming to power of ths -
Vao Tse-tung regime 1s the greatest rupture in the imperialist chain wme

- 8ince the victory of the Dolshevik revolution of 1917. Vhoever does

not see tnat the bourgeols-landlerd-merchant~compradore class allli-
ance, the raln and fundamental prop of imperlalism in China, has S
baen broken and shattered, and a new class power erected, cannot hovs -«

-to understand the evoluticn of present day soclety. A new class

" "powsr, basing itself fundamentally on the workers and peasants, has

seized the reins of power, and is now abtitempting to shape the des-
tiny of Cuins in a new directione Thst bourgscis relations still



pra&sminat@ in industry and agriculturs is inceontrovertible. But

" what igs of groatest moment is that the political power of ths former
-yuling c¢luass has baen shattered, their 'bedy of armed men'!. ‘digarmed
. or desgtroyed, and their main source of strength and recuperativa

wer, their nexus to and dependence upon imperiallsm, shatterod,

&Evgina {s a workers state becausse the main fundamental obstacle to tha

rule of the workers and pecasants has been swept away, and a nev alli-
ance ~- based on workers and peasants -- erccted in its place. It-

48 not a chamically pure dictatorship of the proletariat, as no

'7social form;tjon ever is, but 1its fundamental class content is. beyond .

+ doubt.

'*(kﬁmorandum on the Unfolding War and the Tasks of the Proletariat in ~_ﬂ3'
“the New Phase of the World Permanent Revolution e MBTCYg Novembar, S ‘

1950.) _ L . .

b This estimate is & short and compressed one. The events since -

" ghe time it was made, however, have filled it out and verified it.
+"The analysils which follows, reviews, recaplitulates and summarizes
. the Marxist propositions upon which the estimate is based. But

ffxirste

: The ¥vi 5QFCQ OT Common_Sanse

It 48 really self-svident today, 8i% years after the defeat of

‘Eﬁﬁiéng Kai-shek and the reveoclutionary establishment of “Psople’s

= China® -~ it 1s self-evidant now, that China is a war&ers state? alé ji'}
gnthough bureaucratically deformed. . . ) ,;;fif

Eﬁx-' it is eviuent objectively in what thes Chiness gtate is actuaily

' Evary tendency in the zadical rnovemant today believes that China iJ_gf

'4"demgcraﬁy " where Utopia has nearly arrived (without qulte the ?ef%tgf.

i'=s,r_:-- Tﬁ§§ ”subjectiva” svidence of &ommon sense has £o be c*:&n"ei‘ul‘i LA
Jweighed of cours Just because all the world thinks that a thing is o
"'Bog that does not make 1t so. But it is not only the socialist move-

going today. It is evident in the abrogation of the unequal treate ©

wies with the imperialists, in the ejection of foreign. capitalists
not only from the country but from the gconomv, the cooperative :
. building of great dams, the nationalization of the land, the great

s steps. toward coumplete collectivization, the exsxopriﬂtion of ”bureahmE,;i'i?'

eratic caplitall (which included the bulk of the biggest enterprises

. of Chinu>s the increasing naticnalization of productiocn, estce, etcsié'ﬁf3‘*“

"4"- i
i

It i3 avident sub jectlively in the following interesting wayse

& goclal formation parallel to the Soviet Unlon. The Shachtmanites .

" believe it is "bureaucratic collectivist;" the ”statm-capitagigts?U‘;‘*j"‘5 

T that it is state capitalisty the Stalinists that 1¥ is & socislist

fewtion,it has achisved in Moscow to be sure).

~ment that sees this parallel with the Soviet Union, each section

ug”“x to reallzs that China was "lost" to capitalism. The not-usuallye.

cthrough its own respsctive asyes. The bourrroisia, in each of its
"sections or factions, also duplicates in its estimate of China, its
-¢stlmate of the Soviet Union. The bourgeolsis did not have to reaé

=splilsive New York Times as early as October 3, 1949, branded China

& Prommunist state,” and swaeplnply characterized the three bourgeois

meuders of the top governing body (including Madams Sun Yat-sen) as so . -

maﬂh "window dregsing.' (Just as we do when o couple of Stalinists
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* .. snter the goverrment of o capltalist state -~ and just as correctlys)
_The N.Y.Times correctly did not repard Guatemala, or British Culana
as "eommurist statas.® Thelr critﬂvion was not the criterion of

i Marxism, but the criterion of class interest,

To anyone who believes the Soviet Union 1s a workers state 1t
. i5 splf-ovident that China Is a workers statn., But this Tgelf-’
evidence,;" on the basis of similarities and on the basls of positive
actions and achievpncntsg Implles only a pragratic eriterion for
determining the c¢lass nature of the stato; particularly the workers
state, The question it does not answer 1is when and how éid China
- ... bocome a workers state? At the first beginnings of naticnalization?
: Axter a certaln percentage of nationalization, stc.?

»

P But a state 1is not just a mode of production. A state is not a '
. "goVe“nmen " or cablnet, or parliamnnt., It is "a special organiza-
tion of force; it is the organization of violence for the sunnres;ion
.of some class." - (State and Revoluticn, Chapter II.) Tho state must.
ST of eourse be in har ony with the forms of production of ths ruling
s olags. Bubt as Trotsky says: "A workers state does not bulld a new
i*saciety in one day.¥ Trotsky fakes up this vifal point.. as foﬁlcvsz

‘t' What Is A State? How Deoes It Bacomo A State?

v, “But does history really know of cases of class conf?ict beﬁweeﬁ
::tﬁe aﬂonomy and the state? It do=s, : o J;v.w??"

{ 2 “W?en the ihird Fstate seized power, society for 'a pe;iod of
" years remained Teudal. In the first months of Soviet rules the
’-U proletariat reigned on the basis of bourgeols economy. Tn the field
.« 0f apricultuwe, the dictatorship of the vproletariat operated Tor-a
“ pumber of years on the basis of petty bourgeolis economy. (Io a
. considerable degree it does so even nowv.) Should a bourgeois
.eounter-reveolution succeed in Russia, the new government for a -
lengthy ‘period would have to base itself on nationalized economys
_But what dees such a type of Lemporary conflict between economy and
27y state mean? It means a revolution or a counter-revolution. The . o
f?{'vicycry of che class over another signifles that it will reconstruct .
’ sconcmy in the interest of tha victory " (Fmphasis in.originals) .
(Iﬂb@”ﬂal Brlletin No. 3, Doceomber; 1937.) ' -

) - The last sentence of this guotation is the key to uqderatqnulng
Why %he deformed workers state of ”People's China" was in fact
establisheu in Septembar 1949,

The vicfor" of one class over another is a social rpvolutiong
And yet at the moment of the victory and perhaps even "for a pericd
,;-faf vears' the social inscltu*ions? property formsy ete., may remain
to a great degree as of old, Eow can we be sure that the propsrty:
t forms will reallv ‘be changed?. For that matter; how can we be sure_
,vg that tha "victory of one class over another' hes really been o
++ achleved? Or even if this class or 1ts reprasentatives really will
"reconstruet economy in ths Interast of the victorv®? All of history
provicdes a clea¢mcub ansver to thesa at first sight challenging
questlons. Every single soclial revelution under no matter whose
dmmedliats leadership - all answat una nimously that Trotsky's formue
Jation is corrsch, :
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.l In China the worker and peasant misses fought the native.ruling
elass and the foreipn imperialist rullng class cont inuously from 1925 ’
_to 1949, When the only large instrument of their strurgle -- tha Red
gfﬁrmy - smashed the armies of the ruling class and assumed state ;
““power, this was a social revolution. If it was not, then thesre 1s no
. such thing as a social revolution. At least not in China. :

Nor can the question of Stalinist 1radership bn allowed to de= _
tyact from the magnituda of this revolutiong or from its social and
historical character. On the contrary, the revolutlon assumng all -
the more grandeur, and all the more amazing internal forcefulrness

. when one considers the Stalinist incubus it boere upen its back during
" all stapes of the tragedies, zig-zags and epochal herolsm from 1625=-

v 1949,
e . .Phe dazzling movemonts of the leadersntp ﬁrovided the materials
. for bourgeols and Stalinist historians. ~But it was the movement of

the classes, put into motlion as early as 1919 by the impact of the
Russian Revolution,which provided the materials Tor history itself.

: "Tha revolution is the final pelitlcal outcoms of the class ,
. gtruggle. If the class struggle is valild, then a hundred times moTre '
valia is the revolution that prows _gnt of this strusela. If we sup- °
“w port a strike led by counter-revolutionary trade unlon bureanerats,
* ‘then a.hundred times more do we support a general strike or.revolus=
. " ¢ion that might grow out of the Tirst strike. In genaral, we know = -
7 that these bureaucrats, by training and tradition, by Vinstinct! and ’
4. pbove all, by material interast, will no% lend the strugple oll the
L _way .to power. And that is why it 1s so important to replace thems
. But 1f in a special sel of conditions, people with a counter-revolus=
- tionary i1deology and program are compalled to lead a revolutiong We
. do not for that reason Jabel the revolution a "counter-revolutione' .
.+ HNor do we change our opinion of these leaders or their ideology. AL :
't the sawe time, we hail every revolutionary victory as & ¢lass vietoryy ..
#+° pot a bureaucratlic victorye _ T L T

“Yenin's View of This'@uestigg

e T e d

Sreo o Would Lenin agree with Trotskyfs formulatlon: The victory of
.. one class over another signifies that 1t will reconstruct economy in
¢ thg interest of the victory?" Absolutely! Completely: Lenin shows
“+ that the victory of a social revolution is first and primarily

w7 validated by the political and military victory of the opprassed )
.‘¢lass and that this victory contains within 1tself the new soclal R
proparty formse -

S e 'y o the state is a fspecial repressive ‘farce's « o It follows
>4 from-this that the f'special repressive force' of tiie bourgeéoisie for.
... the suppression ol the proletarlat, of the millions of workers by a
#% handful of the rich, must be replaced by a 'spacial repressive force?
of the proletariat for the suvpression of the bourgeoisie (the dic-

.. tatorship of the proletariat}. It Is Just this that constitutes the
¢ tdestruction of the tferatn as the state.t It dis dust this that cone

S gtitutes the fach! of the fseizvre of The means of production 1o the
o pame of Snciatys tH iy 6mpaasis =- VeGe, (Stats and Ravolution, h

Chapter L.) S - : '
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This deocoply dialectical, thoroupghly revelutionary concept of
Lanin's sums up in one paragraph the fundamental character of the
.political overturn in the social revolution, And life verified :
.- Lenin's lines soon after thoy wore written., The actual, full "selz-
ure of the m2ans of production” did not take place for many months
after the insurrection of October 2%, 1917. DBut 1t did take placey
and in a simple,; loglcal, predictable way. Why? Because the new and
revolutibnary "special repressive force" was set up on October 25,
That 1s why we mark the establishment of the Russian. workers state
" precisely on that date. : :

Tretsky on the ¥Xon=-"Gradualness' of Ravolution

- Trotsky applies thils same thought aralin and again in different
ways throughout his works., In speaking of ¥ngland, for example, he
says: "Now England, llke all other capitalist couniries, needs an
economlc reveolution, far exceeding in historical significance, the

o dndustrial revolution of the Righteenth Century. But this naw o

.-~ economic revolution, a reconstruction 6f the entire gconomy aceori-
© dng te a single soclalist plan cannot be put through without 2 vre-
. geding volitiecal revoelubtion." (Whlther England, pp. 49~50.)

- Trotsky cbviously means that this “political® revolutien is ths
nost Ilmpertant and crucial aspect of the social revolution. Of
tourse we are well aware that not every pollitical revolution is a
-+ soclal -revolution. Bui everv social revnlution rasuires a nolitdieal
. Tevolutloen, Thnat is, a struggle, an upheaval, a transiercnce of
;{7 baslc politleal power. And the political revolution, the overturn,
w718 the qualitative change which ushers In the era of social changes
o, ~eonsistent with the rule of the new class which has selized powar, |,

. The new.class cannot enter upon 1ts rule in an unobtrusivey
. gradualistic manner. The old.capltallst state does not "wither .
i away.®™ It Iis-smashed., The concept of China changing {rom z capital-
.- ist state after the political overturn of 1549, into a worksrs state
. sometime in late 1950 or 1951, is a concept of "gradualism." It is a
oL eoncept that concedes too much to the socialedemocratic idea of the
”"'fgradualg'parliamentary method for the fundamental changes of history.

. _In & certain sense of course everything is gradual, Everything
-, develops slowly, in the over-all sense. But the esssnce of Marwism
. 18 its understanding that a long series of gradual changes finally
Lt erupts into a "suddan,® explosivey qunlitntive chanpge. In the

o fi@ié of sociology this change is callad a revolution. And such wad
v the change that was consummated in China in Septambor 1949,

... Take the case of England again, this time the England of the

=4 bourgecis revoluticn., Pven bourgeols historians mark ths baginning
7+ iof the new era in ®ngland with the occasion of Charles I being .
wo executeds, In doing so they combine literary dramatization with . -

- social reality and a true class instinct,

o " The same sword which scut off the head of Charles the First also

“eut the ground from under the monarchical absolutism which ne reprea-
sented. (This, after nine ysars cof "gradual"® fiphting between whols
classes of courss.) During an earlier paried, ®ngiish kings wers
killed off almost na rapidly as Roman emperors and their demise had
1ittle eignificance. But in the ectse of a soclal revelution, the



- revolution of a new ¢lass, the ellmination of the king was the final
scaene of the last act of ending the system that the king stood: for.

. A1l soclal measures aftor this act, all "gradual’ changes in the
'5“3- direction of full capitalist rule, were 1ogical, rational; even "law-
S ful.," But they were not revolutionary =~ in the fullesty most precise

meaning of the word. : : - o

-

Trotsky nalls down this idea vefy neatly as follows:

"Prom the point of view of ti.. Puritan cffort to smash all parts
of the old Governmont machine, it was quite a secondary matfter that
Charles Stuart was a.harc—brainod? lying, covardly cad.,  Tho Puritans
dealt tha death hlow not only to Charles I, but to royal absolutisnm
as such, and the preachers of parliamentary and gradual chanpes are

L enjgyi?g The Fruits of their act to this day." (Whither Rngland,
.e.‘ ; -‘ De 1. : .

R Now our party cadres are fully aware of the fallacies in ths
‘e Pgradualist" theory when applied to tne "norm" of a revolution, or
N - when applied to past history. How are we to avold the trap of a
I+ Mepadualist! concent in regard to this abnormal, daformed revolution
T 14 China? The answer 1lies partially in the class nature of the
" “gtate., Let us review 1t, :

:%f?z.-Thg_Class Theory of _the State

A - The state 1s the instrument the ruling class employs to maintaln °

"";p,'aﬂdAextend its power. And-thls function requires above everything

;..  the employment of armed force. The state has been the instrument of

" the feudal nobility, the bourceoisie, the proletarlats It can be the - -
Mpstrument of a coalition of feudal nobility and bourgeoisis. Bubt-
there can be no such coalition aunless both thess oppressing classes

~ more or less equally fear the oppressed. And neither of these ruls

“: - ing classes can inelude the workers in such a coalition of state

I Gpowery because this ds just the point of a ruling class exercising

2. . state pover 1An the first place: to keep order among the oppressed .

" "¢lasses and obviously to keep tham disarmed. {The state is first of .

3.5 all armed povers) Governments, cabinets, parliaments are of course,

=7 .anot states, but only '"the trappings and the outward show" as Lenin .
\co. proves again and agaline : S

Fed vl Pyvery state originates in an act of force, a conquest, a ThRVDIU= "
tien, or a counter-revolution. ¥ven a serious modification of the

- ostate requires forcible action. (France 1830, 18435 Gerrmany, 1848,

“ . 1918; Russiag Feb. 1917, atc.) The state cannot bs transmuted Irom

. ‘bourgeois or bourgeols-feudal into proletarian without the interven=--

-+ tien of force, and the break-up of the old statg. ALL this is ABC . °°

o+ dn our movement. The guostion of when, at what.ppeint China bocame :

s 'a gualitatively different form of state; the state of a new class, 1is

> . bound up with this proposition.: " e

. ;%4 - One thing should be crystal clear about China. That thsre was
g ogreat eivil war from 1044 to 1949, That this civil war was nob bo =
7T tween partles but betwesn classcs. The ruling class losi the war. .
o Thelr armed forces were crushcd and banished. - And thus the rulers
1pat the essonce of thelir state. With what was this stata replaced?
With the "self-acting armed population' whieh Lenin apsaks of iIn
explaining how a healthy workerd atoto will look? HNHeold And that dosg
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+ not_exist_today esither, 1In fact, it most probably exists to a con-
_éﬁ% siderably_less aegpree today than it did in 1949, The old state; the
< T1d armed power was replaced, however. And it was replaced by a pow
armed power, the armed powver of a new elass. (The present armed
power in China 1s essentially the sams as it was in Seplember 1949,
If 4t 4s a deformed workers state today, then 1t was a deformed worke

¥ ers staté at that time also.)

* fhe old bourgeois-landlord state 1n China rested directly on .an
army -- even more so than the "normal" bourgecls state does -- be-
caude the class contradletions in Chlna were even moré naxed, nore:
irreconcilable, than in the average "normal®™ bourgeolis country. Now
A the new state rests also on an army. FEven those who do not think
2" this new state came into belng until late in 1950 or 1851 apree with -
this, There can hardly be any argument at all that the old state
was smashed when Chiang's army, the army of the old Chinese ruling
class, was so declsively defeated and expelled from China in the fall-
- of 1949, The conly question 1s -~ what replaced this bourgecis state
et _that tima? . : _ : -

-

. . Lenin says: "The transition from capitalism to Communism wiil
. eertainly bring a great variety and abundance of political forms,

but the essonce will be only ons: ths dictatorshlp of the proletar-

sat,® (State and Revolution, Chapter II.) : : s

damental concept not apply to the “transition period in China? Is.-
P Pl {

+ ¢ime the old Chiang Kai-shek-led state was deleoated until late in

T~ 'No such revision is necessary because the new state was in fact -
 @gtablished »~- the deformed workers state was establishzd - at the -

.. Iet us look once more at the class concept of the state, It is’
“& Yapecial repressive force." But it 1s the force of some classg “fer
the suppression of some class." Let us look at thls armed force in
. tha framework of its c¢lass character ana its elass connections. -

¥ o tunlity tao look into the nature of this ruling armed Torca and try to
“f..7 unravel the many threads that connsct it %o the c¢lass which utildlzes
' 7i{t. The class theory of the state is not a Dbookish definition for ,
e use It is the summing up of the experience of the class struggle
< .and 1ts outceome in revolution, v ' .

PN

e 1w It .48 significant that Lenin emphaslzed over and over again in
_-"8tate and Revolution" that the essence ol the state is "armad bodies
of men.” Trotsky, in "In Defense of Varxism," placed ncarly all toe
emphasis on the "complex of social iInstitutions,”™ the vlanning com-
_ missions, nationalized provsrty, monopoly of foeraign trade, etc, But
A Trotsky had no disapreemcnt with Lanin on the state. Lenin vas looKe
5. dng st the stets in 1917 mainly from the point of view of overthrog-.
4 dng it Trotsky, in 1940 from the point of view of defanding it,
But in both instances the essence of the stale is the fact that a
cevteln glasg 48 in powers '

"7 “The problem of the state in China affords us once more an éppo%a1f'

-

" Must we Tevise Loenin with respeect to China? Or does this fun~" = "7

" end of  September 1949, : o {;5131

I IR
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" there s new form of transition perled? That is, the period from the - O

7121650 or 19517 WVas this a new kind of capitalist state in this perioa?"iif:

e T

e T
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! Trotslky emphasized the propnrty forms, tha planning institutiong,
'« ete, os tho social gains to be defended, and also o5 _thr proof that a
+. warkers_arat~ oti11 in fagk oxdsted. Neithar Trotsky nor Lonin would
;gmﬁﬁavo‘dreqmed'of saying this in Novambar 1917 in calling upon:the
"% world proletariat to defend the infant workers state bhecause 1t
"+ gimply was not truc. On the other hand, neither would they have. said
. that the Bolshevik party was identical with thoe proletarian revelu-
gion or ths proletarian state. And yet thoy confidently called upon
tha workers of the world to defend the Soviet Union as a workers
statg, Way? The answer is simpler than the question. Tho theoro«
tical difficulty lies in the posing of the question not in the simple
glass ansvers - : . o

" Let us pose it rather in the following way: A stabls capitalist

" state and a 'stable! workers state, both are distingulshed ny. certain -
“-+ epeial institutions, vrimarily flowing fron the spncific property
- forms. But what is the state durlng that historically brief pericd
* after the armed bodies of the new class have destroyed the armed _
7+ bodles of tne old class without yet destroying ths property forns the o
-"*. defeated army has defended? What is the state during this period

* " when the old social institutions, or at least thelir outward formy - .
“:.7 are. still intact, while the new armed bodles are in power o= JsCay

" {mmadiately after October 25, 1917 and after September 24, 19497

© oA firm snswer must be glven to this question. MAny-Waverihg*bﬁ15u;F“
* it, or wisapplication of dialectics ("the state is, and it isn't,
ete.) during this period of organlzed violencs on 2 nation-wida

~{  result in revisionism and confusion.

" The state is the dictatorship of the class which those a
i bodies. of men represent, In this cass;, when they had taken ov
.- China in September 1549, they were politically already the dic
v, ship of the proletariat (althougn a deformed one), which in turn v
“gﬁfsdciﬁlégically a promise, or an objective obligation to histeryy <
- begin the socialization of productions "The vietory of one class

T
¥

4% . est of the victory."

L Why_Imst the Teonony ha Reconstructad
2o dn_the Intersst ol tha Victorvy

.. .. Many comrades who now belleve Clin2 15 a deformo} workers state
.- have -the general opinion (or at least leave tne question open} that

., after ths bac Tse-tung government took powe= in 1949, the governnent
S might just as easily not have proceeded to nationelize the. preduc= -
. tion. The point of this gssay is that the government had to proceed
‘soy and that this was predictable at the flme of ths revolutiong be=
cause the revolution created a workers state, o

: ..'Some comrades thought a% that time that to predict that this
- government would be compelled to nationalize and socialize would be -
_ /7 Lo glve political confidence to the Stalinists. Not at sgll. It was
%gfpﬁssihlé to predict what the Stslinists would do before they then=
gelves "declded” to do it. Trotsky made such pradictions about the
revolutionary (though eriminally bureceucratic) collectivizationz in
ghﬁlfoviet Union. He did not thereby give politicnl confildence to
2Lialifte ' : o s .

1 AR

207 basis, .when the revolutlcnary forces are in wndisputed power, would

"t pyer anobher signifies that it will reconstruct gaonony in the inter- -
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But here let us simply follow ovt thn loglie of the armed power
of a class. Let us examlne for tne moment not so much what class the
‘Chinese Red Atumy represents, but rather the proposition that & revo-
o lutionary army do»s have this compulsion upon it -~ or better still,
" g "pullt~in" compulsion -- to change soclety in the interest of th@
victorlious rluua. In other words, let us taKe up tha questicn of ths
stote in'terms of the revolution that creates it, ra“her than the L
question cof the state in terms of the revolutiocon that destroys it. '

-

e A Stq{:n on Theels

, When Nappleen said that Yan army 15 a stats en-wheasls," ha may
= .» have had in mind only the administrative complex, the summary and un-
... appealadle character of ths army's actions. When Trotsky repezted
"~ "the phrase, however, he certalnly had in mind the goecial character;
< the social sssence of an army. Now the army of an already estab- . o
iished stats, a state about whose class cnaractpr there 13 no argum,'
went, tends to carryv out the rule of that state uppn . its oun
“ bayonets into foreipn areas. It carries u* h 1t the noqvibii‘tv o
setting up new states in the territories it conquars.  And while 1
can refraln from setting up any staute -« and remain merely an army
3 of ocecupation =~ when 1t does overthrow the old state and set up a
i+ pew one, the riew one must be essentially an image of the parent state
- of which thﬂ army 1s the instrument. )

R But what atout the army of a revolution? 'hat abput the army»- 
.- that represents no actual concrete existing stata, but demands, cone
- 8clously or unconsciously, by the objectlve lopic of its very exige
. tence, to set up a_new state? Can't we say that such an army 13
- glso a state on wheels? Certalnly, being the instrument of a great
ixw o soclal revolution we of whatever class - its soeclal compulsions are. :

., more dvnamlc, more urgent, more desperate, than those of the army of ‘
) an alread; ehistlng 5tate, '

I Tha al?eady existing state has the advantage of social 4naﬂ*iﬂ,

4t is true, That 1sy; it has already stabilized its own Lerritory,

vrnit v introduced order, its own, olass order. I4 taxes all secticns of the

= . . population in the Interest of Its class. It can draft its army froxo
- 811 classes in the ponuldtion;'etoa But a revolutionary army doas not

- USually hﬁve this advsntage. A revolutionary armv has to depend on L

- that section of the population which 1s most revolutio;ary, For-every

. .revolutionary soldier there has toc be ten to a hundrad revolutionaryn

;Tv_ minded civil*ans behind him. o

- In China, ‘the grezt puasant macsses gavs fooi? clothing and .

;" shelter to the Red Army. %®ven the swmall guerilly bands, the off=

_ﬁﬁ' shoots of the army, could not endure without the ‘cooreraticn of the
4. landless poor of the country-sidz. The Red soldiers were liks fish

% 1n the sea, and ths peasantry like thz sea 1tself, as kao put it. a
Jack Bealden shows throughout his whole book, ”Ch*na Shakes the Yorld," -

- hew groups of villages, and whole pfovinces, united to support and

~-build the army. Workers,; as well as students, boys and girls, men

- and women, aven very old peonl 9 incrnaqinnly left the citles during

v She war with Japan and aftzrward. Not all of thess became fighting
personnal, althnhgh most sf them may have bsen tachnileally "soldiers
of the Red Army." Many became ancbﬁPO? instructors of the village
poor; nol merely teachers in the "ecultural! sense of tha word, but
teachors of soil conservation, aniusl husbandry, sanltation, as wall oo
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' s the Chinese ABC's, All this was part of the base of the armys
A1l this, ond more. : : - : _ .

3 A revolutionary army, all the way from 1ts first formation to
“:’ 4¢g ultimate victory, must express nore Or 1loss tha class interc3ats
of the revolutionary class. Its pollcy and stratery may be qulte
~ wrong, but its very existence 1s a challenge to tha ruling classg
and its stecessful clashes with the army of tha ruling class inevis
tably advance the interest of the i1cvolutionary class.. ' .

. Cromwell's Puritan army,; for example, was composed.-of petiy- -
¢ bourgeois [lightersy small merchants, artlsanps, particularly the Ime
portant cavalry of the small farm-owning gentry. They began by fighte
dng & war against Charles I's cavallers. The -intention of the . - §
2 bourgeols Parliament under whom they fought was to force Charles to
. . grant a constitutional wonarchy, il.e., to force a shift in the com=
- position of the already existing state In the direction of & coall=
tion of bourgeols and semi-feudal rulers. They did not interd to :
“ establish a republlc (a fully bourgeois state). But the intransi- = -
- - gence of the old ruling class and the loglc of the struggle finally
. forced the army to purge the conciliatory Parliament, cut off A R
. “‘Charlest! head and proclaim the republice S - o C o

- - 'The -army was based on the most radical section of ths great
© middle class of the country. This radical section expresszd. its -
radicalism in religious form.  And the army %as not its military
7. hireling, but the post radieal, lce.,; most rellgious grouping of ~ =*
-~ this ¢classe : Ce o SRR "

B

e Tohetarmy did not repard itsel1f as the instrument of a republic, = .
. or & bourgeois dictatorship, but as a convorcation of the "galnts,y"
" the elect of God, who were predestined -- not to bring about the
. ruls of capitalism but the victory of God's own religlon(s) against .
.the Fpiscopals who supported the absolute monarchy. When. the arn
© took power it legalized and encourapged the pgrowth of the new rTeligie
i pus -sects it was based upon. The army establisned the "lonarchy of -
7 Jesus" which it regarded as incompatlble with the monarchy of Charles
"2 Ie Although it aid so in Tacclesiastical disgulse," 1t created the
*political basis for the development of capitalism. : L

27, Since the srmy had a class base and vas the instrument of a .

. elass, it made no differencs what religious language 1 employed to
conceal its own class contant. When 1% destroyed the monarcehy, 1ig :
~'elass destroyed the monarchy. It fulfilled immedintely and conscious=
Co:ly its military task which was 1its own consclous aim. But, in making
‘- the conguest for ths new religions, it was compnlled to carry out I
‘. its historic task: setting up the state of the bourgeoisie, e T

.. % In China the gray consciously and immediately proceedad to
*natlionalize ths land == and less consclously, less immediately more
.reflexively (in response to foreign pressure and internszl noed) began
.+, its real historic Fask to soclallze all basic production, and cnllace
¢ 3ivize tha land, thus insuring toe rule of the working c¢lass. “in
“~each case the army was the instrument of a different class than 1t
- appeared to be, ohd yet 1t was faituful to the interests of the class
it wag most intimitely related to. (We will discuss in a later chape
tor the Chinese Hed Army's relatlonshiip to, end depsndence upon the
working class ever more fundamantally in the long run than upen ths
- peBsentry, its Imiedinte Bupporter.) ' S o



The new state 1ad by the Dﬁ*tf bourrﬁoile in 1646 could not
, ahelp but be the instrument of big capital. But the polnt is that it
‘X_.was a new state from the momnant it took power (a capitalist state)
bacause it had been an inciplent state while 1t was still in army oo
form. In thils sense, a revolutionary army in a revolution not yet '
. completed s pore of a state than the army of an already existing and
- stable state, It 1s bound up more closely, more irrecversivly, with
- the class it serves, having already risked everything by constituting
- ftself as an army of robollion., It is both a stato on whesls and a _
state without whoels -- that 1s, without "stable" supports. It 1s ' .
; not & state in being, but & state in becoming. ° -7

. After it takes power; after 1t begins to transform soclety.in

. its ovn image (its real image, and not what it imapgines its image .
to be), the army losss some of this dynamic character as Its success- . ©

-~ ful struggles beconme crystallized in new social institutioense. .

A . The army was the main no?ifioql as well as military ins truﬁant .

. of tho revolution in England as 11 as in Chinae But most medern 7 -,
7 yevolutions are differont. In thq Great Franch Ravolution {(1789-9%)-=

- mora- advanced, morn complex, more npnlitlenl. and mnra _conseionc, than

= -the English, tha physical strupple 1s Just as docis ivc, but tho placs

a{?ef Cromwellfs army 1s occupied by tho Jacobin Clubs, and tha Commune -

i.-of Paris, always remembering that the Cowrun? 1tself was armed.

. The Soviets filled this role in the Russian Revolution, a fully )
“political and conscious role,; though of course their relationship te .0 .
‘“their @ﬁn" armed force was close and lntimats. | S S
" . What is common to all these preat instruments of rnvolutiong

S eivilian ‘or military,. in the field we are now discussing? This ig.
oieommons That in each case they are the living, human substance of -

i the revolution, not a disconnected supar~imposed "leadsrsnios! The i

- problem of the revolution as far as they are concerned iz "simply®™

that of taking power in their own name, The problem of what class . .
“»they represent has already been decided by bistor; by the time thej - o
" actually take the powsr, although llarxists and anti~ ‘hrxists may T
L8tilL debate the question for many years. , S e,

;v?“- Oﬂefof the most absu*d quastions, but_onn of thea most diffienlt,

< that is addressed to a revolutionist is this: "fow 40 Wo Xaow Yy you .

wontt do. just like all the rest when you are in vower?" In a $time .. . -
: ﬁ@f peace and stability, 41t 1s hard to convince a worker that he w*ll ST
&;be in _power, the revelution will be in pouer, ) _:L.fifi

: The Whele Chinese Communist Party was not over a million sﬁrong R
3 in 19L5. . But the administration of the present state must numbor R
jT at 1east ten million. These ten million are new plerments. They -7
-emerge from a fighting, deranding population, T[hsv havs to be Te- |
“sponslve to its demands. (For example, the Judres in the mass trials
of the landlords which wgre still taking place long after the defeat
.~ of Chiang.) The new state apparatus emerges out of the whole revo-
_lutionary class, has intinmate ties to the class, at least euling the
. ggvolu?ionﬂTv vericd, the crucial periocd when the new authorlu&es
ust use & stern broom upen the "old crap," and are thus compell
tg begin erecting socisl instituti .ong ccnsistbnt with the fSVOﬁHtéﬁﬂ
which pubt them in power. -

t

f’




—

- In the early stapes after the revolutionary victory ths leaders
of collectives, the administrators of factories, ctc., will come f{rom
_ the revolutionary class and be cutstanding fighters -- and to the
{ “extent they are not, for technical reasons of skill, literacy, and
.7 s0 on, they will be closely suparvised by those who ara. (Not only
- by means of "comnissars,' but by the masses themselves.} The revo-
7 ludtton dogs not end tho moment the old class loses power., This is
* beecauss tho people who made the rovolution are still thavre. Thay do
not tell tho Stalinists or the Trotskylsts or anyons olcor '"Thare, |
it isy now. It's your baby." Tho reveolutlien to them won not a snd-
- den theatrleal, apocalyplic event, an "apilc struprlo" for a flollywoold
.o movie camsra Lo takey record, and then stop rrocordinp. The revolu=-
. tion is the strurplo Tor 1nn&, bread, ctec.y not for some "leadership."
~Aao How many times nfter Chlanpg was defeated and the new vegime installedy
oo how many timos we read: "Three thousand morn landlords exncuted -
ooafter mass trials." And then the Stalinist leadership would announce?
- "N more landlord trials." But a month or so latar we would read B
T that a ncew batch of the formar oppressors had met thalr reward. The
2oonew Tepimo did not 1lssus @ sweeplng doceron of land nationalization
.5, %the moment it camo to pouver. It usually did so province by province,
2 and then only taileending the masses!'! own actions.  But it diad Adg S0
# And today 1t is proceeding with colleectivization at a furious pacee.

1 - 'Thus-China really provides a more decisive refutation to théﬂp"
. absurd question of the backward worker than even the Russian Revolu-
e tlon Itselfs For in Russia the leadership had had an honorable trae-

x = dition, impccecable in every respnet, and the leadership during the
M~ revolution was generally as revolutionary as the wmassés wera. Bot in

J%_.China the imporious demands of a world historic revolution obviously ... . ..

‘" medg even the Stalinists ecarry out 1ts basic social tasky -- gggg@jﬁglﬁ.'us

‘ot pevolution put them in state power,

s BState and Revolution" Araln | P sl

P

Coest o We have been Teviewing the state from the point of view of the

S revolution that creates it. To unders-and the state fronm tho polnt
vof view of the revolution that pverthrows it «= that is really ane -
. othery although closely connected, problem. In China this problem [ . "
37-was solved in action without having been raised in theory. Ienin :

wust be disarmed; disorganized, and only reorganized under working
c¢lass command. ror this reason the old state must be viewad primar= =

Faflsocigl‘institutions@“

SUUBut the "armed bodles of men' concept 1s not yulte so crucial to
fi.understand, if you are already fighting a civil war ‘acainst thess
“z»armed bodles of men. Lenin was explaining the “armed bodies of men"

™¥ 'concept to opponents who did not want to fight these armed bodles, . -.

=~—and concealed their cowardice with theoretical formulas of graduale
= dsmy" parliamentarism, etce. :

S The Chinecze Stalinists repeated the Menshevik ervors concerning
- gradualness, ' "revolution by stages," etc. in Lheorv, But by all
. the force of circumstance and the locic of history, thoy found thome
v 8elves locked in a death striggls with the very class whoss regime
they themselves sxpected to keep alive, and to endurs for a "stago. "
Chieng and Mac could make all sorts of agrecments, arrangements and

i shows that the old atate must be smashed. Its "bodies of armed men'- - -« : i.

~+1ly as "armed bodies of men," slthough in fact 1t is also-a “complexr;_'*‘:



&’. ' ’ V "1‘4“

nuances of arrangements «- and did sc. But neither of them at any
time could even consldsr giving up his arny. In thils was expressed
not the intransirence of two military leaders, but the objoctive
Arreconcilability of the opposing classes upon which they and their
w.rmies based themselves.

»*

. The Chinese Stalinists, in spite of reading "State and Revolue
. tiony" probably did not understand the Intimate connrction between

- Chiang's army and the social institutions of capitalism. They pro= *.
-, bably did not Immediately understand that those institutions were
. left standing in mid-alr by the same¢ death-stroka that defeated

~ Chiang Kai-shek's arnmy. They may not have understood that in destroy-
-ing tho capitallst army they destroyed the capitalist stato itselfl,
- They may not have reallzed that thoy could not build a replica of

: this state upon their own social foundation. But it is not necessary

for us to be mind-readers. The point 1s that whan the whole remaine

.ing capitalist army retired to Formosae, the victorious army did not
s ehoose to liquidate itself. ' R

.07 By September, 1949, the essonce of the old state, 1ts "armed
bodiles of mengy was only a matter for students, not strategists, Ths
-armed bodles of men were already destroyed, Thelir former connection o -
~with preoperty was destroved at thes same time., The fact that this was - .. .
_sless than consclous on the part of the Stalinists is another mattere ... .07 -
-fﬁﬂ"'“Thé"problems of ‘state power now turn everything upside down, "%
C"including thelr own (the Stalinists!) theory. State powsr has a Sl
Srelentliess logle of its own, as Stalin found out long ago., It has =77 T
<{ Teady compelled the new "Mensheviks" to do strange, un-Xenshevilc , -~ . =

- vhings. But regardless of the character of the new state, all its °~ .
“pressures and needs cannot transmuto themselves into a revolutionary -

. theery in the heads of the new ruling group, nor make tais group B
 fully capable of solving the tasks nistory is about to impose upon .
“them." (Case of Owen Lattimore by V. Grey, Fourth International,
s-Janvary-February, 1953, ) LT o : e

- - . R

i “But We are not concerned at this moment with how mich consciotse:.
-ness .or ability the Stalinist leaders of the state may have. but with -
‘the class nature of the state 1tself and of the revolution that

~ereated It =~ and the fact that this revolution did occur when we T ey
-say it occurred. = . _ . oLt
LT I L . . Lo ek

7 Overthrowing ‘a state and making a social revolution are ong and "~ -
sthe "same thing insofar as the armed strugzla Is _concernied, . (Palace =0
-revolutlons, etc, never overthrow tho state o destrpy the existing . R

Brmles.) Therefore, once the revolution is eon, once the insurrection -
has berpuny 211 arguments sbout the state would he merely superfluous -
from any oractical point of view, 1n spite of their intensa theoretie..
"eal “importance in tho Preparation of Tuture struggles. The proolem. "
.of the state in bractlice, that is during the revolutionary unrising, . -
ths armed struggls against the ‘state, 1s simple. It is a matter of =
war - war to the end, sinple and terrible. The hard thing politicale
3248 to get this final struggls under way. Once such g fight ig

Foung the questisn is ansverad with fire power and will power,

T *&'WWTW-W--W P L P . = MR ks e in < e o

" TAfter thes victory for the revolutionary side in such a contest,
even poor old "common sense' can recognize a succossful ravolution
and a now state no watter what it calls the state, Ths task of theory

)
r'__'; o LN KRR} - . -
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~ .—1s to unravel ths contradictions, to absorb the history of the pasty
L

ineluding the immediate past, Ll.c.ey the Chinese revolutlon ftselfl
_and "extract from 1t the nececssary ‘formula for action' in future

'é@?revolutionse

The Concent of Rationnlization, ete.,

“and_the Conceot: Vhat Class 1s In Pownr?

: To return to one of our openisg thescs: China becams a deformad ~
workers state in September 1949, The date 1s very important because
4t involves the class concopt of the state. The old state povwer was
smaghed at this time and a new one arccted, S -

: The Plénum Discussion Draft -- "The Third Chinese Revolution
- and its Aftormath" -- discusses ths question of the time of the overe
:1_ turn in _only one paragraph: '

... - "When the CCP astablished itself in power in the fall of 1949,

i 4t continued to cling to its prorram of a 'bloc of four clagses' .
end its theory of a frevolution in stages,' i.r., the passage of
China throuch an allegedly 'nnw! stagn of capitalist development.

Tha ties connceting China with capitalism wors cub whan the American
military forces. drove toward the Yalu and the imperlalists clampad an
economic blocade on China. The CCP was then left no cholce except to

' 8selze the Imperialist assets in the country and Lo opens at the same

'+ tims, a campalgn against tha native capitalists (the 'Three-anti - -

" : and Five-antif movements.)" ' . e

T ®The course of the clvil war had, at a preceding stage, forced

7 -the. Vao bureaucracy to abandon its efforts at o coalition with the

;" Kuomintang and to assume power Instead. The objectlve dynamlcs, the -

.- dnner logic of the struggle against imperialist intervention forced- -
i 7 the bureaucracy to breax with capitalism, naticnalize the decisive -

-planning, and in this way clear the road for the intreduction of pro= .
“duetion relations and institutions that constitute the foundation of
s workers state, which China 1s today, even though a Stalinist
caricature thereof. China is a dolormed workers state becauss of - .
* the.Stalinilst deformation of the Third Chinese Revolution." (Discus~=
v 8ion Bulletin A-31, QOctober 1955.) ]

... The first of these two paragranhs avparently deals with the &~
. time of the establishment of the workers state in China. It Seens
'~ to say that China became a workers state somstime late In 1950 or.- .
‘195, The implication is that 1t became & workers state "when the

~ . elass position. - w“ o

:- - 4% Is a workers state. Thers are many capltalist enterprises ieft

. 3n China, some of a rather sizeable character (for Chinaj. And in
57 1950-51 there were a great deal more. But this is not declsive.
“{_The class that ig in power 1s decisive,

The Council of Peoplets Commissars in the Soviet Unilon passed .
the following regsolution in 1021: '"To approve in princivie the
granting of oil concessions (to imperialism == V.G.) in Groanr, Baku,
and othor functioning oil fields, and to start negotlations wihich

~8hall be expeditod,” (Lepin, Sslscted Works; Vol. IXy; pe 95.) -

<, means of production, impose the monopoly of forelgn trade, institute = .-'»

o tles with capitalism were cut." But this 1s not.a criterion for &'; _f;1fr

G .In the first place, China still has "ties with capitalism," but ° L7



The imperiallsts did not tal~ the uoviots up on this offer
even with the guarantec-of “hundreds of percent profit" -« (Len 1n )
But if they had, this would not have changed the class characler of
.. the state. This 1s not merely because the Dolsheviks were genuine
Q, wo;king ¢lass leaders. It would not have changed the clasg character.
“of the state under Stalin eithore. )
" Trues the neow thnnsq state cut certaln "ties with caplitalism"
fmrediately; namely, the unzqual treatles with imperiallcsm that
facilltated the economic penetration of Chinag etc. But this was ,
alreadv _done by QCctobar 1. 1049, If the Chinese should now CotﬂDlLSh
new "tles with capitalism" alonp the lines of the Grozny-Baku DT OPO=

:? ﬂi%ibﬁ,_‘hig would 1n ne way alter tho élass character 6f tha gtat@s

In the second place, the Chinese Stalinists shkill cling to
their theory of a "revolution in stages." At least tney have not
rejected 1t to this day., But of course they cannot put ths theory
into practicey and could not ever since Sentanber 1949,

i

,:" "Tn the third place the imperialists and their war did not create’
~_the ﬁew Chinese state, or cause the Stalinists to c¢reate 1t. The '
“revelution bad already created it in 1942,

The Discussion. Draft; to repeat, imnlirs that China became a . .
f; deformed workers stats uhﬂn "tha AmmriCan military forces drove toe= .
ward the Yalu and the imperlalists clawmped an sconomic blocade on -
-Chine.® In January, 19539 the present suthor wrote on.this thems in
; ﬁhe foli owing way: _ .

+*

m$€' “Lﬁttimare, lﬁke his attackers, sses China's alllance with the
Tl Soviet Union, the soclalizing of so many projects, the creation of
., state industries -- and concludes in his own mind %that the CP have
now hecome communist revolutionaries where thpy were not so bafore,
- His accusers cay that this was the fact all along. (Both sides of
- eourse are wrong.) He onlv adds that the qtnniﬁ nolicies of the

ﬁmari"an reaction have lorcsd Lra Cbinpqe CP to bFLC”O oowmuﬁiat

—-—.‘m____.m.a__._n_.__-,____.e__._,.,m“-u—

'gaggggsﬁh (Present empnasls ) . ' :,i:ffif

o -+ "But this i1s not so. Yes, U.S. imperialism pushod the nevw S
. Chincse regize to the left (that is, farther to the left)., But it -- 7 -
'_ 1d so because imperialism is imnorialibﬁ, and iL mst act in a cer=~
~tain way toward colonlal countries in revolt. - And the imperialists
tdid not. cvﬂﬂta the revolutionary government as Lattimorse half ba- .
. lieves, Their actions only hardened the new Chinesze regims,; forced
afthem into thﬁ alliance with the Soviet Union sconer rather than ,

-~ later, compelled them to divide the land faster Lo create a areater o :
Qgg military base among the peasantry. But the McCarthys can hurdly bs - . ..
blamed for the division of the land itself, A democratic capitalist ’

2 yegime in China, 4f there could be any such animal, would find Lt I

., utterly iopossible to do such a thing under anv circunsiancss, Cor
-, ("Tha Case of Owen Lattimore” b; V.Grey, courth lnaﬂrnﬁuiUH&L? Janue .-
T ﬁwymFebruﬁry? 1953.)

LI

LA

;g say a3 the Discusegion Draft doszs that 1t was nat the revolu-
tieng but the pressure of imperfalism uvon tho will of the Staline
ists “h“t ¢roatad a workers state is to stand GVtrH*hjn? on its head.
duppess the Unitad Stntes wg“e to attack capitalist p“itain Could
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o+ the Tory party proceed-to expropfiate.6hn'induétries'ih”brder‘tO'._
- conduct the war more offociively? -Just to ask the question is to
“answer 1t. a : . g

-g“y The writers of the resclution aré of course anxious £o avoild
conciliation with Stalinism and wish to emphasize the onforged
~character of the Stalinist leaders' actions in the field of property
relations+s This enforced .character indeed did exist,; but the force
acting upon them was not at all the forece of imperialist war as such,
but the force of the revolutinn, One might ask the writers of the' =
. paragraph gquoted from the Dratft: I the Chinese armies poised at _
the Yalu 1n November 1950 wern capltalist armies, the instrurent of - .
a capltalist state, how did they change into workers armies, the L
instrument of a workers state? By virtue of the fact that they
started to fight "the American millitary forces (which) drove toward
~* the Yalu"? (p. 9.) Because back home the Stalinists bepan to seize
.. the Imperialist assets and open up antl-capitalist campaipns? To
agree to this would be to give an actually supra-historical character
to the Stalinists. The best revelutionary l=aders can only legislats
and execute within the framework of the class state they find them=
" selves at the head of. But here, we are told, the worst leaders,
. . with a counter-revolutionary program at that, vigorously changed a.
- caplitalist state into a workers state. Morecover %They would appear
Lo have done this withou% a ravolution =~ mersly by exzcutive decres

in "their' statee. | _ _,‘,;f'a;g

t

o The authors of the Discussion Draft obvicnsly do not mean to . . -
;iﬁsay this. But such is the inescapable conclusion from Lthelr thesis,

S The Imvortanco of Program and the Logic of the Strusele

r

- It may appear to the casual reader that we are belittling the
o dmportance of program., Not at all. Without propgram (and 3 party to
cembody the program), there can be no successful world revolutiony .
" and thereby no soclialism, The truth of this statemont, howevery 1
27 not in the fact that we say 1t iIs %rue, but in the actual objectiv
S complexitles and requirements of the struggle, requirersnis that
;}_g@gerallg preclude success without a conscious TrdEskyist leadership,

es

.

A
=
e

o' Program is decisive. But 1t is decisive precisely on the quess=
o tion of taking vower., We live in a periocd of the erisis of iezder=_
- 8hilp, This ecrisis is most sharply expressed in the fzet that thare
~.-4% no leadershlp gapable of leading the macces +o wictory and talking
Thpower. ' | | ’

Vi Wny 1is leadership so crucial? Pecause the rewolutionary class =
7w 80 often has every objective means to win out, excent a leadership.
ceXhis 15 as ftroe today as it was 1n 1940, despite ths experisnce of
«Chinn. 1t is5 a life and deatn question for the rﬂésluﬁzon that the .«

o

i Marxists should understand tanis.

P At the same tims, however, in thoss cases where the class wins
u:iﬁthmut the leadership, or against s wrong leadershrip, 1t would be

. Very gterils to says “Program is decisive. Therafore ths oppressed
elass could not have won ' o '

| Karx and Fngels did not procede this way, They lmmediately
vecognlized the Paris Communs bscauss of “the classg Forcss ludgad



- within 1%" (Trotsky), in spite of the fact that non-Marxists and

‘anti-Marxists led 1it.. And ceven twenly years. befora this concrota
-gxperience, Tngels outlined in sdvance the logic of the situation.

After 1isting all the things a workers state should do, he says:

. it is impossidle, of course, to carry out all these measures
at once. But one will always bring othars in its wake. Once the
first raedical attack on private property has been launcned, the -
proletariat will find Itself forced fto po even further (my emphasis e

“¥.G.) to concentrate increasingly in the hands of the state all
. capital, all agriculture, all trade." (Principles of Comnunism.) "

r

v

 Engels wrote this 100 years baflore the Chineso Revelution, - He

7 did not see the revolution following an apriori plan (even in the
~.advanced countrles), but tried to lay bare the logic of 4its probable -
-~ development, glven the minlmum of consclousness and program on the
ipart of the workers, and assuming the Marxist party was net in the

“ leadership. He might have bezn talking about ths Chinese Revolutione.

P

o

s Leadership is more crucial in general today than it was in .
“Bngels! time, precisely because the stata is more diificult to over-
.. throw today than it was in his time. This 1s no-less true than 1t

. -was before the smashing of Chiang Kal-shel, bul 1t must be recognized
* . that Chisng =- and his state -~ was smashed. : :

Did Engels mean, even at that time, howevery that a revolution .
" is spontancous and springs out of the gronund without lsadership? Or o
“..4hat it goes on and on, unrolling 1ike the Hegelian absolute? OF
4__:ourse not. But there are degrees and degress to consciousness. . - .
s+There are many kinds of leadership, Even misleaders can on pceasion
t.plvera cartain kind of leadership. Bvery trade unionist 13 fanillar -
- with the giudging strike-talk and the forced nilitancy (often ex- _
# gremely dewagogic and fierv) of the worst type of bureaucrats. And
% whon misleaders lead a clvil war -- for whatever reasons -- they |
 must in the long run end with defeat or victory. The victory, it
- there is a wvictory, will be a class viectory. And the new state will
“be the state of the victorious class,; not the mere political expres-
gion of these misleaders.

54
N
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f:TrotsKvEQn tha Lopic of State Power

.o

e : o - : . . -

=t cIntoutlining bils concept of the necessity for the dictatorship
*oof the proletariat Iin Russia (Our Revolution, p. 107), Trotsky L
. analyzes the class forces, the comnulsions uvon any revolutionary o
rgovernment that takes over in Russzsia (a country somewhat like China - -
“"in this respect). The new goverament may think 1t is bourgeols, but
sAdt must gzel quite differently, he says. :

ey,

;0% Y"Let us take the case of an eight hour work day, It is a well
-4 established fact that an eilzht hour work day does not contradict the
" eapitalist order. o . Imaglne, howasver, 1ts reallzation in a revolu--
= tionary period; when all social passions are at tne bolllng pointa
{ “n eight hour work day law would necrssarily meet with stubborn and
“organtized opposition on tha part of the capitalists «= let us say in
~the form of a lockout and closing down of factories and plants. '
- Hundrads of thousands of working men would be thrown into the streels.
. What ouzht the revolutionary government to do? A bourgeols govern-

mant howover radleal. » o would be poverless against tho closing of



. factories end plants. It would be compclied to make chnéeésiCns (to
capital == V.Ge). The eight hour work day would not be . put into
~oporation, the revolts of the working men weuld be put dovn by force

Af armSe ¢ o .

"Under the pelitical domination of thn prolotariat ‘the intrcdng
tion of the elght hour work day must have totzlly diffplpnt . consew
guences. The closing dovin of factories and plants canneot be the
reason for increasing labor hours hy a govcrnﬂcnu;which reprmsents
not capital but labor, and which refusos to act.as an ‘impartial'-
mhaiator, the way bourgeois democracy does. A labor government would
- have_only ona_way out (my emphasis -- V.G.} -~ to expropriate the
¢losed factories and plants and to organize their work on a public
basiss , | .

¥

. Trot ky is talking here about the lopic of the actions of a
“fwsrkers stato in which the "bourpoois tasks" are not comoleted. He
does not emphasize tho pressure of the working class as part of ths
compulsion upon the leadershlp. Ile assumes that the leadersnip is ‘
“ henestly pro-labor with no ax to grind. Iz 1s not thinking of Stalin-
4sts in powor (writing in 1903), but podsibly sorn kind of revolu=

. tionary-mindad Menshoviks or something of the sort. But he does see
tha com pulsion of The _uhnle situation upon the leadership. He 1s say-
“ing that = revolutionary labor govornment wiieh has assumed fnll
?esponaibility for the organization of society, whether 1t call itsell
& trustec for the bourgooisie or not, 1is COWD“Ll“d to eliminate the
bQU?geO¢SiQa : ) - .

et g 1et us taPe another examples” Trotsky continuecsy YA prole- .
Ctarian government must necessarily take decisive steps to solve the
~ problem of unemploynent. Representatives of labor in a revolutions

-ary governnant can by no means nest the demand of the unemployed

i by saving that this is a _bourpcels revolution {(my emphasils -= V.G. Yoo
Once9 NoWever, " the state ventures Lo elimlnate unemployment =« no . .
cmatter how -=- g8 tremendous gain in the economic powe? of tha nrolem '
;tardat is accomplished.” And further ont " .

;"? “'“Tn ‘agriculture similar problems will present themselves bhvouv%

:{ ths verv fact of land eyp¢opriatisn {my emphasls == V.G.). Ve cannot
cinmasine a proletarian governmant expropriating 1argm private estates,

=;wW¢th agricultural production on a largs scales cutting them inte -
pieceg and selling them to small owners. For it, the only way ooen .
is to organize in such estates cooperative production under conmanal.
cor state management. This, however, is thn wav of speialism, (Em= .
phasia in original.) (Dispatuhos from Honp Kong Lo the Le!@limeg .
‘on January 22 and March 9 of this year, conCﬂrning the vheneomanal -
ngJLh of cooperatives == and colloctives -- fulfil Trotskyls pred*c«
tion for Rudsia$ gven mors concluslvely in China.) S

s

,;' how it may be abjmctea that Trotsky speaks throupghout of a .

. Wiabor govavnrent“ -~ g "prolatarian state," etc. -= and the prolge . -

« farian character of ths stats in China is Just what we are trying to

Ceeprove.  Bubt Trotslky alse was .irying to prove -- in advance -- the
proletarian character of the revolution in Russia and the prelevarian
‘charazcter of the state that would be erected after the revolution.

. He wag speaking egainst opponents (including even Lenin) who Lhaubho
to one depgree or another that the workers snd peasants would male - th
ravolution, take power (which wes just what happenaed); but that ﬁh@

o e weattd pe ot tha Adafntavechin of the nrnlinatarint. !
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o -~ 7he point %o remcmber is Trotsky's Insistencs on the social
loric of state power. He obviously baces himcelf on the idea that
__.the dictatorshilp of the proletariat exlsts hefore the soclal "re-
Y forms™ it undartakes; exists in fact, from tne moment the reyvolution
puts. it in power. And, he contlnues, T

©% . "At.which point the proletarfat will be stopped on 1ts mareh im
. this direction (aft-r taking power we V.G.) depends upon the cone-

stellation nf forees, nob unon tho oririnal vurnose of the nrolefare
ian_party. (ly emphasis =~ V.G.) R '

;??:. %It is therefore ébsurd," he goes on, "to spoak of a graeifie
.+ character of proletarian dietatorship (or a dictatorship of the

proletariat and the peasantry) within a bourgeols revolution, viz.,

7@ purely democratic dictatorship, —The vorkineg class can never Secure
v the demoeratic characler of its dictatorship without overstepping thea
.- 1imits of its democratlc programe e " ' o

~ The “democratic® character of the Stalinist dictatorship in
China also could not ba secnurad without "overstepping the limits of
{their) democratic procrom.’’ sut this fact was predictable. It was
e pradeterminedg not by Trotsky's theory, bub by the same historical
Fe ferees which detormined the theory. Tha fact that the Stalinists

L The‘foregéiﬁg'thoughts of both Fngels and Trotsky are continved

... " YPhare is not_and thera will not_be anv ofheT "democratic” die=".
“gatorsnlp excepb the one exerclsed by thne Kuomintang since 1925, "

(Frotlems of the Chinese Revolutlon, p. 128.)

S LrEMy o the Third Chinese Revolutlon, in spite of the extrens
‘backwardnoss of China, or mors correctly, because of this great backe. .’
= wardness, as compared with Russla, will not have a ‘'democratic!
_period, be it even for six monthsy as was the cass in the October

“ .« Revolution, The direct expropriation of the forelign capitalist
e enterprises and 1ater also ths Chinese caplitzlist enterprises, will
¢7f . wost dikely be made imperative by the strugglo, on the wary morrow
Y- pf the-victorious insurrectione” (Samo sourco; P. 1323 '

v ENor does Trotsky merely moke a bald prediction on this point.
‘He toles up the whole questlon of the defeated Canton Commune, and

LR g g

: showse (in addition to analyzing its errors) how the actual experi-~

!:gnd of the Chiness Revolution in the historical sense.

wwi o« T "Hotwithstanding the fact that the instructions of ths ECCI sald:
A - pothing about the proletarlan dictatorship and sccialist measures;s s
‘ j*--notwithstanding the fact that Cantony when comvarad with Shanghail,

 Hankow, and other industrilal centers of the country, has more of a
petty-hourgeols character, the revolutionary upheaval effected :
arainst the Kuormintans led automatically to tha sroletarian dictator=
ship wnicn at ios very first steps, found 1tself compellsd by the :
antirs situsation to take more radical measures then thoss with which
ths October Revolution began.” (Sams sourcey Phs 130-31.)

s

fllﬁera;blind_to all this is another (although very important) mattors L

» and deepened by Trotsky after the Second Chninese Rsvolution. co

" ence laid bare the proletarian content of the revolution of 1925~27, -
?.- -



A "Peasgnt Army_in onn Fnoch Munt 13
Either Rourpends ov, Probetardan

Somo readers may bolievn that tho_preéeding_quotatibhs from .

?fEngols and Trotsiy are too abstract and cannot describe a historical -

procass whose detalls nolther of thase gonluses could foresee in
thalr entirety. Let us return then once more to tho concrote devele

opmant of this state. : _ . _ _ .

The presont Chinesc state is tho product of a rovolution., It
was sot up and supported on the bayonets of a great revelutionary -
army, which in turn was supported by a many-millionad revolutionary
populatlon, Since every arny is a "state on whenls® -~ including
revolutionary armiss in the sense we have explained - and-since
this revolutionary arny was mainly peasant in compositiony perhaps.
it was a pengent state on wheels? And then the state it established.
and crystallizod itself into must have beoen 2 peasant state? (And :

© .would still be a peasant state of course. This would be the worst
- kind of formalism -- oven to pose the question in this mannere -

. The American army can be composed overwhelmingly ol -workors,
snd 1t is still a capitalist army. The Soviet Red Army of 1918«22
was composed overvhelmingly of peasants -- and it was a workers army.

:“-EVeTything we know about the age of imperialism, even 1f we knew
. - nothing at all about the theory of the pzrmaneat revolution, tells us

Coarmy_ 6y & bourfeols armye

that a great armv_comvosed of veasants must in essence ba a_ WOrAeTS

. . % This, it may bs objected, is an abstraction. S0 1t 4s. Bub 4t 0
<485 & very useful abstractlen that will aid us in.our_concyete estlia-

'f'atg.ofrthe-Chinese Red Army.

1A'fcrmaiisﬁ might say: U"Troisky maintalned the peasants caﬁnét

' fight the agrarian revolutlon to victory withoul a proletarian leader~
- ship. .- They had no such leadership. Therefore the agrarian revolu=

+. .. tien 4id not take place." Since the agrarian revolution gid take
"~ place, and since we are not formalists, let us look for the workers

leadership or working class content in the army, which, according to-

" _theory and past expsrience, was absolutely essential. Therefore ve

" ahould. make & brief review of the inception and growth of this army ==

its purpese, Chiang's purpose, the character it thought it had,; and
the character it did have. ' S e

K ftor the defeat and decapltation of the Chinese proletariat im

<. “the Revolution of 1925-27, thousands, in fact tens of thousands of

.« the mest. resolute, the most hounded and the most desperate of the

. .eity worksTs and miners, the unemploved, etc., left {one might even
sayy "fled'") the cities, uvnder the banners of Chu and Mao, and otuar

commanders, to continue the fight, or at tho least to_'"hold out" on

.+ the countryside, until the next resurgence of the proletariat. (Thsy
mistakenly belileved that this would come very soon.) Nor did they
“hove a crystallized plan to lead a peasanbt war. Yao and his co-

thinkers wers not agreed on such a concept. And 1t is not very

“1i¥ely that Mao himself had any pre-visicn of tha ultimate march to

povier in that early period, notwithstanding what his blographers now
Clalim. * :

. Whon the landloss, homsless peasonts began ©o inundate the army,
hev ¢id not drown out this proletarian cadre. Thoy were dravn into
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;" the general nation-wide revolutlonary aims of thn struppgls.  They did
" pot of course becoms transformed into city proletarians. But thelr
#™ prientatlon was revolutionary, on the basis of their own conditions,
w as well as the proletarian concepts of the Red Army. :

' "There is no land-owning caste In China 4in opposition to the

. " bpourgeoisle. The most wide~spread, generally hated exploiter in the

;. vwillage 1s the ueurious wealthy peasant, the agont of urban banking

o ecapital. The aprarlan revolution has therefore, just as much anti-
. bourpeois, as anti-foudal character in Chilna. The first stage of.
. opur October Revolution in which tha wealthy peasant marched handeine
‘" hand with the middlo and poor peasant, and frequantly at their head,
- against the landlord, will not, or as much as will not, taka place -
47 4n China.. The agrarian revolution there will be from the very begin-
“oping, and also later ohyy an uprising not only against a few ldandlords:
.. and burcaucrats, but also agalinst the wealthy peasants and usurersSe.
-+~ If 4n Russia, the poor peasant committeas acted only in the second

" stage of the Octobar Revolution, towards the middle of 1918, in China

¥, they will appear on the scene, in one form or another, as soon as ths
‘agrarian movement revives, The breaking up of the rich peasants - - -

. will-be the first and not the second step in the Chinese October.”
. (Problems of the Chinese Revolution, 'pe 13Le) S

“explalins why the "peasant' cadres could Join the army on an egssenti= 7
ally working class basis.. L

U For several years this working-class army zimed At recapturing -
the. citles and rekindling the proleterian revolutlon there. Trotsky

4t e~ t0 the hilt. The city proletariat had suffered too muchs lost
» - top much in the defeats of 1926-27,. And Chiang had conselidated hine

" ary perspective to be anything but that of slow, patient work of a
_trade ‘unicn, and democratic character. ' ;

was wrong, harmful, and had appalling results at times, this policy
Chiang Xai-shek pursued the Red Army to the "horder region® in 1928-31

+ 1y pessant in composition), ha did not understand his own actlon as
& way apainst poasant rebols; but as a mopping-up campalgn against

;. Hankow and Canton, also Chanpgsha as late ag 1930.

tha cities and regarded Chu and Mao's troops as the veast for the

2+ ant protection for the troops, tho peasants provisions for the
Ca. troops, the peasant reinforcements to ths Troops, ani even tha peng-
£ 0 ent risings themselvos secmed at this early period only supplementary
tp the workers revolution, prostrate as that revolution still wass

The elimactic event of this veriod was the attack upeon and occue
pation cf Changsha; & city of 900,000 in 193C. This resulted in =
defoat and o torrible blood letting by the reaction == a smaller
edition of the Canton Commune, Dut 3,000 of the most advenced worke

L

. “mhis diseription of the extremely péuperizgd-peasantry'iﬁ China ?L;':
4

S

- eondenned this strategy as ultra-leftism. And so the events proved o o
sglf ©oo well on the debacle of Stalinist policy for ithe revoiution-
oo Bl aléhough the ultra-left policy of the Stalinist-led Red Artmy .

v did not by itself deprive ths army of its class characters VWhen --;A;

1¢h his hundreds of thousands of troops (who, by the way, were moste &
5 the worKers == o hang-ovor f{rom his mopplog-up campaipgn in Shanghai,- '

i Chinng ot that time feared the possibility of new outbreaks in -

. eity risings == as Chu and Yao did also {(too much 30). And the. peag- :
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ers of Changsha left with th~ reiyeatine army, This was ropcated
_several tiwos agaln on a cmaller scaln, This series of attacks was
. .. adventurist and eriminal,  They tended to weaken the already defeated
" ¢ity proletariat, althoupgh not to as great a deprea as the 1929-27

" honeymoon with tho hanginan, Chiang, whom theoyv wern now fiphting.

' Two important conclusions flow from the above facts, howoveTre
(1) That.the Red Army was still attempting at this time, howovol
" -wrongly in mothody to link itself up to the clty proletariaty - and

‘showing that it understeod the importance of the citles. (25 That

" many advanced proletarians of the citles identifiad the Chinesa. Red

Armies with tho workers. . '

¥ . - :

. There wers repeated Journeys from city to ceountry by vorkersy o

- unemployed, and students. For long perlods, sometlmes for yeargs .., ..~

S5 this trickle all but stopped, But during ths war with Jepan, it
. "swelled into a mighty river, and in the later period of the final
siooeivil war (LO47-h9) it Dbecame an irrcsistible torrent. Isaacz dese
" eribas the first of these armad elerments as large bands of "lumpen= -

s -proletarians.’ This 1s true to come extant. wepecially -to the eX= ° ‘:1

.. tent that they were nnemploved. Unemployed workers and '"unemployed®
. peasants wore preponderant in the Red Arnmy. But it must. be noted '
;.- that these were not lumpen-proletarians in the scense that thoy vers
. g few broken~down inhabitants of '"skid-row," demented, uselecsy

‘alcoholic, etc. One hardly thinks of thirty or forty thousand o
o M74ttle Red Devils," age 12 to 16 years of &ge, for example == TUna= .
T-way approntilces, homeless peasant orphans, maniully marching thouge -
“'ands of miles with the army, as "lumpen-proletariat™ in the ordinary -’

L

;7 '.’sense that they had been "dislodged from their class groove" as
- Lewins phrases 1t in another connectlone .

‘- Isaacs.shows how the "lumpen-proletarian army“cannot have a

was of course always a small minority after the first year or so of -

Jeiput e’ proletarian stamo on the armies” they led?

J:Tsamcs, who adhered to Trotskyism in 1938, when he wrobe "The -

‘o7 of peasant wars than those which must record the pxploits of the
7 Chiness Red Armies engaged in a civil war against snomies five, gix,- °
-and sovon times thelr number, and a thousand times thelr suporior in o
Lo wo armament g, For more -than fiva years,; thh Red Armies cutmaneuvered
-'jﬁ'and dafeated five succassive Kuomintanpg campaipns ageinst them.. Bo-
‘o cause of the incomparable advantago of tha support of ithn populationy
thoir superior mobility and generalship, their knowledgoe of tho ter-
! yain, the Reds cut off and defeated division after division ol Chiang
. Kaleshek's best troops and armed themsclives exciusively with the
.7 weapons they cavtured. The slogan of land to the peasants and Ifree-
dom from the rapacity of the Kuomintang regime plowed 1lka tank
through the columns of Chiang's hired soldiers.™ (Tragedy of the
. Chiness Rovolution, Isaacsy ps Hlle)

‘'sense. They, and the others, were only lumpen~proletarilat iIn the ~ .0 .

”?{;prqietarian character, cannot fully organlze the peasantry and lead . .
g to victory. But it did do just this. The number of city workers .

" the exodus, . o Bubt no one would demand that they be in a majority in .
order to lead. The polnt, to any farxist, must be: how could they =

jfg-Tragédy of the Chinese Revolution,'" observed about the period§.1928er‘:f:b
w00 19323 "No more brilliant pages have ever been written in the history. - -

And ot the end of this period, when Chiang had put over a halfe -

3

miliion men in the £isld, 300 Itaiian and Awsrican plenes in the alrg



. © and exterminated whole sections of the insurgent peasantry -- still
the core of tho army cscaped, rotreated and continued 1ts stubborn

gxistence. .
e, * .
-5"; " But whv "have no more brilllant pages ever benn written in the

7 history of peacant wars'"? Because the prasants were revolutionary?
But peasants were also revolutlonary in loqz brililant, and less
sncenasfnl wars. Because Chu Teh was "one of the most remarkable )
military leaders in all history"? (Isaacs.,) This cstimate of Chu
{s not an cxaggerated one. But everyone now understands that
‘Rapoleon too was also "one of the most remarkable military leadord _
in &11 history,™ but that he would never have been even a colonel had
it not been for the Great French FPevolutlon. :

Chu Teh's command rested upon that first workers' cadres,

Mumpen-proletarian” as many of them may have been, and upon peasant .

" revolutionaries who had divoreced themselves from the peasantry and - ¢
“taken upon themselves a proletarlan outlook, by leaving thelr homes,
-3¢ they had any, thousands of miles behind and fighting no longer in

. the interest of a single or isolated peasant uprising, but for the

" epuntry-wlde agrarlan revolutien. o e

S + Here, we cannot help recglling the stubborn-minded soldier in
*¥ - John Reed's report who answered the educated lenshevik so welle The
‘7 Menshevik inforped hime: "This isn't socialism vou are fighting for," '.
- The soldier agreed that the student was much more sducated than he.
. "But thers are only two classes, ths proletariat and the bourgeolsley
.and whoever lsn't on one side i1s on the other.'" 7%Thls soldier was-. .
“. already bYeginning to exercise power and yet according to the context - i
“mof the.story, he himself was a peasant. _ . e

: It i3 only too obvious that the great bulk of the Chinzse Red.

" Armies was peasant. But did the great mass of rural youth in ths

o ermy traveling thousands of miles from thelr birth place, into lands

o+ of strange dlslects and different climates, fighting for years- .

i Zavapainst the landlords, then the Japaness, then the landlords again

e 8nd Chisng Kal-shek armed with American guns ~-=- dld these "peasant®™ - -
-7 ‘soldiers become.more peasant-like; more local in thelr outlook, more’
-, 7 land-hungry, etc., or less so? Did the proletarilans or "lumpene...
Joproletarians,” who left the cities to Join the Red Arwmy, loso theiy
v proletarian-character and acquire a peasant character morely bocausa
w0 of the large proportion of peasants in the army? Did thoy acqulre &
oo peasant _outlonk, that i1s, bocome personally land-conscious, land= 0 7o
hunerv, etc.? No, it is selfl-evident they did not. Dut why not? .. .

o o Suppose & proletarian army loft their machines and went to a -
.. landy if theve were one on our planet, totally unconnected with .-
4., ~caplitalidsm. And suvpose this "workers army'" was totally severad {rom
w0 all connections with its home country. Then this army, composed.

i comnletaly of workers, would cease to be a workers- army, It would.

. have no class connectionsy no class roots, no class compulsions. It

..~ wWould be merely a group of military adventurers who would win or

e lose only according to the relationshilp of military forces.

, But when thess proletariang of the Chinese citles left the
tles; they did not go to such a land. No matter how many thousands
iles they traoveled from the citles into the vast hinterland, they
o Chinn, They could not got awsy from the doulnation of
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capital ever the ecountrysides |
_inp the encmy they were compelled to fipht,y they conld not acquire ths
T economic outlook of the classical Chincse twowacre peasant,  They ot
S a1l times travelledy foughty confiscated; ruled, in Cninay o country
so riven internally, so prossured cxternally, flooding over with o
- epposition to the feudol Jandlordy oppositlion to the capitalist monsy
0 1endor (usually the samn person) hatred of the imperinlist allles of
7 both = that the sole army of oppositiony cven were 1t one hundred -
- percent composed of peasants, would have to measure forces with all
these enemics. These compulsionsy these pressurcs upon the worker

cadres, and indeecd upon the peasant cadres also, proved in the long
vun more poverful and more decisive than the pressure of peasant oule

looks and purely local peasant derandse. . , _ .
. And yet the prossure of the peasantry In rfenernl, was the -
; pressure of an irrcsistible flood «= a flood upon whose tide this
e grmy was finally washed into pover. The army destroyed the armed
-7 .power of landlordism which contained within Itcelf also the armed.
. - power of capitalism. The army and its lcadersnip only di scovered. .
. this fact in retrospect, and pernaps even now are somewnat hazy about
. "4%, But leaving aside the role of consciousress, or rather of un=
4+ ponsciousness, it is important to add, that the peceantry by then- .
v gelivesy in support of sirictly vpeasant deranda, and with only & DEage

L

;gﬁaamt_outlookg could never have accomplished this dual task.

,‘.'

P

- “'Since the army had a Stalinist leadership, intransigent pmristé;
~may demand a conclusion that either the Stalinists have becore revoe

ition,  This demand is obviously the ultimatism of badly thought-out
L readings of history and theory. Life and the class struggle itself

Aenand motivated this treacherous strategy on the ground that the revoe
Moo dution dn China was not proletarian, but bourgeols == that 1t was
:?Liihe proletariat®s duty fo fight the bourgeois revolution under bour=
. geols command, As a direct result of this pernicious appreoach to-the
warstruggley the proletariat were overwhelmingly defeateds The CP 1= -
. 8617 was decapitated and decimated. Followlng this, the CP refused-

_Tegarded the bourgeois revolution as incomplete in spite of the vies
“tory of the Kuomintang. Thig was right. HMeanwhile it continued -to -
maintain that the proletariat cculd only corme to power by 'stagesg¥
Wt ¢hat 1s, that the real bourgeoisie, the "progressive" bourgeoisie =
tr. would still have thelir turn., This was WIONg . e

‘ . & - A .
}ﬁanttaSpeci of thelr strategy. That is; he forcibly ejected them from
L -the bourgeols Kuonmintang and began a death strugple against them.
© They wvere impellecd teo be indeypendeont - as thev were also impelied to
| égém an independont army, 1f only for self-protection, Thus, 1f the’
<GP would neot follow Trotsky's advice to break from ths Ruomintang,

.

pi
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soslutionaries in the NMarxist sense, or that there simply was no Tevolue -

-te slter 1ts general characterization of the strategie tasks. But itA'?9

-~ Now Chiang XKaleshek, by defeating the CP did teorrect! one iﬁp;%m}~

Ofﬁnniﬁinn fn the form they did, fiphte

;.Zhave resolved the dilemma In such a way that no serious Marxist -
.. should really ralse it. : - T e Diw
i i TATthe Revolution of 1925-1927, the CGP rerasned inside the = oio. -,
‘-gKuomintang under Chiang Kai-shek. In doing this they were subordine -
~ating the proletardian revolution to the bourgeols. They explained .

[RVI

Chiang Kaleshek, more successfully than Trotsky, recriented them somew

whaty by his campalgns of extermination.
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Trotsky sald in 1927; "In its present form, the Xusmintang 1
- the embodiment of an 'uneoual treaty'! betvean the bourgeoisie and
. the proletariat. If the Chinese Revolution as o whole derands the
- {7 abrogation of unequal treatics with the imperialist powers, then the .
7 Chincse proletariat must liquidate the unequal treaty with 1ts own y
~'7 bourgeolsiec." (New Internationaly, 1938, page 12u}, ,

.

lfﬁﬂ It proved to be the bourreatsle not the proietariat; who liquida=
ted the "unequal treaty." DBut 1t was liquidated, -

L]

e Tﬁe die'having been cast by the beglnning of ¢ivil war, never
“=" agaln was it possible for the armv of the CP to have real organic

-

oo undty with the bourgeeisle of Chini - ecvtalnly ast with its armlev, = |
T (During the war with Japan this was gimnoerd to happen. But in real-=" -

ot 48y the Bed Armles of China were never demobilized or really rointee . -
“grated with Chiang's troops.) The Chinese CP made all the zip zags
oo that every other Stalinlst party mado. But the die had already been
- east when they formnd & bip army and enpapsd in civil war. The
torms had aliready been sct, the objective rules of the game already
o0 deeideds Namelys that in the end there must be a complete destrucs
- '[. tlon of the army; or it must take the power. . .

;- - Tnds is the objective,; materialist view of the guestion. But:
if we epproach 1t formalistically, in a purcly programmatic wayy we .
- &re cenfronted with the following absurd coniradietion: 1) That the S
- CCP was a genulne lMarxist party before 1927 znd a Stalinlet party . . 7"
afterward: 2) The Marxist party followed the policy of. class collabe. i
‘oration and the Stalinist party followed the poliey of class struggles -« .
(A1l the Stalinist attenpis to liquidate the struggle notwithstanding.) ...
But this is ail nonsensel ' : B
.- - ¥Welare not Interested at this point in the character of Staline -
~dsmbut in the class character of the Stalinist-led Red Armies who
~spear-lieaded the Chinese Revolution and set up the new state, Whate - |
Lever dlifferences there mayv be about the matter todayy there is no. - - .
»doubt that the CCP was a workers party in 1927 when it formed the.: - = .
Goenucleus of the Red Army. The eadre of that army were -workers, and the .7
Jwyaims of that struggle against Chiang Kaieshsk had to be the alms of '
5. the proletarian revolutiony, whatever the ideas within the heads of -

and lage. e e, i
fgﬁgfﬁftéfichiahggs 5 campaigns of "annihilation,™ in 193% the Sfaline - .-
tst:leaders declded; probably after much disagreement and dedate, to e

; 4‘ti’ea‘t still further from the citiesy to go in facts thousands of -
A miles_inlandg'regrqup their forces,; gain more peasant alliesy lead .
e the  struggle apainst the landlordsy build a territorial basey ag the

o e E TR N

so.only way to preserve the army.

¥
F

Zge. 7 We have sald that the workers were not swallowed up by the. -~ ClL
L. Peasantry or turned into locally oriented ceasant rebels., This e
s famous “Long Yarch" 4in ite own way proves this again. AlL students of
<o>~the Chinese Revolution Join in applauding the epSchal heroism of this
kﬁbmhrChsr_The Long Larch was not a rout, in which the cadres were losty
,oor relited away, In spite of the terrible losses from cold, hungefg"
©.odlseasc; 1% was one of tha great trlumphs of the humean will. The
e§d€e§ were?nct ;wallowed up by the vast countryvsido, On the contrary
they tool the ¢l ig the country. Wasn't this syabolized '
i

Y

in ths sewing moachines 5
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n ~- to sct up coopcras

g miles across desert and mountal
in semi-feudal

* “many gruellin
citics; and schools for modern living

.. tives in cave
- - villages?

: Anyone who_has'ever marched just ans day with any baggage at
all on his back knoews the irksomeness of every single exira ouncee

‘hat are we to say about undernour ished, underwelght, underclothed
thousandsy carrying such articles as theose under such conditions?
Only that, the army had a sncial _consciousress. And it was pot the

consciousness of the peasants :

ced to be deéuced10f7iﬁféfred ’
Stalinist apologist who was:
is ore of many

This consclousness dces not n
perely. The following account from a
‘also an upholder of the world bourpecols status quos
such reports. N
ical beliefs in Chinay

vEverywhere that youth has any so1id polit |
h as a phllosophy and

.0 the impact of Marxist ideology 1s apparents bot
.Y as a kind of substitute for religion, Anong young Chiresey; Lenin is

% almost worshipped, Stalin i{g by far the most popular foreipgn - leadeT.
i Socialism is taken for granted as the future form of Chiness- o
society.” (Red Star Over China, page 369, 19383« a

v

.. - "When they shout, 'Long Live the Vorld Revolutiong? and fProlge
77 tarians of the Vorld Unite,' it 1s an idea that ormeates all thelr
‘.o teaching and faith; and in it they reaffirm their allegiance to the
dream of a socialist world brotherhocd,' (Same sourceg_page'371)$;:
-, . We can see the force of Bdpar Snow's impressions in the forepe= " .
“ing guotes from his bools without sharing his ideas about the connegs <
< tion hetween Marxism and rellgion, or taking it for pranted that the .
. proximity of gtalin'e nare to lenin's means tha the macses are not
-revolutionary. We do not nced to believe that the Chinese Stalinist
party was a genuine party of world revolution, to believe that Snow .

: fﬁa§.telling tHe truth in the above comments about the youth of the -7
L fChlﬂese Red Army emong whom he llved for a tine. _ ) - e ek
forEeo 0y 14 s 1dle here to speak of whether 10 per—cant or even omiy;Stijggaf

per~-cent of the remaining army were workers by 1¢ & and 37y when Snow ...
wrote his books (That is'Yao's method, not ours. That ig, 1t is R
-idle Ifrom the point of view of explalning the class nature of this-
ggpeaixi§ army, standing as it did upon the foundaticn of the Chinese

i Tovolution pan sholey fighting as 18 aid and more especlellyn o230 0
A o in 1947=h9, apainst the whole Chinese bourgeois-feudal rule - -
i.o. Ang class. . : ' ' ' s, AT

. =Tt was important at that time To sound a warning that the army - 7%
e pdpht fall, because the growing oreponderance of roneant strength o,
+ within. the army pight rebel against carrying out 2 nation-wide strugs i

7 gle to matiohalize land on a broad basis, It mient rest content with -

wovertbrowing its own sectional landlords, taking & 1ittle land fon $ge C

:;Lgelfg etces 0Tc. But this did not happen. P

v o

,’ﬁ“rﬁaq-ﬁhﬁﬂﬂﬁé Stalinism_a. Peasant Forne?
S ” ot 5T 1y do S by e HT £ T 5 - - ° N o
g Tre Stalinist character of the leadership in 1tself 1s g refula-

s %iiu@i;mz?quagf th%t thf army ever: becane a really peasant forces

o Fo¥ exampled Tha army crested and supported peoasant soviets up to so

.1 late as 1937 e expropriating tho landlords altogethor whoraver 1%

eoulds But after 1937 and the Sian &gfeamgni#ﬁﬁafCniaﬁgiﬁuwsheﬁaih@Eéd '
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£, Army for ycars followed the policy of only reducing rents on the e
*"1and and even 1liquidating the peasant sovlelse. Tinus the reazonts -
Jost the land that they had fourht for. Would a poasant leadershipy
» i Lof purely reasant cadres, revelutionary neasant cadres who had fought
__so furiously and heroically, {(presumably for their own land) possibly
{ stand for-such a thing? No. This betrayal ceme straight from Moscow.
"Xt could be put across bccause the cadres who led the army, and were
its core, were working class revolutionaries and allied peasant rev-
olutionaries with a working-class outlock =-- beth of whom identified
« % the Moscow bureaucracy with the Russian Revolution and thereby with

. the Chinese, _ : ’

: Vhen their top leadership told them that the war against Japan “
U eould only be won by compromising with their owvn landlords; they . -

. thought that this was so., And even though tens of thousands of these
.. -dandiords turned collaborator wilth the Japanesey the army cadres held ..~
- 3n general to the new policy and continued to trust the Stalinist S
.7t leaders,. who in spite of thelr specifically Stoiinist erires, contine
S ued to show tremendous strength and resourcefulness, in organizing
* . the forces of struggle. Just as John L. lewis could uphold the Rep=
7 ublican Party, the capitalist system, and stiil lead a heroic fight
"¢ mgainst the system In 1943, so Chu and Mac could still lead a tremen-- .

- dous struggle even though they generally mislend it, e
<% " Vere it not for the Stalinist policy in the national war against

D “dapanyg.the war might have almost at once assumed the character of = ,
s o-working class ware The whole historic pettern might have changedy the - .
- whole Second World Var mipht have been transfermed into & class war AR
hoo=e the UeSe coming In on the side of Japan, instead of the side of .+ .. .
¢ Chinay and trying to take on the Soviet Union as well. But, of courssy -
—~v%his 15 exactly what Moscow feared, and moved heaven and earth to S
- prevents And that is why the Chinese Stalinists, who followsd liogw: C s
c.eowg were wlilling to sell out the peasant struggle and the class _ —
strvggle in general at that time, in the interest of the war against L
Japan {(which was admittedly & progressive war). A e

othe dnitiative to make it, That is, they led the army. The leading

“ tadres-of the army still identified the Stalinist leadership with the
- general revolutionary aims ‘of the army. And even 1f we allow that.
sicthese aims had changed from Tevolutionizing the cities, to "only" -
rexpropriating the land of all China -- the second aim is fully as much. .
<vof a working class aim as the first -- from the historic point of.viewg;7*
;~in China.. - - ' , L R

But. il the Stalinists pade the betrayal,; they must have possessed .. - -

Tk

RS
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Ry T It de no%t necassary to make any such allowance, however. . At all . ..«
;y.tim@s the CCP still spoke in the name of soclalism, however oynicnliy@ -

;i.Tha_army st11l regarded itsclf as a soeialist army «- in spite o ths .
+ false theory of the "revolution by stages" ard £he Henshevik concept - oo
ol ©f historical evelution, Why should the army study pamphlets and . - o e

ik?listen to lectures on socialism? Yhy should it be so interested in
S5 the progress of the Spanish Civil Var (1936-39% «- from a Stalinist .
,;-§®i§t o view of course. Vhy should it print currency with the piciure -
,f“?f Karl Farx on 4t? If 1t was a neagzant armys bent cﬁly on getting the -
m,@apd in 8 poasant way = that 4g by simple division of the land and &
. Su§5cquemt senctification of the new private propsrty -« then to what

end viss th@ socialist phresemongering of the Staiiniste? Vas it ncﬁ
v Eerely holding hacl and distorting the poasani siruggle, antegenizing

. .
» .ot

. , . 7 . . : . . .
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the peasant lecaders by talking of soclalism, ctece? . LI e

This contradiction in Stalinism which can so easily express
itselfl in weird political follics and wild fantasirs -~ derives from
~the simple btut profound contradiction of the Moscow burcaucracy ang
. the world CP's 1In gencral. Bvery CP iIn every country appeals to tho

~revolullonary section of the working class and peasantrtye at the sams

“time that 1t carries out the counter-revolutionary policies of the
Soviet blreancracy. The difference in Clitna was that tho vorkers and
peasants wera alvesdy Ciphting the revnIntion beforo the comintern bas

- came complotely Stalinipedy and during tho long yearas of Stalinist

zig=-zapglingy they vere already cengared In a pgreat armed strugglo.
Their revolution could not bho zipg-zagged out of existence; as it

7’~.Q@u1d in a country vhere the vhole preblem is to got the approssed

ey

¢lass iInto motion and under arms, 1t 1is not that the CP had any difw

- . ferent program in China than elscwhere, But as Trotsky points out o
. in discussing the loscow bureaucracy; the same reactionary policy can

ruin things completely in onc cascs and only distort or deform them

_:_inAanotherﬁ -1t depends somewhat on the "resistivity of the_materialg“'

R
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Did the CCP "Subgtitute Ttself for the Yorking Class?"

- - . Benjamin Schwartz, a bourgeols professors has assembled a few -
~documents and gquotations to "prove® that the workidng class had nothe
-ing to_do with the revolution in China - and that it is only a . __
Marxist lifany to say that 1t aid, (Chinese Communism and the Rise
pf Mag). - The key te his thinking, and to his thesis is this: He o
also belleves that the more specific interventlon of the workers in...

o Russiag 1917 more consclously, more numerously, more in the gtruggle
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1. 8% every step, was a mere coincidence. The real escence of both the

:Chinese and Russian Revolutionssy according to him, was the small 5
party of professional revoluticnarics who led them. Leninist herey -
"Stalinist there. This is basically the old instinctive reaction of
.any boss to a strike. Y“It's ontside agitators.' The workers, vou
-sea% didn't really have very much to do with ite They were "stirred
‘ups"  And China at first glance; secems to provide a classical proof
“of this point ... at least to an academiciane o S
- But vho "stirs up" thé agitators? This neither the bosses nov
-their professorial servants can answer. The agitators in the American ..
~industrial organlzing drive of 1934-41 are numbered in the thousands.

.- and .tens of thousarnds. In the Chinese Revolution, they can bYe counted -

by the hundreds of thousands, and even the millions, The agitators:

;;}0n1y~afti@u1ate the already existing "elemental drives'" only populars
«~."lze a program derived from the already exlsting objective conditions.
w0 only lead, because there are men to follow. The Stalinists "organie

.- 2ed" the peasant messes., So did the lurray bureaucracy "organize® L
-the steel workers. And it would be permissible to remove the guotation

fii?arRS'from the word; 1F it were first completely clear just what the -
snteal Jimitations of the organizing role consists of. .

&
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Gow ooSHWarts doesn't really contend that the C.P, Msubstituted {teelf
20T the working class.” Ho contends that the C,P. playved the samo

-ole in China which larxism "pratends" that the working c¢lass plaved

.in Russia,

Like a1l the rest of the bourgeoisie, Schwartz ig net at all O

W]

Cgerned with the pngitive social character of the new Chinese regims

2 . o e o - . N . R . .
{ “Whather it 13 a vorksry state,” o "poasant" stato, Tgtaie maedfaliom #
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- ete,) He, like them, is only concerncd with 15 pepatiyve characters

3 hat.1s, the fact that it has been taken nwayqxrom-capigalism, that

© ' 4t ehallenpes the world staius quey which lie defends. Thus his -

~+i . gnxicty, vhich is not at all professorial, to isolate the terrible .-

%« efipse of it all. Thiss he happlly finds, not 1n the world conditions,
not in the colonial contradictions, not in the heroic struggles of .

the rasses, nor in anything that would presage -the doom of capltal~

CET .0 4sm o in general == but in thoe Stalinists themselves, (If this were

T soy there would bo hope for Schwartz's masters indecd), 'Voila

. Ltenncmi" =~ Thero is the onemy, hio crics outs Like a good labora-

"~ * {ory many; he has isolated the Infcetion, so he claimse But the fact

“.»7. that he equates Stalinismy; or Kaoism ac he calls 1%, with leninism, :
& ag the fundarental dynamic element in each revolution, 1s in itseclf :
.7 the tip-off to hls abysmal ipgnorance of the historie proeess =~ in -
i+ both countries. _ _ STy
W - Certainly it 1s true that the leaders of preat armies, whatever -

7 "gheir class bases can often for a timey rise above thig base, and act
»*7¢ 4n an autocratic manner -- against the best interests of the class
T ghey serve. (The lenrth of this time is sharply limlted, however.).
Put this avtocratic phenomenon never deludes Harxists into supposing
that the eutocrat_is the class, or really substitutes himself for 1it.

s " TLet's look at one of the more glaring typeg of autocratic acts ..t
S5 of the Stalinist leadors. The c¢ity workers welcomed the Chinese Red . .

~. Armies as they entered the clties. They stopped vork, paraded; elc. .-

Very often, in the middle of the wolccme, the Stalinist army leaders. .
- harehly told the workers to_go back Lo work. What does this prove? 7
It proves the burcauveratic nature of the Stalinists. It proves . - 08
o thelr fear of the bourgecolsie,; and thedr more or less consclioud bee 1070
- diel that ihey were setting up some kKind of hourgeols stote. It

“* proves they envisieoned & long periced of concilistion with the boure
;. geolsie. . It demonstrates how the Stalinlst leaders regarded the

» workers, ' Bul it also demonstrates how the workers regarded the Red  , '~
.- Army. - The workers had not supported Chiang Xal-shek's army. They .- -
.- had sabotaged 4t in a hundred ways. &nd they welcomed the Red Armye o
- Obvicusly they did not welceme it in its character as a $Stalinist T
~Braye nor even in Ils character as a pengant ermy, but in its charace . |

Lvoter as.s markers army. : - Co e

vt M The workers eould have been wrong In thls of coursey althouch: 7 o
- ‘subsequent events proved them richt, One must remember that this Lo
< army had been in existence for twenty two years at this time. The . . .
.. eity worksrs had been rejolcing for sone vears at the blows which thig:-
. army was dealing to Chiang Xai-sheky; thelr morital enemy. Even if thay ™
repgarded the army as a peasant army, they would cenclude that tha '
~peasants® enemy was their enemy also. But it is not fair to the

- Chinese workers == especially at this late date ~= to make 1t appear ,,
- that they were passive from 1937 to 19kg, The anti-Jaranese resistance
cthat grew up in the cities after 1937, particularly in the cccurpisd

> eltles, took on a more and more revoiuvtlonary character as time and

© . e¢onditions deepened the desreration of the populations The military
prestige of the Stalinist-led armies did not fail to impress these

¢ty vorkers, And precisely Tor this reason the city workers began
doining the CCP in lerge numbers again ard joining the army also oge
pecially in the vears 19L6-LO, - S

Ve

- The moment the now stats wag establishéd, it called upon the worle
~e78 Lo consolidete the regime which was elveady syectsd only with their .

kid



s vonseni.  Int state called upen the viorkars to polico
nd S-Anti movemnnts againgt the reraining

n bafore this, shop conmittess had to be
set up for the manapgomen T the Qﬁwlyfexpropriated ”buzeauc?ﬁtiqﬁ_ 7
capltalist" emterprices, he leaderchip GV prerimensedmy%uh BV
ing ten votes to every sorkers to one for every peasant. 1nis was
not because tiie Stalinists had sone cohistltutional disrosition to
double~cross the reaganiry.  Hor was it boeause they had any particu-
lar love for the workers, It vag tecause this was the logic of state
' power based on a revolution vhose vinole national and international:
 pivexpresgion had to bz that of the working elass, e

Il e R ) I . "
and prosecube the 3.Anti a
capitalists ol China, Feo
| A
L]

O
III

' Sthwartz understands very - well of course that the capitalists,do-_;
~not have the state in China. His point ig that neithsr do the. T
vorkerse. Schwartz believes that a bunen of Stalinists went to the
countryside, whipped Up & pedsant war, put the proletarian stamp {or-
Stalinist stamp = the difference is immaterial to Schwartz) upon
the consequent revolution, simply in their character as Stalinists,
" Actually, Sehwartiz's rosition would be equally false, ang anti-mpater~
= daldst even if the leadership had been not Svalinist, but Trotskyist,
-+ And he would, of course, maintsin hisg positlen equally in this case . . §
N :tOOe ’ oo . ) . _".'i;

- . The fundamental theoretical difficulty of Schwartz and all. the

?“uf-afhersghowever, is their recognition of the rezsant vars the agrarisn

7 revolution and thedir fon-recegnition of the role of the worklng ... .

.. ¢lass. The role of ‘Stalinism blings them to the logic of the Permana . -

~-ent Bevolution which dictates that not the bourgeoisie, bhut only the -
proletariat can lead the agrarian revolution, Trey canno#

¢ under-
-, Stand that there 1s no such thing as a stalinist army, ney cannot v
S concelve that g “peasant” army in our epoch must be either bourgecis“;u N
“.t O proletarian, : - Co R

" The peasant revolutlon Is the easiest thing to see about China, ..~
suoBut it ois also necessary to gee the workine class essence beneath the’
S peasant form, It ig only this wav that the revolution. ean be digdlec-

i tleally, that is, concretely wnderstood, . Ang the state which this

¢+ revoluticn, peasant though it might "logleally" be, jg inreality = -

“4something very different, _ - :

revolution e such, .

L URIR the Stalinists could have led a Deasant
cC.and Jed it to power, inen of course China would now ba g "pezasant o

]

w#’sta%e”_wm'that is if we renzin on the groungd of Yarxism, BUT -= had
~.-the -historieal situation been rive for a reasant revolution as such .
~t rhad the beasants been able to talke pover in their ovn name . hagd the
L unborn_infan% In the wonb of history baen g Deasart state, the revoine
. Tlonary nidwife coulg not have changed the Infani's ¢loss eharactorg '
walter all +he secial processes hag already formea ity in dits long peg..
rtation pericds True, a Stalinist mid-wvifa might have strangled it at
birth (as in 1925-27) or dropped it on itg heads But it coulg not
.change the fundarmenta secial character orf the infant anee it was horn

A peasant staterit vould have been; Stalinistg or no Stalinists.

R IféJfOT historical reasons, the state had to base 1tsel? on the
f»ilass;inferests o' the reasants, ag we tnderstanag "peasants" in the
wlassical senge (2 nation or 57211 landholders as ¢

: ne ruling clase),
gﬁ? would have made little differonce how democratic the state forms
might have been (unger Irotskyists for exanplel. The prool’ that thisg
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was not so, however, is containred in the faet that the Stalinist

undemocraﬁic,_unprincip]ed, and burcaucratic, were compolled ¢
carry out merc and more measures of a woriing-class character,
These facts are selfl-cvidens todav, But the axplanation of them was
Just as true six YCArs afo. .

;

&

On_the Forrula: "Staliniem in Pouer Rouslag Vierkers State. "

.- Herey, a word 1s in order about the abova "formula," It is a bad
S formula. Even vhen it isg enployed as "terminological terrer' to ree— -
" " fute the foregoing analysis, 1t reveals a fatlty approach to history,

Would Marxists ever say: YA labor union bureaucracy in.power
equals a labor union?" It is true that no labor bureaucracy is in
power wilthcut there beinz a class erganization~{a union) 4p suppoerd
- dte It ds true tnat were we to hear that the Dubinsky bureaucracy

;  were in complete "power' over the workers in the southern textile
S0 mills,y we might well assume that there Was a union there, and not a
- <.~ company uniony even if we know nothing about the activities of the -
“ei o, Workers, But this would only be a temporary deduction based on what. C e
T U we previously knew aboni the class strugele, It would have to be -.-.

Lhoowverified by our knowledze of the new struggle itgelr, (Heedless to . -
o7 8say . we were not in such abysmal iegnsrance about there being a bread

2

ooy

o stroggle in Chins) . In gereral, it would be a terridble way to confuse
o the workers and mislead them as to the gscence of a social conflict,

c

- %o make such a formulation. It would,reallyﬂheffallingrinto'the”mést
. tommorr mistake of the vackward worlker: identifying the elass with
o the 1eadership; identifying the bureaucracy with the union, D

G e JWel say that the union moverent s the instrument of th: class
Slostrugglie a2t a certain definite stage of its development, And that
" the bureauveracy is the result of certain contradictions in +this struga .
S gle e the divigions among the workers, the bridvery of the upper

el layers by the crumbs of imperialism, ete, ‘e say it is the vorkers
Cnpedn power in the sense that the strike is in pover, in the senag that
i@ contract with the company validates a degroo of rartial pover for

S the workers., When the bureaucracy says “the unlon 3o s

-telling the truth nore than they realize,

is you' they are v
..+ :The. bourgeolsie glorlfy or caluminate the Reuthers, Lewises, an
:fﬁéaﬁeys@ ~ The bourseoigie refer to thega gentlenen as “"labhep," But

- fhat term is falgeﬁ The wnrlers are "Iabor.™ The class 1s primary.,

.. The bureaucracy is fecondary -- even wheon 14 is cecasionally compelied . _
-to play a PTOgressive role, ' : o il
- . . By Bl

e e
s e
i e .

R DU s A ' o e
o0 The’ forpulation, "Stalinism in power cquals workers stateM 1g - o
! o A= 1 ' . hy

e Just another attempt to saock our imaginotion by opposing a sood |\ The ere
"4 Programmatic norm to a miserable, iean, even ropugent reaiitul (In" o
o Defense of Marx;sm}ﬁ B5ut in this case the altempt is not nearly so \

<00 well based ag the one Trotsky was ansvering (about the “counterurevolua@
:N;%lo?ETY~f?fk??S utgte”)e It would seem that the "e00d propgrammatic )
ogoriny Which s dmplied by sueh an cutrageous formula is that Trot iy

“ism in pover deeg equal workerg state m o

A

1

5 Irotshivism worge in povCT as the result of a p?oiem
tion which rut it in povier, then there vould surely be a
workers state, But 1he Trotskyists would not eanni g Worlers state ;o
& state is an crranization whish Thaobudes  elonmbals S I TS S NEI

Of cour

oL
Le
=

1

14




IfTFoptenTav AN pover as the Fébult of g proletarian
revolution w- {f fer that matter ~- sn AATChist party (which doesn 1t
believe 1in the state at 411) VeTe In pover as {ae result of a4 prolew

-~ . tarian revolution, thare

vould 55411 ba g vorlkeary stvate, regardlessg
- of the subjective vishes of {ha loaders, Theso events are both ev.
tremely unlikely 4n Avecrica,  Put thO-spaculation 19 in order since
the Introduction or such a Tormuln ag tha above Oncy dndicates a

ﬁeakness on,the hilstorleal materdalist viey of the class.struggieo-

.The nroletar:

an revelntinng In vower equals a vorkers state,
This is the Tormulation that

L Corresnondy most clo
most comprehensivelys the Toregoing analyais

of the class rature of
the state, Comrades who reproach this analysis seriously with the
"Stalinism in power”'formul&, are frightening themselveg rather than
. the author, At any rate they reveal g tendency to 5¢e the Chinese -
revolution not g

O IUCH a movement of the Classesy as a movement of
A parties, leadershipg and perscnalities, ‘ s

sely, and sumg up

- -7 The ?ermanént RBevolution 1n China
.- e ‘. MWWWWW WWW

.

7 We have dealt a greas deal with the Specific character of the -
- vt &rmy In the framaverk or the elass character gf the Chinege strugglew
e Ve have gpoken at length on tha proletarian character of the
- revolution ag Opposed to the gt Iini

a St character of the leadership,
Vie began this ways not beecause it 15 the vilole angyerp In the historw
¢ sense, but inp order first to emphasiza '

the sharnnase of the bre
Septemberg 19%95 and to ren

S$sert the doctring
i of the state w. in general, Ve vigheg to- - -
.. - show that the ¢lasg consclous workep should tale hig pPosition the. - PR
hei moment of the SUttesstul revolution rather than long_afierwarda-iNeédm{f'
"% Tdess Lo say; the class consclous worker vheo {g on the scene ¢f aow TN
S tion (ang making the revolution) is not late in taking hig position. -
:But.agﬁlass struggle 45 alse an internationay struggle, S

of the clags charactary

P

B R T . - -

Seges T But here let necessity'of'taking.

Cnan immediate_position on the nature or the’states as to show how the .
nature of tha new state flows legitimately'out of the vhole previons

Istorical struggie, It g this brevious histopicgl struggle’, how.

. Ver; which hag already shaped ang bréedetermined +npe direction or .
L the new struggles, tafore the final vigtep

ST 01925, | Ang 1t

‘ ¥ in 1949, ang even before
1s the_knowledge el this Previous devealop
'3t possible not only o

Us not so much insist upon the

aprear to te one of th
r tedlous to eipound upon, Wa

Jhiedy for €Xample, that the coming reveluticn 1n the Unitee
. be proletariang on the basig of the whole Farxist coneenp
- history and pregent developmento The Russian-ﬁcvoiutioh
Tg_gzmlgg obfactive degg}ogggggg that the Trotskyist 0re.-
Proletarian natur about China?

peent that made
PSR tnat some class Yas victorious 4in Septema
sohber 19kg . nut vy See what class yas victorious, S e
ES This rac= night at firgt
i Gent Tacts, ratho

Ose. very selfw.evia
it Tor grant.
States wiiy
t ol previous
also nroved

10 concept of itg
€ nas ‘orrects, But vhat ‘

. The Dasses of Ching have baen in_continuousﬁ rnortal conflict with
.o thedr rulerg for decades, This was na exotic, ”Drientalﬁ” "Chinggen
~tonfilict, byt 4 conilict withip vhich way 4 denomingtop Common to the
‘{“Hole~capitaiist vorld, Fap GVoTr a hundreg Years the Chincse have
H0un the argieg and navies of tha “elviligeqo countries, pop threg



Yoo

3

L2

§ s [ : o & ( @ .
& L A - O m & t @ = o Tt iU oA
L T I & O 3ok oot il ] v O oe . 0 @ 42 P I LU (T
w {8 W o g ed D R A6 O) e T R g} 5 o2 b ' T30 fe W0 flo®
VY u- £ N S R 03 PR S IR S I SO = I ¢ Y VR o W oLl o md st p el ol ALY O o 1
22§ A hyg 42 fsb] VIl oy L 0 B . § el Wy PO A P I EEER S X ST BT I L3 f [ TIEHEE [N A
3 oEN L] PR S TR WS EFTVEE S SR e FO-I, T) 0 5 SN A A o fled i L O TIoal oy 0 Lyt f0 e ERIFG IR SO A
T A AT I S I RS B S I I 34 o e W ow e 3 q 42 L3009 qr =T 4 TN R e R el O
f40 00 23 PR O S & £ Fe QO O N Qe Bl el ag Gy 4oy ool et 45 g
o Q IS B SR O QW oe W of Sy b 0 B35 0d oo 3 oo 0 eﬂ Wl G4 v i Liest o
G s et w43 e B S5 R o S 0wt QY v oo et OO0 o o ROl s AN S ¢ WY mes O4a 0
o 0 43 3w B2 @ oo By W O wod g3 8 B £ G A BT M O 42 £y (> L L3 o) L2
e w 2 ool K LLED O A0 W A oKy LA LR I B S I O S & o TR S I S K AR VAT
043 i LIRS RVAE ool ST TV €34 om0, G EH s Rt w13 e Bt O o5
i Gy [ Bt O o £ LI WOl o T e o o] fg 0 o om o FORRY ISR 5 BN
b e 1Y AV ot Oh A A2 @ LY e Qo St 1wt O v T G 4P g erdl ag @ el g Gt 0o
o oul o bord Ol o Fni e OO A2l Py LY R @ s J T el O B ol T S LS T W e ) A28 O il
L = N o £ 0 LT Wt = = 3 oo L R T s et (O FEIR AP =B VI s I 4 e g ;
w43 42 QJ oerd 2 3 ) £ o0 @ o 2L B Rl L U Geg Whg > 1 fs G a2 S e ] T S IR T gt
ke 3 o~ 0O wl B OO by O 3 4 , /AT I a Qo ot O £+ FR R U I35 ES RS
s R om0 O m o Q@ ~e O 4 A SR Y %y [ SIS L o) LN IR N 5 BTN B I ST S TR
A3 Q Lo @ Tl Psad W o O i =4 i A O oW 4 O w3 £ el OO0 G4 i P
LR S el @ Ky 4 CH OO oA ¢d e 2 Qo Fao@ M o R IR R Bhed ¢ 42 faoo b h O Ny O
G - Lo L ol e R R A A bhda an 4R af a2 LI I S RPN RN RN N e
Qe = D 4w FIRERRT N G2 3 B el D P TT E R O R 0oy et O3t L0 SIS I
Il A U o O wi o WL B ] W i St e O
gl d 1 LW P Gt Gy LA SR ) G B 13 ey i a3
=4 o Qf 2D G4 oW o 0o L T R o T B B S A O
1 B2 o oot et 4 £L fy T4 A N b gy £ om L LT o
o Cwr 2 &0 QoL tay O @ B 6 w3 o, W O A2 @A B et () g
(2T ot B - wel b € vl 3 T O Faes WY ) W M (] o B 03 £ et ~t
fu b 47 43 ED 1 Gl o (OIS O F P O Wm0 S fa O AT p 4
RS wil ey il T o3 et p ke O G SN FANORE RS I | R & Kl et 63 022 O €3 o3
: 4 3T ey Ord o vi ool [ENE G S g & A2 43 O rheed 02033 g S g L
oy 7ol S 0 00 @ 3 Wi e o e R A S I
O 4+ O REEE SR o L O 42 0y eed il 023 [@RE] o) @ G40 4
O et O WM st (3 Q0 O wd O£l SO0 g A2 e O W
LT Q3 42 43wt e W U O 18 W AL o L5 w4 G i {244 Ty W 03 =i
=W LI w8 5] Wit 1A P o ot Bl oo i 3 e 3 ot
Gt A Y Q- CoOmed S Wy D G fed el T o £5 3L Bq bm 0T VI 4 @ % L
I w4 5] WO~ Q10 EYfey €2 O et Bl O 4 e O Qo) U F)
Lo el S Fe o o4 o Uown OWw Feo® e B ST I o =i Qo LI wd iR B3 - Iy
® G o owe W on o oo L0 Y OIS RS TS o 1o B oo P 5
SR 00 o O ﬁwt ool @ Gy B O L AL D LR O B AR S I T e I G B oo Do A
oL wom LY O e D oW ovr Uled 5o @0 - w0 0 : Gy e i e B A o
Lotoay @ WS T Es 3 a vt e OW R ¢ R A0S b m%t O Mo ey et
o= L1 Lo Qe Mg Oed e 3 i oW o S S A Relt AR . O+
Gp md2 L MO 00 oAy OB 0D P e v 3 F] et o] o e R R
oo N ) (I SR o I _n wi £ OEq “rj LU SR Lo e ) O H O e i Yo Y
R O AL i bt 0O w P od QG 42 .Vw 7ot o o oy oW LD e o 0] 01 G NoRRse
Wt O 1T L @ 3 A ] 0 L] el 2 G 0w Slm ik el S A TR 49 e w L] e 3Ol
Wy v ming e O Clobr i v £ 00w w4 & N e U & o o3 3 m
1 i - €1 of A ooy D INRS S Wil 2 ot U R s W] o e b 0y o§4 g + L2 RIS B I S
oy 0 O oo Fa b 33 o Ll S R o O 7 & Oy Mt @ D UL 43 caohn o D
S el g gy B Q@AW 3TTm SDowr O e e e wed L eV S 4 e f e FESR ¢ Lubd = el
+= AT B O WO R L O e o LV e oo ) 03 Gog [ Beado 48 [P i Ly
svef Y et v QO O WP R & By i & T BN (@ 5 HEVS R O I o R i} M..,l_ %) fo emwd O Rt o0 O SR BN N
2OW A w2 il OFe vt w AL 0F fh TR s I oI = e B R S T AR H Qe sl O
Qv Vg RO ! £i4 B oeslom How By 45 OO wng y (%] Moam fiad ol Q0 om O
Bowe] OO =4 (8 G 0 @ owi o G ol MR dAl W O ool et 1O el O A 0 I SR ) e A2
A JLAV S i O S U LT ol fe O oW I @ B b oW Wl e SI O 93 o
¥ g I SR o B I - B = Wil 0 @Ot T e @ Qe S S e e W QA
=R R Qe mg v L QAT e o I 83 o e T SR TR " 1 o
Woho N i e i o B Q oeLy Lo Gd L Bl ot LIS NS SRR G & R S I I T T R R ¥y R hE T feet L3R s
mso g O w4 Wy O B ST W G Bkl B O W el 0w g O @Ot
Qe @ 2 el e @D w2 P Bt T S R O RO I 2 85 s B 07 Syt @ i R W oned T s
A2 in 4 b Ul 0 G i B R B BE e wD ® b g E g L, gy v RS N S
e g A W R Al B0 fu Fie-d U3 BD e o @ oo 8 5y e 0OE e oo
L9 B JCS R ot B R o T B s 4 = om O owe et O e g fi S0 R 3 OO 0§ UL i By £3 P b
B2 ) =i e OIS O O O Dot Gy &gy EH %4 E g 3 Qi wiwd O e oaed A € D gy e @ O
£ °
oo i
g .f:.s\- .



Rl - ) o

Egzldmgﬁgﬁﬁﬁmgimﬁbaﬁiﬁiuiugﬁﬁzballigm

- Hand weavers who had prodvced 3% mi11don plcces of eloth in
1819 could only export 30 thousend pleces in 1632, and almost ZETo

" in subsequent decados., Choan cloth goods from England totally .
ruined this wlde~spread indusiry ang pauperized the veavers in one
generation; thus accomplishing ever more swlftly-what it had Qone in
the. homs country, At the sape tirey in a rore indirect way,y this
caplitalist penstration deprlved hundreds of thousands or peasants of

-~ thedr [Jand <~ also in the space of one gereration. Asg the Imperial-

_ ists made capital investrents and trading stations in China, thelr

’ Chinese lackeys,; the so-called "conpradore! brokers and r2rchants,

' - .. Unable to compete Industriailv with the foreigner, but enrichegd by
: thelr graft and brokers fees, turned to the only fiela open to them

- for investment of their cut from the surplus-value the British.

squeezed out of the Chinese masses, They invested in land and. in

_ mortgages, They railsed the rents. They raised the rates of interest,

e They turned the screw several threads tighter on the already despere

- ©ale .peasantry, . S

Pt
!

-Contradictions of the Taigigg_ﬂ@bellion. e

T

Lo Y The ensuing preat rebellion, however, was directed not at these .
Qljffmeneyﬁlendingﬁ 1and~holding‘ﬂandarinsg but at the Manchy dynasty, It -
' followed the pattern of all the anclent reasant revolutions in this
- respect e aiming to overthrow the dynasty and sat Up a new and . -
0 Pbetter" one, Unlike all previous peasant wars 4in China, however,
w1t laeked any substantial leadership from the landlord elass Or gene-
R A Forperly a cligua of dissatisrieqd gentrv, frustrateg by the
cotorruption of the courts previously relegated o the cuter circle, -
S out of faver with the Mingn etcoey would promise the peasants the
2 oon, lead them fo victory; sot up their own dynasty, divide the L
o - lands of g Tew of their enemies akong the peasant T'lghters; rewarg -
i their chieftains ana settle dovn to another century or so of Aynage . -
Fotie dntrigue and corruption, . - p s

e A et
. .

ar

2 Why was there not such a leadership ow particularly when the- e
7v‘,?@%allious,forces were greater than e€ver, and the chancesg for succegs-'
e Bpparently also proportionately more attractive? Because the land. '
L. lords were now 50 much more interwoven with Lanital than they had been
s x.in the past, Precisely those landlords who in clden times woulg have.
been most bold against the reglme because they were the most finanei- - . -
ally desperate . precisely these landlords were in the grip of the -
ﬁityimcneywlender@ toreover, the agrarlan measures of tha iévoluw,?f 
tionaryﬂTaipings ¥ere more ruthless, more widespread, more effective
~than previous uprisings, The oppressed were showing a SUrprising dige
Cposition o Tun things in their ouwn nare, The depth of the sooial |
erigis benesth the revolution was so great and'fearsomeg that all secw
>tiqns of:the landlord class drew back in frichs, 1

-+ The peasants wanled to divide the lang, And they did so over -

- huge areas of China where they raineg control, This ie a bourgeois

Cotasure,  But the bourreols corpracores would of course net supply

-g;leadership to %hiS-movemanﬁ? since their fortunes vere tied up in

b and andg they lookeq Torwvard to enfoving the incore ang ancient prese

7;tige that accompanied landlordship@ Thig bourgeois rebellion lackeqd .
& bourgeoisie,

DRI

i e~ &



, "The great Talping Rebellien failed and the status quo was pre-
O Sserved because there wae no cless in Chinese scciety capable of lead.
" “ing the country cut of its Impasse " (Izancs), And yet the rebal..
lion was in rany Ways. an incipient bourzeois revolution, In the
large arcas they conirolled, the Taipings not only gave the lana to
the pPeasants, but stirulated trade ang In general pursusa a rigid
bourgeols code of cthics in settling up market standards, exchange - .
rulesy; weights ang nexsures, ete, They wvere at Tirst very much in
- favor pf conciliating the foreigners, not from the compradore point
of view, but frem the point of viey or naking China 1tsgelf a2 great
{rading nation, But they alsoe suppressed the Western-dominated opium
trade in their territories, as part of their drive for an jndependent
trade relationship with the foreigners, : ' . _

T . The oplum trade was still too irportant to the West te'think of
- giving it up at thie tire, Britaln -- ang Arerica too w- decided to
support the Buddhigt Fanchu dynasty acainst the Taiping Christians
== after a period of tncertainty, 7% Vias not alone the lucrative
opium trade that mace them do thig, The opium trade only s¥rholizes
and_draratizes the corrupting inrluence of "progressive® world capi-
tallsm on China. Likewise, the fact that the imperialists preferred
‘the somewhat more oriental oplate of Buddhism ratherp than Christiasn.
1ty was merely due to & Pragmatic choice forced upon them by the _
situation they wore Taced with, 1Like the individual ovlum seller, ip
' his derny the Hestern natione felt they could best sell their goodg:
L. 7:.4dn China tg & rrostrats people, It wag in the fundarental interest .
'Vzgf-of Western tapital to nmake its deals with the Hanchusg who vere tieg T
- by every Concedvable thread to the compradore Servants cof the west, e
<. and werg the best Instrument for foreign capital’s renetration e P
fand,ﬁ@mggﬁtiag;mw'of China, . i Tt -

i .

Gee TE is dnteregt to us that pot only did the Talpings conceal -
Lrom thenselves the clasg conient of their Tevolution in the LT
=Mhorroweg disguisat of 4 relizious war .. they also made some of the .
T Iaet advanceg demands of tha modern age, sueh as corplete equality
iiiar.womeﬂ¢ Thusg they simultaneously Imitated the religious battle

- erles of the early dawn of bourgeods revolutions ang put into prac.

. Yee at jeast ona axlom of the troletarian grave digper of the "bour-
... BeOisie, Dut they could not Win, '"There. 25 10 class to leag them, v

RRETCES

" Bise_or fhgﬁ@gurq&gggge and - the Proletariat . LT AT
' - . T . T T N s - T .

e .. ‘_ L ) . . . . - :t-_—"'lh ,,-' ..r L.:
. o After the defeat of the ‘I‘aip:’mgs‘§ the Imperialigtg proceded to R
- YaTVe up. China more in accordance With their own intermrelationshinl SR
of fi’}?{ies + than 193 T

: _ . ith any humnan consideraticn for the helpless
;tChlﬁeseg.or &Ny Tespect forp China. 4ng the Chinsse Passes went e
aﬁ;,thraugn_generation after genceration of 5t111 more terrivie Sulfering-
g;;_;r ﬁﬁeir_?grygg;en?orﬁfd endurance pven ieading “any lightminded Veg.
o verns to Lypiry ?he Chinese asg the soul or ratience, 4n place of the

.“ O S . . .
'ﬂif%- \ %s Cning‘ﬁevelsped du§ing thig perled, the native Capltalistg -
o ;00{ Pn a st}ll moqe dependent charactera But'a-miHOTity of' thep
;»?ventgally attained sope independent Sirencth in hope industry, Tha
afmge_blg Uprising55 the Doxver Hebellion of' 1800 anqg the “Revolution”
ol %ﬂl*s Yere rather maps the CXDpression of thig nationmconsciousy ‘

h@u“qwbewinaepanaeni minority, then any real repetition of the lqgsing

PR Y



) ': ‘» "37“ o ) e

of the elements that made the Taiping Retellion. Only in 1925 =—

after the organization of the newly-awakencd city preletariat under
'Fw'the then—-glorious banner of the Russian Revolutlon —-- only.then '
£ " eould the bourgeoisie gain a semblance of substance for their strug-
7 ple., And only theny becausz the proletariat's logleal and necess-

ary historical aims were blurred by the strategy of the Cp,

The €P lead the proletarian snbstance into the‘boufgeois“Kuomu

intang shadow, _ . _ . .

. The Chinese proletariat had been growing throughout this vhole
period; firs®t under the Yanourishmant" of forelgn capital, and during
the first world war, stepped up its growth considerably in the rapid
native industrial expansion. HNumbering several millions, but very:
small in relatlon to the huge masses of the country, at first un-

+. conscious of its own misslon, 1t responded like a giant tuning fork

to the Western thunder of October 1917,

. . In 1918 the Chinese workers made their first real attempts at
“runion-organizaticone. Just seven years later they attempted to storm’
-7 +the heavens of capitalism itself, Ve are well acguainted with the
... errors and betrayals of the Jeadershlp of the viorlers in 192527,
<. that 1s,; the whitewashing of Chiang Fal-shek, the ITiguidation of the
«# CP into the bourgeols Kucmintang, etc.s ete, But no one can read
-.: about the events without being struclk by the rroletarian character ,

o of the ranke-and-file actions, The movement vwas characterized by = . -
. strikes and by general strikes, The Canton Cormunc,; moreoversy. al~ " . . .
:f”ithough ultra lefty adventuristy and criminal (the revolution having-. .+ ..+
CSwalready been defeated when the Stalinists initiated the idea for . . - -
-, the Canton Commune) -~ was an absolute proof of the proletarian cone

;7 tent of this revolution, : L L e

T
L AR

0 AY. the same time (1925-27) the peasants too began to 1ift theip -
~:x heads once more, and rise in numbers that had not been seeny .and with =
'ﬁg&\fury,ihat had not been showny since the Talping Rebellione  Ale - .
~".though: the peasantry may not have fully understood It this ways they:
~+ nad now found Ya class to lead them." The Stalinist leadership of .
;ﬁ?ihés leading class; misled -the struzgle to be sure. - But basically i -
_w.8nd obJectively spesking, the workinz class began to assert its poten~. .
Potlal leadership at this tirs. : SRS
Jaioo o The  Stalinist leadership of the Chinese workers was only the * - -t
5?‘négative slde of the great historical current that moved the workerg . ¢ -
73-3n the first place; namely, the Russian Revolutionm. It was inevitable = -
. #:tnat the Chlnese workers at this tice would place their confidence R
weonpletely in loscow, and follow its leadership cempletely, . Althoush 7 =7
w;-the_Chinese Revolution was marked by an inherently independent and $ﬁ='; :
. Bernally proletarian character, there are strong reasons whv the leade: i
“wership had an Vexternal" character. There are strong Teasons why en
-mighty a reyglution stooped so low to bend 1ts ear tg the prolet;rian""f;’
. #PYEmYy Boroding messenger Irom Foscow, o ' SRR
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Vet Mo Real Wative Leacershin in 10259
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1917 Thshﬁhfﬂeg situation in 1925 was so
217 y then had net the Chinese not T

Ed

L

fa N wed great independent
proietarian leaders? Vhy no Lenin or Trotsky? g

Thay had no history of
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was that ths resemblance to

. and democratic developgent,

'+ But the Russians did- have more

™ 31legal strikes behind then,

great degree was more than two generations

“turn, rested on a previous _
.opposition against semi-feudal Czarism,

this soil. A1l this
© . flected, Russia had been bac)

old Russia was a nerative one
-the development of leadership was concerned,
the Chinesa, both lacked i long background of
They hoth lacked parliamentary 1llusions..
‘than a generation's experience of
The Liarxist movement, also illegal to o
old by 31917,
and still existing

was lacking in China
ward, China was _ _
Just as Russia in 1917 could not pause to imitate a century or two of

The trouble
insofar ag
vorkers and
"gradvalism"

no Liebknichts,

The Hussian
trade union

This moverent in
national revolutdionary
Lenin and Trotsky grew from .
y Or at best only palely re-
still more backward,

Vigstern European developrent, so China could not pause in 1925 to re-.

“  capitulate the forty years of Russian Marxism, _
- of the pcssible into the domain
‘of the real, in the short period 1918 to 1925, o L

“ilditerally exploded out of the realn

China thus made a trendndous
even the Russian,

PRSIV

- " tounding than

any other country. And it paid
bring forth any native Marxists

still
that from

. for China, It had to pay
", with the Stalinist'incubus,

. The city proletariat in China never azszain reczined the Tevolution-
i925-27,
But the fact rerains that it wag

v, ary initiative and elan it showed in
s or denigrate 1ts role in 1946-49
4 net

e tionary Torce to ocust Chiang Kai-shel,
m 7o tert this faet however to maintain +
- revolution vas.proletarian,
L7 independent unconnected phenomenon,
"o.the proletarian revolution that
Cogimple extension. but a Compiex
s but a dialectical one,

:the reluctant
‘ship of a’

",

one .,

iorkers-cadre (3in turn the

: 1‘ ¥3 - .E ﬁ i f
LA Ahaddition to
ey state o he deformed,

vionld he

"t dts glass charzeter

T
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3" 8hip and misleadersnip§ wWas one
i ﬁs it not aise cdear that onr first
tlony taks aur

“~-the question of the nature

‘ of Staliniem,

. The Staliniex leadership made their
. They deceiveq their oun ranrks ag well as
@ ¢ivil war of 24 years duration, all
“Unly what ig Jawulul

leap, more foreshortened, more

primarily the uprisings of the cities vhich provided the
it is not necessary to dis- R
wat the general character of the - .
The so~calleq "peasant war' wag (
but very clearly an exltension of
hsd begun in 1925,
It was not a
The victorious worrers 4ia
peasants, but the peasants, Tighting
_ residue of g
"acame back to the towns to aid the once-defeated Workers,
the Stalinist character of the
But 1t Qictateq a2lso, with iron logic that -
proletarian, . o

G Buttis 1t net crystal clear that the
rdts fups and downs, its betrayals, 1its zig
basie revolution from 1929
auty is
place beside it, fight in 1ts rankg.,

Teraing «- that 158 we what

The Chinese Revolution

G Gua |

3ut it rade this i€ap under the 4me

pact of the Russian Revolution e Fore so; and more directly so than.
for its irpulsiveness

Terotely adble to analyze the Chinese
-l kackeround or lay. down with any independence =z
' more, by
that time on,
o er the Possibliity of any other workers party gafning the leadership, -

by falling to

strategic Karxist. lipe e
saddling jtself so. firmly EPIS
there wsas no long- .

This is not ip belittle-.

TeVOoite ; - -,

not an T
it was not a o
loglcal extension, s
not go to rouse L T
under the leader - e

deleated revolution) - - .

caused the
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leadership,
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constant civil war with a171 "

Z2ags; 1ts Stalindist leadep. . .

to 194972 s

to recognize the revoiu. T
and then take up

ete,? :

filp-flops ang thedir zig~pags,.
whe masses in general, But

the "eimmiciah disaprear, .
really grovs organically
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out of ‘the whole broad social sitvation -+ that 1s the only explanz-
~tion for people flehting so hercically hy the rillieons, and continu-
“ing to struggle through from the past to the futureyn-ingpite of and
agalnst Stalinism though 1t was, ' : L

. The inner forces of the Chiinese Revolution developed both with ’
“their own rhythm and with the rhythm or the worlg revolution jp such -
: a vay. @s to make this 4 nroletarian revelution., In a - senge, the

" struggles of the las+ decades in Coina vere very like the struggles

‘ of the Taipines a hundred years agoe The sane slogans were often_
"upon their lipse But even this aspeety the Peasant aspect, is' the
sames and yet not the sare.  "A man cannot step into the same river
twice," said Heraclitus.. Nor could the Chinese peasants fight the .

: same war today they did g century ago., Apg although a "peasant army

- may move through space, e.g, Trom Kidngsi to Yenan and under certain

' ‘conditions, remain the sape arcy -~ it could not, in China, move .

“through tirme, from the zge of the Taipings to the age of the.Russian

-~ Revolution without changing from a bourrceonis army inte 2 pProletarian

Y army.  The "Permanent Revolutioen® does not moan that the' revolutien

R T permanently the same w«. hut that 1t i5 constantly Ceveloning wa. - .

- tonstantly pushing towarg the rreletarian revolution,

L. ki The Stalinist leadership may cajl the revolution "bourgeoig, ! .
but this cannot change the sceial character of the forces they led, . .
. eny more than the Talyping religious slosars covld change the incipient -
.+ . bourgeois character of their revolution, The Stalinists succeeded IR
© " dn taking pomer where the Taipines failed, This was not “because ‘the’
I 'bourgeoisie after a hundred yezrs of evolution and devolution Tound -
L ST mere,progressive_Eeadershipg but because the vast s2a of peasant ST
w7 revelt joineq Torces with the broletarian revolution to establish the
”*',dictaﬁoﬁship of the proletaris+t and solve the bourgeois Tasks ce not -
'Z?f-in.”stages” as the Stalinists predicted; but side by side with the

S roletarian tagks as Trotskv foretolq,
. +

s The Reje of Moscowy

AT

Cates the line rorp every national . .

ve anything to-do with the Chinese:
Yorganizer of defeats, ! have anything to
Let us not terely regstert the eoUntermﬁ,

S The Moscow bureaucracy di
s Commund gt Party, Did Foscow
"iiiRevolution? Dig Stalin, th

| o

e
o do with the Chinese vietory?
T revolutionary character of loscow here, Jet us examine the factsy | ..o = -
e and see i the Tacts bear cut this'counterwrevolutionary character, SRR

7 The Foscow bureauvcracy aprarently benefitted from the Chinege * -
tRevolution, It speaks for China, even pleads for China 4in tne U o
Cw Xt leads  the whole anti~capitalist bloa inelnding Ching, t added =
2% China dn 1ts ovn spal: begrudging vay in the XKoresn Ware - It hag g -
ostrong materiad 1ink with Chinay, not only in the legal sense estabide .
dj“§§ed by the Lutual Assistance Pact, but in the actual eoncrete sense A
“xthat roags, mines, bridees, Camisy etc., are bulld in commen with L
U Soviet asslstance. A1l thig is so selfeevident that 1t woulg appaar.
'E.Ehat loscow ac?ually BRcouraged the vhincss Revoittiong alded 1t, ang
&1 some respect or cthiery even 1oq it. Actually +he 'oscow bureans
==Tacy did net play any azctive role in the smashing of the Chinese

state, But the ahove connections do exist, nonetheless, Thig 1s best
‘explained by Farcyfe formulations '

"



Vi HIn the diplomatic relations of Moscow and Pelping are not only
interlacked the sordid interssts of the two bureaucracies, but also
the inner needs for development of their resrective states. Ve must
e draw a sharp line betwsen the conflicting needs of Stalin and lao for .
"~ the perpetuation of their privileges, and the imperious demancs for
the mutual developrent of Chilna and the Soviet Unicn as geographica-
11y contiguous and soclally harmonicus state formations. The Ifric—.
tionsg and conflicts are 211 between Mo and Stalin,; not between China |
-and Russia." (Vol. XIII, No. %, Internal Bulletin, November 1950}, -
. &

“This is the fundamsninl explanation of thz connectlon., But it
.amust be understood that the bureaucracy, although a brake on produc-
tion, is not yet an absolnte brake, and is compelled to reflect <o
" some extent the social needs of the system it rests upon. The gues~ ;
oo .. tion heres 1ss could it refllect these needs so faithfully as actually T
7 to give the signal for revolution in China? The answer is no. But . -~
*..+ the fact remains that Stalinists .did tale power in China., A

. This leads some radlcals to bose the followldng questicns:

% . If the Chinese Stalirists are really Stalinists e T
oo If the Kremlin 15 3t111 the Fremlin ~- as we all tnderstood 1t 7

7. tuwenty years ago -- _ _ : R
- . How is 1t that the blind forces of even the greatest revelution B
could have overcome the false program of the Stalinist leadership we ..

~or the Chinese leadership have overcome the misleadership of the =

Kremlin? N RV
. - Pablo answered this question by saying that the world revolution *0 .
. .was-so "irreversible! {which it is in the histeriec sense) that a . . WL

- Harxist strategic leadership is ne longer necessary - that the .07 7 w7
7 Stalinists had become "non-Stalinists® because of the demands of the .o.
revolutlon ~- and later that the Kremlin was no leonger really the ol

i % e

- Kremlin,

..Each of .these points is false.

P T

S0 Atthis late date, nearly three vears afte
~#57 Hostow beginning with the Xorean Truce, ravidly
T out of the French General. Strike, the shoobing

oo man Uprising, the betrayal in Iran, the new 1 «Ilop in India, it
.-~ should hardly be necessary to refute this Pablolst concept, DBut 3 .

Fyioorder To clarify the purely theoretical side of the problem of Stalin~
ﬁ_gfm‘in_Chinaﬁ let us rapidly revicw our position on the Soviet bureaue-.-

- eracy e,; ’ . . - . .

=5

& new right turn of T
olloved by the selle - ..»
wn of the BEast Cere -1 -

o
[ )

i
O

S T e

.o The Soviet burcaucracy 1s unlike any other labor buresucracy 4p “ s
 that ii has all the responsibility and irresponsibility inherent in - ..
- state power unrestrained by internal democracy of any kind. But 1% dg ..
s very much likepany other laber bureaucracy in its elass character, itv?l
ugutlookg its tendency to self~warpotuation, its zlg-zags, etc It - e
1o Tveers betuween classes" =~ but 'Yhas under At the soil 6f§a‘éo§ie+
Ly regime .t (Class Kature of the Soviet State - Trotskv), The Aﬁ;r%cﬁnift
. dabor bureaucrats also oscillate to the left and right. They too
- -are-defenders of the status aquo, But having their roots ond raterial
T

£
‘%fﬁinteregts bound up with a working class ferce, the unlonsg, they are
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compelled at times, not only to support
them.- But 21thoven thne impliecit logic
expand into a general strike, the burea
* " .. earth to prevent this haprening, Yhy?
' .. Poses the question of revolution itselr
status quo ~- l.e.y, the end of rat sala
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" (At least thisz was Cniany s opinjom, obv1ouqlv -~ whatever 1llus ions'_
"the Stalinists might have had on the score,) The CCP, and no doubt
.the Red Army ituslf, refused. Put Moscow sald no_more, Future revel-
‘f*ions may reveal otherwise, But we alrea dy have the interesting

{ sount of Tito. Stalin told him sometirme before 1946 that Loscow
wés wrong and the Chinese were "right" about making a fight for power.

P Tnere are all kinds of speculations and reminiscences about .
 Mosconw's redl attitude after this real, final, civil war begen, Bub =
the objective facts and the foreces are more important than anything
“plse in understanding loscow's real role here. No one could ever . -

-acouse the Kremlin of having any theorys doctrines or aprieri con-
'i@p*sa It never proceeds from any other consideration than that s
U of its own peeds, its own bureaucratic interests. The fact that. . - 2.
" these. interests are interwoven to a great exient with the interests - | . =
..0f the workers state itself, is of coursey not the point with the bur-~ - . _
_eaucracye As & burPdUPTang it is azalinst the workers. IFrem its. B
ovn point of " view 1t is in power over the workers and co-incidentallys
tas 1t were, 1g compelled to defend tre Soviet Union «- in order to - -
- stay in power and keep 1is privileges. , ) R L

it Seme comrades; Pasing themselves on the trulsm that the buresu~ =
fTacy is a pere transmission belt for class influences —- from elther ".7 7 . -
ipajor ¢lass —- may conclude that the Fremlin gzve in to the powerful L T
. pressure of "the Chinese Communist Ef\ar":v.j vihiich in turn c$an5h*5wem the ..
enormous Yirresistinle! pressure of the Chirese m&cses e mselives, S
#But this iz equivalent to saying that the Xrerlin must give in to’ Lhe
‘patlonal CP's “whenever the revolutionary pressure is strong encuzh. S
~E d 1t also ?aisas the guestion: How is it that the Xrernlin d*d nobo -
cvgive in' to this Ypressure' in 1925-27, vhen the vorkers in China .0 ..
‘were pressing much harder? It raises the concept of a 'rew world - Sl
ﬁea“ity” that some Pabloites have - that nowadays revol ui¢0n has a EENEE AT
- gifferent wa} of cormunicating itgell to the bralng of men that it “',5“';»*3
“used to he we goneivding therefrom that it is theoretically possible ~ -
f@r %ne Staanists to lead the world revolution. But this is false@-.

**fﬁzlcr

-y

ai
]

-

*“ T ﬁi%fr L facts and forces vhich influenced the conssrvative
?remién were very. similar in quality to those which influenced 1t ino o
1955m27@ _But they were now operating in a dif¢orenu VaY . Ll

L‘r

.LC‘}T)

L 7 Ty b?ieflv . wwtb the customary risk of oversimplim- ﬂ,1: :
aiﬁaiiOT im T

'iG Ve
su sh ¢ apaule comments

R T

Ln ? 25 Moscow was afraid of a war with En P‘and if he revolution

QSL ce ﬂéeéo In 1946, the same counter-revolutionary Illoscow was afraid .
el a war with the United States i1f the revolution fa;lpq@ {(This doesg ) =

e ey

not mean trey were Teally for the revojutior's success.)

clution, o EQTVQ

Thﬁ Kremlin never actively encourazed the Chinase Reve
g To discourage

“bub dn the last stagzes it took no further decisive step

<it. And as events proved, the victory of the Chinese rasses ald lead . .
.ﬁEQt? minor war with the Unlted Statcs (with Foscow stlll sitting 1t e

S . - . .

The Kremiin'? '8 Nerld Power Prohlems

o How dld matters appear to the Kromlin in 10L6-hg? Yasccw‘s ncl*cy'
vowatd China had always been one of raking an ailiance arsi:



i
. agegressively anti-Russian Japan, Stalin was interested in a strong
-united Chinese state which would Yo irderendent enough lo resist the -
~drive of imperialism (which nirht eventually reasch the Soviet borders)
-~ & China under a leadership oblivated to him and friendly to him.
'Eiﬂt he did not wvant China so strong or so Independent as to invite =z

war with imperialism, A war which might easily involve the Soviet. . T
Union. . e , . : T T
" . The question of the interests of the Chinese rasses never enterd

“ed Hoscow's calculations at all. Nor did it in 1949, nor has it novl -

" But the actions of the massesy thelr decisive strength, were, of
course, loscow's strongest card, pltting their strength for so long
An almost any direction Hoscow willed acting as 1t did with the R
stolen authority of the Russian Revolution, T I

L

LAY

iz In 1945 at Potgcam, Stalin continued the old policy described
‘mbbve in reélation to Chiang.  And covnting on the stability and ine
Zependence of Chilang Xaji-shek's government, having no faith in the .
‘Chinese masgses or the Chinese CPs; he wooed Chizng, denigrated the . .7 .-
Chinese CP. Retrospective arp-chair stralegists of the bourgeoisie = .
now conclude that Stalin was puiling the wool over Chiang's eyes,

But that was not so. Stalin was Colng what every bureaucrat always -
Goes «- practicing the art of staying in power -- uttering up his s
most powerful ally or potential ally. If he couid rave kept Chiang .’ "«
on-his side as the strong leader of a strong indevendent bourgeois et
Chinay he would have cheerfully expelled the vholo Cninese CP to do
E0e . . : - : . )

ERE TN

3 But thisy as we know, was impessible. Chlang, as Trotsky hag
long befere predicted,; on the basis of Chinese and world conditionsy ..
became a mere stooge for American imperialism,  And the Chinese Lo
avolution grew so peowerful that to bet on Chiang was obviously to . 7 L7
t-on the wrong horse, At the same time, dJapan, tre former threat 7" -+
:0.the Soviet Union from the east, was now replaced bv the United L
States. The United States 1n fact was already using Japan as a mili- :

Lary base with the most reacticrary American general in full charge, = @5 0 o7

+

.

. The Cold Var was now worldewide, Instead of getting any thanks -
‘rom the imperialists fop selling out the ¥French =ng Italian revolum - o v
Aons - and thus virtually saving the vhole world capitalist system ey
= Stalin was bteing cursed for the backeyard, "bayensi® revolutions .. - .
Ni-Eastern Furope,. Imperialism regarded Steiin as g dotble~crogsser -+ o e v
or this.. Harxists understand that what happened to the economies of « . o
astern Europe was independont of the vreaucracy’s will, But to . . ‘o .. 0l
Z2 Imperdalists, that vould be beside the peint, even if they g1d o v = el
aderstond ite The imperialists hag assumed, hecause of Stalln's . L F
incere genuflections durinz the vary and becavse of the sell-outs in. -
rance and Italy, that not oniy tha bureaucracy, but the whole Soviet . -~ °
vstem would be in retreat, New they saw that the opposite was +he LI
852,  And they reacted so vioientlyy 1t appeared that they were SRR
zidy for a new war lomediately. It appreared that way to Stalin |
S0, -

wrect Aassistance, such

ey - - . .
S Ve T 9 S . X
B ‘U%li Street began to wour hundreds of milliens of dollarsg into y
Hangts army against the Shine se Red /Army -= giving all kinds of o .
© - . .
=

s Llying troops for him in American planes,



: w!'#'!f-é

. - . . ! ‘ _ S "", v ‘ ,
e ete. By the time af i9u6«¥9;‘it wad g thsrodghlyobVious.that‘Chiangfs
- vietery would poise hostils Asoricnn éPOOpS"Qn the eastern'borders.of‘

the Soviet Union - as they alrecady were pelsed on the vesty (Geré;
any, Austria,) . : ' ' : :

. To conservative Poscew, this vosed a terridle dilempa in power
politics. They could o Jonger support Chiang as a bulwark against
& blggbr eneny (Japan), He was now the Instrument of a blgger. enemy
st111 (The U,S,), “on the other hand, a succeessful revolution {in

. China might bring on the sars world war they wers trying to prevent,
ioscov's foreign policy was thug paralyzed trecisely because of itg

_ ‘_'COnservatiVe;'nationalistic, counterurevolutionary characterg arg
e it could not aet in a counternrevolutionary vay e L

A Lo Just as the Chinese CP pever intended to take-

'}'”Q'?nameg but alvays to share it with the demeeratic bourgeoisie, so .

SRR Moscow never guite faced up to the worig consequences of a rossible

.ﬁﬁ;f:.reVOlutionary victory in China, But the fact tha

= cable to live vith it, proveg that the Victory in China
.+ 4ncompatible with the further existence of the bur
rPragmatic lMoscow, that 4g the proof of the puddin

alones is not

s

Car e

P

power In its own .

caucracy. And for -

at Moscow hag bean. .’ o

ge .
~T . Has the Kremlin Chanped? - ' . T R
BT L U But 4 Moscow can even permit a revolution +a sucesed, by vhate . -

=L ever series of accldents or conjuncturesg isntt this a,matteTJOf,_.,jk
¢ Bsaying that 4+ is no 1onger‘countermrevolutionaryg but OBjectivelyi:”"
w Propgressive 9 Nog 1t 1g not, - Loy lrrl

= 0 The Noseow leadership led the cefense of the Soviet Union in o

- AGRILLE, 4 thelr own horripie waye They play

B ‘ed an infiniﬁely nore
r”lfaetive,rcle i this than ip the essentially pa

- acqulescence they Tollowed in the casge of Chinza,
ZWas In a.united Tront with Foseow in 1943145,
. Feason. say- that the bureaucracy had ceased to b
S8TY¥svor that their policles, 1% lefr+t uncheck
"Wreck. the Soviet Union, :

Viorld Trotskyism

We did not for that ¢
¢ counter-revolution.
ed; would not Finally

- Bureaveratic Noseow 3134 lead the Drogressive war of 1ghilLy -

they will leaq the beginning of the next one, 4ir

Tthrown first, The sooner they are overthrown by +the werkersy the s
shorter wily be the coming terrible'conflictg But unt4g they are

. Sverthrown, they wiil centinue to play out their éugiﬁggleg Due o

'ithe.”shrinking” character of tha world. the explosive charaseter of

yﬁms?ifam‘igperialisgg and the entrappsdg isolatea characisy of the

~Boviet state (objeetiVGly puching sti11 harder tg expand) iIn spite-

“of-the regent additions to the worker state bloc - this duzlism-of

. the bureaucracy has to sope extent, bacn transTerred to the worila .

v BTena,. h ) . T

vE e
[

L This 4 negatively proved by the poverfua Sveen of the recent
¢ "rieht torn .. covnter-revolutien in Iran; the French Cenerai Strike
ol 53, Cp Policy in Indla, eleaction rolicy in A rlea, ete, I7 |
..f@cun@ermTQVGlutionary ¥oscow coulq periorce give o I
- LTratic dmpulgen to thoe colonin? revolution (aftap st
0 OVeT two decades) 4 €ould, with ity renawed prostip
tively strangls ¢ again in othey quarters, 3 :

Y

s EVen more effoo.

-~

gsive lina of begrudgingJ i

o

CAnd 7
they are net OVEIw
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As these lines are helne writien, the fapous Tuentfeth Congress

' .

has just teen cownletcd in Noscovi. And ore new revelation follows
+  fast on another's heels Stalin, who murderad all his former come-
e races; has now himselfl bg?n killed —- posthunously by hls fellow-
% bureauerats, This action is vound to be acccmyanied by an unieashing
' of rnew forces, rew guesitionings, ncw rol¢t10371za ion, perhaps accom-
panied by new panicky bureauvcratic repressiocns. At the. moment_there
seens to be a gennral loocsening oi the bureaucratic vise inside the
Soviet Union, But 1t is accorn .aniod by a still dh Tper; r;still

furtherg right _turn on the world arcna, ;i._

: Mcscow 15 deternincd to ”011 back the wheel of colonial revolu~ -

- 4%ion, not merely as a matter of counter-revolutionary principle, not -

~ . omerely in its character of being dyed-in-the-uool Stalinists, but

~ -7 beecause it is tevribie frlgntepod by the possibllity of war, The . -~ "~
oomilitary may not be frichtered in a military sense,; but the political 7
“. leadership 1s frightened 1n a politilcal censz, They do not euPeciallyJ'jﬁ

_see their own doom in.world revolutions but in world war. Therefore,y

v they oppose even the gmallest revolution teday,; for fear it will
f}?bring on the war., . . = L

o

y The” Gpen revision of Lenin on the character of the coming SOLialw,;,
Jf.ign revolution “in a number of couniries" is first and foremost a .. -
gratutious gesture to imrerialism., But 1t is not an empiv zestures -
It 1s not merely a resssertion of what Moscow is already deing. *ora
*is to come. Stalinism revised and reversed lenin long agos Bub- _
this 45 an extra present to capitalism, a rnwrhostege given to the_T;ﬁ
. ¢lass enemy, somewhat llke the dissoluticn of the Comintern in 193 o
a-guaraniee of goo& behaviovr, _ ' R S U
SPe i : . AR
2 o The end of the ”ieﬂaer cult? == only one aspect of verld Stal*nwf
" i%n -- Ccan.in no way by itself usher in 2 more revolutionary line for. -
_?gmorid Stalinism. (It can of course open the doors for the revolhtionﬁ»'
4 ary workers to break free of Stalinism), On the contrary, the bureau~
~eratic softening in resvonse to the pressvre of the workers at home.

- {this is very temporary) 1s accorpanied by a softening in resronse to -
the pressure of imperialism ahﬁc“d "Socialism in one country” is - .
now transformed,; ag Deutscher puts ity Into "socialism in one zone M _
Tre Soviet'peaceéérive is the cérive to paintain the gtatus quo, The 0 -
Mimpossibliity of atomic war' 1s only another way of stating The, .-
F’impossibility” of further revolutlons in Moscow's politics,

The turnine off 5t a?¢n into a super-scavegeat; as they once ﬁid
to Tfotsky is one thing. But all that goes with the co-existence .- ™
s line is quite anotvher, Vh@n the two-faced bureaucracy vas ctuwlly:fﬂﬂ“‘*
odeading an arpmed strugg cgainst imperialilsm, no ratter how treacher-
“ously (Korea, etc. )N iu was ceupallad to chow its Yleflt" face, Having
nrnow temporarily patched up all these 1ittle "differences™ with imrer-
2icodalism, and regarding then scemewhat as frade union bureatcerats repard

. oowstrikes -~ as unfor*unate excertions o the elass collaborastionist

. rule ~- and having determined to sce to it thet no more such except
‘.dons break out, the burcauvcrsey will show its "right" face more

¢ “shemelessly than ever,

3

,.J

Eoscow has not changed. But the world has. And Yescow it now
Tmore dangerous thon ever to the vorld verking ¢lass because it now
u%g 2 wider arena than ever., On the other handy great new evenbts must

[
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il

surely exposc 3t before th: massog -- although those events:must
nececsarlly be mors exnleocives than anything Lt has gonn pafore, in

order to breai dovn the rfulse rovolublionary prastigs of Hoscol, :
" .. . The bureaucratic caste, like the capltalist class, is approach-
ing its finish., ut like the capltallst class, it is not aware of
.4ty or sees it only in the form of an impossiole nightmare. Having et
ono falth in the Interrational revoluticn, it has nevertheless reneved
¢ dts faith in its own consarvative functions -- in its burcaucratic '
~ Mmission," by virtus of the increased poter 1t has now acqguired. o . o s
by mzans of the dnternational revolubion ! . : - S

. -

. . internallyv in

i~ the Sovlet Union, since the primitivencss which first nouristied it

" has all but dlsappeared, so 1t becomes a more uncearable obstacle

-+ dnternationally, even within "“ite own" group of woriers stabtes «— to

.o..say nothing of its strategic leadership of this bloc in the war TR
c.ageinst capitalism. : ST : : R e,

Just as .the bureaucracy bacomes more of an anomaly i

SR BT of ths “abstract! reasons why the workers should "dispenge ¥ .
"with the bureaucracy, threaten constantly at seme yet-to-be-determined -
s oveint, Lo bacome concrete, The bursaucracy, therefore; does not have
%o read Trotsky. in order fto fear the revolution «- however much they
. -may warm thelr hands at its dancgerous Tire, Pragmatic and empirical
%o the core, living for the present, engaged cnir in keeping them~ .
 selves on tcp, they oscillate to laf% and right == now siizhitly o
si-encouraging, now cold-bloodedly vatraying the workers! and colonial - ...
€ struggles of the world, S : ' ' Ll

1 The {Chincse) Stalinist Partv

.0 IF Huscow has not changed its basic charalter, then it is
Cregually true that Stalinism has rot changed 1ts character gither, nor
:<“have the Stalinists. The Stalinists are not Ly sore process of °
“political osmosis, gradually becoring Trotskylsts., Those of them who L
.- do becors Troiskyists, and thers will ba many, will do so only witha . ..°
s sharp wrench fronm Stalinism, precisely because of the Tole of the -~ o ¥
Kremlin. , S ) B

P The Stalinists arve still Stalinists. It is very clear, for ey

anple, from the character of the Chinese vact with India -~ not only. .
<ifrom.-its diplomatic form -« but from its political sssenea that they - -
Crare btrue-blus Stalinists. (They have actually £rossly betrayed thediy .
“rIndian comradas who looked to them for material 2ild we in return for - o
~.the dnternational diplomatic servlces of the murderar of Indian com=". ., 7

Cmunists,  Nehru.) ‘ - L
eV Some theorists wio take a weoodenly materialist view of things, T

~and combine this with a Tormalistic parallel with the Russian axperi- :
.- Bhte, may say: "Tha Chinese 2%41inists Vere non-3iallnist baforae S
“taking power, but now, hoving pover in a baclkward countrv,y they Lo

'{“gvelop along bureauncratic ang naclonalistic linecs. Thus the simllarp
. eeonomlc soll produces a similay pelltical plant, ete,t ~

-

This 15 an attractive and easy vay ol piving Yeredit! to the

lezdership of the Chlnese Revolulion, who afteor all ver'e on the vhole

o very heroic and did lead tha rovolution dIn the physical sense and dld
. taks the power. Jn one sense -- dn tho "econmon" senso ee 1t is an



peurdity to say that a counter-revolutionary leadership could lead a.
evolution., (Mo matter how many timas thnedr true counter-revolution-
Ty nature was proved in praviond Batrayalc,) Ve mlght expialn 1t
32 by saying they ware 2tAalinists with a lapse of momory, or a tem-
ory lack of connection with H0SCOV, ste, Or show how the wireless
‘1l down batveen Moscov and Yoenan, how a0 W7as not as close to lios-
wov s "real' line-as i Li San was, 2LC.y cte. Dub this would be a
ight-minded and non-liarxist way of viewing such a great guestione

* . When could the Chinese gtalinists have becone anti-3talinlsts?
igny writers have dug up the differencss Mao was supposad to have with, L
sealin in the early Thirtles. To the extent the differences ielre T

real, Mao had the patter sids of the arpgument,. And he proved he conld
e a leader in his own right. But by 1937 ¥no and the whole leader= = 7

2hip must have long OVETLOLE whatever antl-ioscov orientation they

wiend have had. In 1937 they made the historile deal with Chiang Kal= .
_nek at Sian. This deal was dictated noint by point,; on the Stalinist
ia, in MOSCOW. The princlpal negohiator for the Red Army was none

ier than Chou En Lal, the present powerrul foreign minister. of

sna. The deal was consunrated to the letler by the Stalinist lead~
«r5. Tith thelr gread vrestige, tnsy actunlly stopped the civil ware.
only the intransigencs of Cnizng and the Chinese cepltalist

it was
class that reonened the eivil war Auring toae S8ino=-Japanese Wale .
Then -did the Chinese Stalinists become non-Stalinlsts between LR
the years of 1937-46% Eut they allowed themselves to be murdered by o L.
Mazo'ts R

Chiang in the interests of the united fron® agalnst Japan. s
biographers, poth Stalinist and tourgeois, tell colemniy how Maofs .
G soson was killed in one of Chiang'!s troops’ violations of the agree-
ment to end the civil war. As if this showed pow principled Mao Was.
Tt did ~indeed show how strongly he adhered to Stalinish prinCipleSar1f1*”“

LS FortheTmore fhe Stalinists lost the sllegiance of many elements. ...
among the peasants, and Lo somz extent lost prestize in thelr own St
prmy as a result of the turn. mnig should have caused any leadership, . ..
vovplutionary or net, to bepin questioning thelr own policy. Phis- . L
"wasg not donse’ Certainly not by the LODS. On the contrary. There SRl
wera re-sducation campalgns, recrientation towards hourgeols GBRMOCTACY 4 = ¥
ste, At no.time during ths whole anti-Javnanece war did the Stalinist - .
leadsershio once revive the slogan of expropriation of the landlords,

When the whole logic of the cituation was in this dlrectlon, znd the
“peasants. themselves, with perhaps tns lowsl echelons of the Stalin~
ists, were actually carrying ouc exprovriations. Nor have the .o o
‘8talinists so far ever publicly gqusstioned this top policy in rebT o=~ 0

7'»-_Spec:t o

.
o

v the’

o with the new crisis in world Stalinism brournt sbout alts o .
“revelations of ithe Teentieth Congress, it is possible that the Chinese .
talinists will make still mors consational revesatlons concerning the . ¢
. Tole of Stalin. 1T is possible that they will orove conclusively that L
o strugelas

“they had to Tight Stn1im from beginning to end in thz Chinese
But would such revelations prove that tre Mao-ists™ are nobt Stalin- ..o
L bs? 0f course neoL. Thoy would prove the ovpositz. Because they,
T1ke Khrushchev, would only say thesa thincs alier the tima for thelr .-
seving them as revolubionary opoositlonists had vassed. Thay would
only say them in ordsr Lo support the now status quo in the new waY.
. : &
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‘But_ -~ Tha' Sts alinlst Pariies Are Workers Parties

AT volkinv class parties in the same

The Stalinizt partizs :
s arties are,; and tne Shachtmanites

«™3eneral sense that the °3ﬂic7i t
~the Cochranltes, ete. From a scientific point of view, *ntarnally
and within our wovement, ve brand nll these Aifferent workars parties

" as petty-bourgeoils monstrositiaes in differens stages of degeneration
or adaptation. Eut they all regard themselves, and are regarded by
_the class enemy, as partles of the working elass, They speak in the
‘nare of the working class and regard the WOiPin” class as the pro- '
gressive forc# in moder“ scclety. .

-y

Uy

+y

[}

-

7-
w2

<

(N . L
ve ean mean 1T we say that the Chinese
(1} That it is a peasant paﬂty,

of tha p2aasants as peasants,

There are only two thin
CP is not a working class partyv,
- representing the class interests

. {2) That it is the instrument of the loscoy hureaucracy not only in 7
- the derivative sense, but in the orranic and hi storlical szonse i@ea :
4 £ 3 %7 ‘

rppresentlng a new class,

~ FTom,enerfthinG that has cone befora, 1t should be plrin that
the annssa Stalinists were not a peasant rarty in the real class.
“.sense of the word, And 1% is only too obvious fOu&VF with suchi-a
tremﬁndouu pe Tcentaﬂﬂ of peasant holdings being col leetivized, that
they are not such a party, '

posad thusl?' Lra the S*alini$t‘

= ihq reai liV1ﬂ5 guestion is
partips still workers parties, as we understoosd thsm to be in thg -
-mhf“ﬁie and Forties, or are they the orga*‘c e oreseicn of the
gaﬂoaco bufedhL“aC s the party of a new clasg? -
This way of posing the quastion leads us bac% once mere to +hb-~'
ciaﬁﬂ e% racter and historical viability of the Moscow bureaucracy -
itselfl, All Harxism teaches us that this bureaucracy is not Ya -

~viable chlld of history," that it is in coqtradlccion to the 500131

“&ystem un0u wnich it Lebdag

difference betiieen a workers . .-

*7’v There is of course an infin

. ite
party and an effectiva workers party, that is; ths workers party. Wa o
‘have already learnad from Trots ¥y that a workers Sb?u, can bz g hig~ -

1.

atsriCQT and sociologleal fzet without necessar LY being run by ths .
worka%as or LUubCTDUqu Lfor the worh@rsa A workars uqrtv 1s-very
aifiﬂf@ﬁb from a workers state. It 1s the subjectlve jn"*ﬁUHEnu for-,

~Lreating such a state. It provides loade;shinﬁ DID elc, Bnt iLS“tf9?¥'

(¥

mvr\m

(2 Czlig

1eaderﬁhip can be bad, its prozram can be wrong, wholly inadeguat
., for creating such a state, leading the revolution. 4ind yet 1t ca
ﬂtill bm a hcsker barty. ' o

. .
)
et el

not only Ya selzetion of peovie -

-
',..‘"—
PR

. On %ha uther h andy a part s

aceording to a program" (Trotsky), it. 1s also the 1L3uersnkh the ,

aﬂparafus wnlch the ranls of the pa“ty sunnort and are def to by o
JeXxperfence In common sirucglo, (This, _inctcbntally i% tbe main cone e

crete block 1n the way of the throry of the ’rﬁfwrmthen“ of the 4
L tse) : ; :

Agalq gnd again thronghout the Trirties, Trﬂtnﬁf sp=2aks of th

ﬁﬂnguet of the ”wOI{QJS vroanizations " the workers parties, eic,

This did not pug any Trotshyist stamp of approval on thase perties,

On the contrary. 1In 1 1939 Trotshy sald cateporicsll Ve "There are two



o - . * ;hg“ ’ . .
e o SR o L e
completely counter-revoluticnary workers internationals." (In Pefense
of Marxism.) Bub since the workers are a revolutionary class, rather
~than a counter~revolutionary oney this 15 of course a contradiction,
~The progran, leadership, and loscow conncctlions of the Stalinists are
counter-revolntiocnary. put th2 workers join them on the basls of
.soclalist aspire tionsc : - , .

If soue comrades wlsh to say that in China alone the CP Is not a -
- workers party bul a peasant party, then they wjli have to add that the
s peasant party led the revolution vhnrﬁ a workers party could note
This would b a revisionlst conclusion. But of course i1f it corres-
'pcnded to lifae, 1f 1ife idtsell revised our theory, there . would be very
little. we could &o aboutv 1t. Thﬂ point is tnat it does not correspond
to 1ifes

N ‘We have always said that & Stﬂlln? L party was firsf loyal to tpe'fj
”“.Kremllna The Chinese Stalinlsts pasrced this "tes te" as we have tried 7.
'to show.  The fact that they now have a hig burgaucracy of thelir ovin,
~that they now are indFDﬁnd“ﬂulf inTluencad by sowe of the sawe cone

- ditions that made the Stalinist burcaucra ey in Hussia what it vas, |
" the fact that they no longer transmii the [oscow bureaucratic influe _
‘;eqce indirectly, buc begin to partake of the original sin itself, even
‘these iIndisputable facts do not make them entirely new and oro 1glna1 ]
newly-created Sbalinistab They are still deovzndent upon the Krem11n9
;bat in a2 different wav. They are now depandent both from ths view-
. point of defense . and that of construction. Tiis Immerse dependency -y
would have no political cons egquancas were the Mccﬂoi leadersnlp - alom
zenulne revolutionaries, or even Deﬁnaﬁ:$ 4f just the Chiness leadér= -~
;rrﬁhip wWeTe genuine reavolutionariles But this 1s not the case. And
the requltlnﬁ interiinking of bLurs aucratic policy Xs too crystal
clﬂar to requi“e comnent e L

P

g;y— T Tt 48 interesting that every bourgeols nﬂvsﬁaberg incluiing tl R
hgﬁai}y'c@v“iou5 Nﬂf York ”imms,¢ooLed urnon the thlﬂ Chinesz revo?ww'f_f«l
- tion as a plot of Moscow, and a2t First u»on the new Chinese state as | :
-8 satellite of &oscows Thile they saw all this tnrough vulgar antl= .
,uistalinist eyes, they neverthalass saw on2 side of the actuai reallty
s.namely, that the Chinese revelution was nobt "agrarian' in ths sense. of;
heiﬂg ilberal-caplitalist. Thav szw that 1t was something intimately
sconnected with the Russian Ravolution. And they saw this imrodiately 0
Upen the. Chfnase Red Army's victory. Tz u~§'+hnv' haracterized China -
as a;satellite" of ﬁoscow vwhereas Marcy; employing the Marxist -
me%hod? stat@d that "The gi;g;gfﬁ betwaon the Soviet Unicn and the - .-
~ Chinese Republic is an alllance batween soclal classes having identie--
‘efﬁai soedal ainms. o » The rapprochamant between Peiping and lloscow,

P ] ﬁ:"r :

Ii_aemonsbrgtos that the laws of history are stronger than the bureat=_ . “: s
.;;crdfﬂc apwaratu7p (Internal Bulletin, Noverber 1950; p. 6.) S el ST

" “The b@ﬁ?ge@isiﬂfs crite FiD“% of course, was not the theory of
thh,pavmanen» revelution or the class theory of the stata, bub the.
fact that they identifled tha "Stalinist® state of the Soviet Unilon- = e
Lo Ath the "Stalinist state of China, And with this false methed they =
CPpredicted™ that the. now Q%zt would proceed to natlonalizs and. col-
“lactivize. ete. e -

7 Trobehy was able to predict t}at.StaIin would collsct ijzm when
:8telin did not know it himself. Trotshy predicied this on the basis
of t%@ nature 07 the oitnta and +has 1ediardcnaliin A 4l Al esocoe o Ae A



]

fw‘ Vhy were the bcurgeo*;ie also correct with a wrong method?
1rste

“wias wrong not only because 1% turned reallty upsilde downy but also

'Ehey Ynew their class had sustained n decisive deieat. OSecond, be- o
eause where Trotsky woulda have seen the close parallel between two AR

e P jow . o S

predictlion, using the zans nethed, in

he would have made the 0 ‘
zlintets after they tool power in 1949.

o
-respect to the Chinzsce &

P

irsvg bacause they had I ~hand information. They knew the Tacts.

oblective situations, the bourgeolsiz saw tho parallel between'two - .
‘subjective, distorted railach 'onﬁ of tha situations, Thelr method - S
“hecause thﬂy identifted the Pekins bureaucracy wlth the loscow bureau»
~gracy -- as theough lLioscow had f]unﬂ a part of 1itself to Peklng to

- build a soclal uystem around itself. They fallad to see,- pgrtlcularly
~at the time, that the Chinese Stalinlst party, although cowmpletely

.. 8talinist, had finally, after its appalling zig zags, been catapulted f“!;ﬁé

:}tﬁ power by a great independant resvolution. Nonstheless, ths .
'nbourgaoi 12 also recognize in thelr own way that the Stalinlst parties.

'/ me bourgeois method, except timbt wherse tha bourgeoisie said "commune ..

t'thﬂ armed st gwle for pover vas OVET o )

" are vorkers partiles, and they saw the basically working class nature.

 of the Chinese revolution, soonzr than the Qtﬁllnlﬂt leacers them—. f,;J
2 selves saw it The vourgecisia took it fTor grantad that thers wviould . o
" be nationalizations, coiloctivizaL,1‘,n,,1 ete,, when the Chinese Stalin-

ists were still trying to ccnvince the cavitalis ~=and themselves «-
that ths iHenshevik theory of "stages" would prevaiLe {And this after. -~ -

 One’ mlght also add *hat the Shachtmainites too pfeﬁicted the ;
‘nationaiizations in China. What was their method? Very similar to

“..8t" the Shachtmanites said "bureaucratic collectivist." Of courses. ' ,

%o be consistent, the Shachtmnnites would have to add that not only 0 i
~the- Stalinists were “bu aucrzdlc cUllnc'i\istg” vut the revolution ... . 771
itself had an objectlve drive toward burcancratic . collectivism. To -

- the extent that ths JhaCHumdnith do add this, they in their own way'_glﬂf;;

'Lmay understand that the Chinssz CP only reflechs thm soclal process - %

ey

'i

,(unxggi with Chiang Kale-shek, iwp.g with the bourgecisie in 10£9w2? wej}f{.,
~ecan say they were a workers pariy, then certainly whnen they Tought dn- . .7
;1& civil war.aﬁainﬁt him, we can alsa say they vera a workers party. P

and aoﬁs not initiate it.

L7

The Stalinist party of China «=- before the revolution = 1lke = 7.7 ¢
mast other Stalinist parties, and unllike the present Russian partys. - .-
was not-a governwent party but a party of ppupsition. What kind of .~ & .

‘apao;itionQ Bureaucratic opposition as such? Or basically a c¢lass
oﬁpesition with a Stalinist bureancratizad leaderzhip? A& working
“elass opposition to the feudal-capitalist state., If, whan they

Y ihe Sn Lindat *a ties have pretiy conslstantly dt¥vz ted thd_“ﬂi*wV“g-u
i mosf radical sebtSlons of the population in most countries. Their =7 L1 s
“betrayals have been demcralizinz. Bub so far thess betrayals have -« . 00 o
“not bzen generally recesnized or undersiond -- outside of our ovn 0 e

ranks. This is beeause of thalr coanzction with tha Moscow bureau= - : - &

:&“?acy which dtself has also not besn understood outside of our ranks.

" But how can any connection with the Xremlin havs anything to do
fyith a party being a vorkers party? If both the bourgeoisie and {haz
Shac%uuajiuoa made the corrzet ceoncelnsion by virtus of thaip “o"pﬂcﬁ

" tive thoories; perhaps we should conclwiz that the connnction with the
~eounter mrevaludwonary Kremdin doas milie tho CCPs workers parties?



; T
S
.

- Such a‘'revolting conclusion shocks our revoluvicnary Instinct as wiell
a8 our good sense. -But we bave to look very closely ab the Chilnese:
_i™alinist or any other natlional Stalinist relationshtip to the Kremlin.
. It was not the Chinsgse Stalinist lovalty to the Moscow bureau- ~
“eracy that made them a workers party. DBut 1t was thedr loyalty to

the Russian Hpvolutjow anch bhey falsely idnngiried with the Moscow
bureaucracy, . _ . :

o In this contradilcetion, 1t is pos siblﬂ to see how the boufgeoisie

.gnd the Shachtmanites, each following out the false identification,

but from an alien class polnt of view, were quickly.able Lo see what - -
happened in Chinay; in spitzs of the false labels they used. It is also
possible to see why the Chinese Stalinlsts regarded themselves, and .+
were In facty on a world basis, and a national bas iqg a workers party. '

-

Thep Whv fre the Stalinist Partles Unable to.gggm the Vorld RevolEEiqg?‘ff{"*

-+ It 1s just.the very fact that the Stalinist parties 1dentify the .
¥oscow bureaucracy with the Russian Revolution, which prevents these
partles from being able to lead the world revolution. It 1s-just the
very fact that they identify Loscow with the Russian Revolution which
glves IHoscow dte enormous power to yravent and destrov revolutions., T
it 15 this ddentification of the revolution with ite bureaucravic e
~incubus that prevents the organization of the mascas generally, for™ - .-
"the. assault for po“ar throughout the world., It is this 1deﬁblrlcatﬁoq o
wrieh 1s the ideological stumbling block, just as the bureaucracy s LT
4 .elf is the material stumbling blocly; wilthin the world workilng class, -

on the road to.ﬂa?lﬁ povieT . - . L

LIt is the fact that Moscow which controls these parties does not -
want the world revoiution, wants tc avoid it at all costsy 1t 1g thls
fact that determines the Staliniss inabllity to lead the world revolu— '
tion, It dis the fact that lioscow has material interssts that are in - _
sharp conflict with the revolution, and even with the successful de- - - ;
nse of the USSR in the comlng war -~ 1t 1s this fact which dictates =
2% Moscow will spend all its stolen revelutionary capital and come
pletely wreck the world Stalinist rmovement before it will consent to -
the TGVOIUuiOﬁ&T} overthrow of its own Interests. bMoscow, 1ike the
bourgzcisle, 1ldentifies the coming war with revolution and mortally .- - e
fears the eonsaquence@ : | o [

i

2

ont tha Staliniét'pa?tieg_bf éhéifﬁ

© 7 Hoscow bas the same basic effact PR S
worid that It alvays had.  But this is now exprassed in a more contras .
dictory, mwore complex way than in the past, Thie is the only "now ; -
vorld reality" there Zs as far as Stalinism is concernad, Tho idea ' o

that Stalinism;c%n lead the world revolution is only The stratepgic . ..
counterpar®t of the lifeless, wooden, "materialiszm" masauerading as S R
Hzrxdsm, which Jjustifies the dagoneration of the Soviet Union by thg o

same oblective condiLions by which Trotsky only exvlaing 1t,

iz  Semi- 5*A1 iete and the Cingerbrand Toy
. ¥hile the Stelinists thnrvﬁ?vos ave tha groat obstecle to the
werld revolution vithiln the wvoriking class movemant , the nzo Stalinists
and semi- StaliniStS? Taughadls enough in a historical sensoc, are
uageY ous in the field of theory The seml-Stalinists, beling nore
s have coneludnd

ﬁﬁULelicdl and legi ral than thb utaTiﬂLdb thomsrlvns
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» that if the Stalinisis could ta¥e cﬁwn? «w by whatever clrcumstances -
in China, Yugoslavla,; esc,, then they can also take pover 1n the United
_‘éw"teﬂe : o
ThiS're'alls the story of ths Gingerbread Boy, "I ran away fronm
the little old man. T ran awvay frowm the 1ittis 01d woman. I ran .
away from tQQ dogs I ran away from the cat. And I shall run away
from you.' An admirable plece of reﬂvoninﬂo hDWFVLT, the fox, to
vhiom the Glngerbread EBoy ehpoundnd thls impecuable jogicy procaecﬂd o L
?at him ups , : Ll o

o Tnﬂ Pab G*tes e gnd not only the Pabloltes -= believe tbat thg_g
coﬂiﬁﬁ of war will forcs kioscow into a Sthoroughly and consistently

revolutionpry position even though 1t be agzalnst 1ts will. This =~ SR
thssis has a certaln abstract attractivensss. But 1ife has alrgady .+ . .-
cgdisproved ite As the present author wrote in 1954 s

»

. BPhe Stalinists cowld not hold bac % the revolutlionary tide in ﬁé R
China., Bub they have proved again and again and since Chinag that .. o
~they are more than adequate in other places to turn victory into e
defeat. . Pablo has falled to notice that ~- given the characher of the ’
Stallinists and the desperation of the nrﬁmlin we the imninunCQ i the -
wary class war though it is, also acts as a brake unon the ﬁVQTuuloﬁg
Phus each succeeding "repetition” of China (ir thers are to po any at

&11) will not- lncrease thm OOHtPQCiCEiDQQ of the idanloprv of utaliq1smﬂqfff§;
aa Bublo tneorlzess but on the contrary will cornfront the various - B
ienal Stalinist leaderships, each time ths ausstion of powdr is L T

Iu¢;ed§ wilth tabks whilch beco”n nore and nore lmpossible without - . . -

braaking with Stallnism -~ nos oblicuelv or by im;¢1caglau& 1b openly
and conaciouSEy bieahﬂdﬁ with t“ﬂ'n*ﬁﬂlﬂn (whose material assistance T
ds fully as dmportant to them as Lhe bourgeoisie say it 1s.). This ds° 1 7
not pessible without idecleogleal bhaitles in the coursse of explalning -~ o 7

the role of tha Kremlin, even while thz Kremlin is helping a given - “h:i .
struggle; without splits, and the formatlion of Trotskyist partiese To . P
any scrioas revaTutlonary tnis rsans there must be a fighting organi-- =~ 7t

zation of Treotskyism (the indspondent partv.). « . It 1s mere specula- ..
tion w.,ther the experience of China can somevheTs, sometime be Iree
reated.® The renl GUSSt70ﬂ n izt ean 1t solve the Wnr1d d _vroblem? TIs

Lhe Chinﬂﬁﬂ matnnd suf T1c|onu’ior TnAe sSug 1o world Tevoliie. *~~f:flﬂ-
tion?o Soxe Lessons oi the Cninese Hevoliution, T Fourth internati cnaﬁg“;f‘ nE

O s

Sumaar 1954, )

Thm greau majc?i+y of the Stalinist party members all bver uho i,n_,[;;;f
V??lﬁ yearn for SD”iﬁlxgm and will mosg rrobably fight in the coming = =
struggle for the socialist outcome. That means that the Stalinists  17h wes
are s{11l a gres p recrultlng ground for us when the conditlons are _ '-SV'-~;5
ripe. 'Bubt it dols not follow that our task is to atuﬂﬂﬁu to Yeapture,' R
or Ysteer'" the Ponﬂunis PYarty to power, OQur task is to smash the - R
Communlst Party as a pertv to maks way for owr own genuinz communist
pdfty There 1s no way out of this e- <capt by the political revolution -
I %he USSR, which would of courss destroy world Stalinism as a poli-~
Vezal foree, and TSD?iEnb the CPis, '

T%O ﬂeﬁ;mea};ni%t s the dooressiondsts of all huss, sav in one . .
way or another: Tha Stalinlsts lod the Jtru”glm Tor ﬁorev in China, R
Therefors they can do 1t in Amerieca. Becausa Chinagy zyou see,; is a B
part of the vorld and we are vnrtd strataglsts, not Amcrican exception~

*1:v3q etcy This is ultery fantastic nonsense, From the polnt of R



‘view of re%oiutionﬁ'y strategy 1% wouldn't be worth two pins of cone
slderation. Exceunt Tovr nne thins, That many comrades in our oun
movempat, ltnouLn they onpoas Lhis view, thoy oprosa it formally anufﬂf

ualiutﬁcallyg Moreover, thna very fact that sowe of them feel that

,tne point of view of tho »resent author in some way, somehow, might

"land to this wishy washy seml-3talinist approach to the class
-Etruggle -« this very faé¢t should b2 a warning to uws all. It is a-
product of isolation, of being amart from the ztruggle, of viewing
.theory apart from practise. : e

‘ Just as even the Stalinists most devoted to the Soviet Union are S

in one way reljecting the Russian Revolution, by thelr identification S

cof the XKr=amlin with that revelutlony so the semi-5Stalinists who L s
tdentify Stalinism with the Chinase revolution are 1n a very real ' R
sense rejescting that revolution also, Even if this is done in the ;
most "innocent™ way, it will in the long run spell the doom of the L
tendency which does 1t. Tven he who thinks that the blind forces of ©
history made China what 1t is today and abstracts this concent from
the consciously-lad Russian Resvolution that vwent belore it, and the
gonscionsly=lad Ameriean revolution that will come.after 1t$ and an
sure its victory - even he who Yinnocently! does tnis will disar -
himzelf for the leadershiv of the coning great str u”gle Tha Annoww*
cent half=Stalinist of todav is 1ike his counterpart of the Thirties oL
TdG.Sald?,“VpVbﬂ the 01d Bolsheviks were a 1itile bit guilty," He - . - .
‘thinks -~ "Maybe a 1lttlg DIt of Stalinism is noce ryﬁ‘ etca, etes v U

3 Gﬁe enuld 1iszen with much rors patience to such peo ple if uheyi;ff
_% ‘mselves were revolutionaries, il they even call-d tHemselves or -
Laought of Lhom391Vﬂs as rovoluSionaries. They characterize China as ®

g workers state in order to Jusitify their own unimooriance to hiﬁuof]?F
in order {o show that professional revolubtlonaries are no longer im= .
portvant, Bolshevism is out of date, etes, Ug characterize China as a-
workers state in the course of delineating owur far-flung task as .
world revolutionlsts, preparinz the assault on Wall Street, in its’
character as world ruler, choosing un sldes batween friend and foe,

The two positions are asg dii¢e"eﬂu as day and nighit; as Stalinism aqd L
e.0 e TrotUskylsm., . . N . ;piiﬁ

Eéﬁgdv But'0u2§é1ves

Was inizni*aly more understanding and -
¥ bub oursz2lves possasses the bJﬂOfd*ﬂmlt IR
s matier fully today. WNobody but ovrwﬂi;', SR
ry will to bulld a Jsadership today for © o -
the titanic btasks of tomorrow. The task of weaning the hundreds of PR
millions of the world's ovpressed from the griv of the oypressorse the - .- .-
still tremendous task of weaning the best militant cadres of Staline LT
ism avay from the Kremlin -+ theose tasis will be D Lbhb ning, even in-

superadls to anvone less than a Trotskyist., We d& net nezd to M"fear™ . R
that ths Stalinists will lead the h0¢ld ravolubion without us, That - e
cannot haopen. Life weulld be much simnler, the revolution muen L
cionper, 1L it could, Bub 1t cannot. We have still te bulld the S

+7 - The Trotskvist positicn ts
Wii? than the Stalinist., Nobody
cal equipment to understand thi
selves can find the revolutiona

[

vieguard, And we are stlll alonz.

From the very enormity of tha task, but also fron iis egsoﬁwLe
necessity, 1t foilu“, that only Lhz cadres most ezqer
self-gacrificing, most tvmﬁ?,u&g mest trained in the underst meg of
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adre, only our party as it will develop in
‘the events can lead the struggle to viciory. This is rot a'foagmlla o _
or a cuarantee. s truth is mt so morely because we say 1t 1s =20, T

= . '

We all hive still to make it so. ' B
" March 22, 1956 ’ ' -

our epoch —— only this ¢
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‘situation, ! e

CTacty but al
ence ol allc

progren, end n

LR

In Hinzery The only reason thz Kujorjty did not hold the sare
pregiaatic therosivoter under the Tonguceg of the lasy governmoni Lo
Qeterrmine A0 they vould dzenntl hﬂlizes vae tnal the injorlty lishite
nindcdly dicmissed this povernnznt as ol an essentia, JBCuoﬁ in the

. . St S .
In Chins the moseszs smazhed o copitalist state. And thgv uoﬁd
Lheis »oy in the tg ol power.

par uy vos a worksrs povty

asces Bm
iho olal 10“\? They put

175
revolutionary pLogran, 1)

L i
e T D L ey - . Fo.
false P:og“nd - Ve 2 Counior
) el r - \ ™ * *
0 anetion of the ngv &

eformed workers state.
ieforned or clhorwvise,

i not a Bolchevil
EOVOTIENG nt, but a
”wmoi-ﬁn’ 1 toll {hs
e [EX 6 [ Ofll \J C. {,1 Jl_,lA [ JICL
G. Vrailied to the
they werc

~In Honpary th
And thoy elevaved
They e“nvated not

Ji Ly ]J..J\’t:,"b

Howr 1t
several shil
fule PBulb it has
cils &t no
are Very we
SOVjF“t LT.LJ..Q‘_)‘
Trotaekyists

ihe vere insbinceiively trying Lo tale advemiage ol wnz

csituation, stincetively establishing the povential org il
their own rulee But to cenclude frowm this thav: Ch T
of the werking cless durlng thz events in Hungery d 3
IRY St”ove for the creatlion of euthentic organs ol re onary ©
= the Soviets, This 1s what detgrm,nesrfunuameqia lj tne character
of -the Hungarian revolubtion” (page 9 wee To conclindg this 1s meres

1 an unwarranved statenent that has noining to Q yith

T ey x . PR s
The Hungarian natloin
a5 Opros Nautnentic organ
i K ﬂ—" ‘t""\ Nl alwra '}_":”‘
O CO e QoCislyvs YOoLlé
oot oy 18 o g
the workers supporting this organ -
\ -

the Hagy government. dvely sug wqitsé the ldea
of 1ts rveturn «- uft@f'ib vag Qve”uhrovna . B
- ‘., - -~ r_ .t
Vnore Conrade Suaboel could nob recosnlzz en apple tres until
he saw the apples (pragmatisn) in Chinz, he thousnt he o C

Wil
tree in the pazrson of the sogd - the workers covscilsﬁ n Hunzaryve
This would not be so bad, and wvould only be a2 sign of v odisloge
or it that were the yhols reall tv, or tha 2 of
iy ters councils had truly orgenized the insurrectilon
a rian progren, viether 1% were suscossful or not, and

i
~



vhether the prozrom were fully spelied out or nobt, that would huve
been Lhe Lzzdnning of the politicznl TCV011uLOIo

in evants of the Hioneand
to Hove 3. e s overs
the hapy governmont and
ster Pryor, an on-ihee
eliniste, bourgeols
Lruly represantative
o 1049 (vhen hunzary
vlels front govern-
s would upﬂoﬂbtedly
25." (Pungarian Trag-

»  Pul Correadsz ; G _OYVET
~norising, - thelt 1g, the poricd Ocy
T disrérerds, the enorious ,oxqufzrg,'
th“ Prestoratiors cmont et Aeeoi
spot ohservert is :oa.wtﬂoq(o Na;~

and Soclal Dzmocralic hing e VoGo) was MoTe
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L coloniald rovolution? The elghi-yoar war with imperialist
Japan vas the colonizl revolutlon. But vhat aboul the thice-yesr
civil war; 1940497  that was the class choracter of thisc war apainst
Lho otﬂtﬂ ot Cq»ﬂag Hod-Sheli?  Viny was i1 progressive?  Should
rotekylishs have foushi in a revoluition that would inzvitably put
the 1 ceCﬂ““ouo Sdhlllists in power? And In a ciitzlist gtzte ot
~thaty? Pure is of 1 5 [ J 2 to
Tgive a vary

Lel vs talie another aspe

zatione— Suprese bre-dressnt Do T
exiarnaE pressures, concents to zall thig
time, of industry as well as farm- s Comrade Swabszck think
Poland wouid tren sutomzstically csz to be a workers! sizte? If so
et vhal point?  After how much da- ionzlization? In Yuzoslavia,
the facboriaz and {trusts are alrea cupeting with onz another
although they are uwndsy worxers! ¢ 0l, There is less than 179
collectivization in the countryesi Ts Yugoslavia still a workers'
staﬁes or nou? ' - - '

(In the Soviet Union itszlf z serious dearee of Ce- nellze
ation vould indsed be the Living counter-revoiubionary D10,
ATter LO yf T consty he fre 1ab mentst ere
concentra ﬂn C veratic de-nation-
QILZRQlOH st of a groving ..
section of 2 .cg e 1 nanagerial latods:

_racy jn pz?ticularg Lz fifmly >etieve9 however, that aay suceh
-”CV“ opment would be med by civil war. ) ' '
CBut consider Hungery itself: " if the
had made the revolutien against either the
u ssed tha bourgeolsie, arveste 510
o {as well as the burcauversibs) ovalis, Til
Bibo, Kivaly, etce «- IF they had set up a ;angng
; or even irizd to on this bagls —-= would we hav
rance atouy natlonalized properiy from the vorkers!
councils. o conclude that this was indsad the pelitical revolution?
Lnd even if such councils in pover ware forced fo re e '
- bacause of econcnle necessity, and retr Iz
giving up czniral economic planninrg altoge
gnﬁg‘ f , the econ ‘retvaini G
wes yilat thent lzs3 ks in vowe a FAD
say trﬂ this 2?7  Surely he ;oula nots His
revolutionary sh bis Formalistic approach, and
his pragiwatic ized proDErLY.
" Cowrade Swabeck concedes that the Hinority comrades are "Trot-
skylsbe.® S5 he surely doess not mezn to slander Lhen by the fol-
“lowing rewark, " MInChinsz the selzure of poway by the Stalinist
lea agrsh,p onna certain date, regardless of whether or nobt it signife
led a social frensformation, Thal was to be dnterpreted as the vise
LT a workers! state " (p. 11)  This accusation has been pilhily
Loxpressed by othor cowvades of the ajority as ¢ UYStalinien in
~powvier equals vorkers! state,! '

3




One nicht nex Comyade Cuabecks  with yobﬁ critorion
!1 inT o4 Voriers’ 5ua aren't you glvin

Aization: 2
w _ -Avkors‘_statc oT T{reir oun i1
e Sines AL s c2holin J rrpe that they conducted
igations. woy al 'vu rationalizations bavier than
r Party na2 Joﬂal;zahlons; -~ Lero d'ain the Tcason you
P nolizations 1s nov
bﬁc u"ﬂ yod grio & ceange vour class
instincy uﬁﬁiv you 3 s basically in power 1n
China heiols thﬂ uo.i} ts nztionalized ‘wnere tne capﬂual¢;ts
‘were the e in - s : . ’

for c“*Jblish

¥

TPrue, Comrade Suzbhack crmphasizes the enforced character of The
Stalinist rationzlizations in Chinz by referring to tho exigencies
of the defenie zgainst imperislisn in Kor reo, B izn ai-Shell
and hig.regize, under the pressure oi an eighnv ¥ dalense
againot Japznese imperislisn, ¢id not find himss cd to mak
th¢5 kind of natlonzlization. Dor agid cap zr the
pressure oi Br itish end French (and nov fmeric turn
itself inbo a workers! ctato. dundzing purel; i
method and logic 1T appsars {hnt e is saying
can turn a copitalist state into a workers'
vtov;;T pfOLd!h“ to be sures .

.

C inloue sitvation. 10
vas inde state in 1050 alter
_,J1avinﬂ sang that a wvorkers!
L vlate wns co none occurred An
- 1850 or nepiigned AVI - and
© by v1rLu> draliong o C»“Lﬂjnly
1 ¥ conciuslo fLUHO

no Trots
_dleCulj

t
33&ti0"§3 a2t va TLT 3 Ii 24 gL &
into workers! stalese Comrade SwabeCd 18 1 17ing L+ this
can now be done. Bub more than {rat, it can be dous without. any
change of the stale apparatus at all =~ withoub revolubion, -= and
st bureaucrais! | '

bV the Stalini

any

o
atlor gquals workers'® sU - 2
Chara pell (Bulleting April 1956)¢ But the -
point .

occuﬂ““d Lo Comra Suzbeck that this
ques stion 1 smportant fovr the iﬂjogmiv *o answere That is:
wny do ' war st state? So fary

ques!

rly Loe
Of courss tha i
cAn any way to ' G Eel
;_above un-aialectical, half~”?gvfit
by Implicatlon. :

0]

Woialinists in



th2 c¢lzoz rnature of any state, W2 have a ﬁlﬂﬂv criterion, not a
- . LT N I R . . N - o -
ieﬂ|eloaiy criverion, for making such a ﬂ“b’mmﬁﬂitlﬁﬂo Cne might

- - 4 «3- 1 2 T ettt wpe P 4 3 Y
Sayvth_u the Sialiniats were “Min povier' today in the Indian State

- 1! P 3 e fa) r Sy - -1 . ) -5
of Yereldaz, (They aroe the lﬁr&iho party and they run {he goverrmenie
1 i+ T . b - e ey ¥ e 7 i1

ny Keralz is not a workers'! sihats LT they wvere Yin pover' in the

2y India vould not then be a workerv? state
5 ian

¥
nd even if Iy
J

celtner, A K sttiqrmn the Indian Government on thai
basis, Inula vould noy even thsn be a workers! 3L3569

, Vhen w2 spezk of ”“omr”5 thcre is ol course some ambiguity,
It is possible to say that the Republicsns or Democrats are Yin
pover" in Yasninzton, But this : T Be Vot we reslly
nean is that thay ere in off ] c, the state power,
belengs 1o th; cz : 15 the wviecapon of é de
the [

her political pa IUV cons

.

In hmerica, the pr

ole O e
helning a majority suppor ;19¢
and estabiish a new state, tate
as soon 23 the revoluniian o .. Th s and theilr
allics will be in L2 clzss will be in nover. The

fl
rﬁl“ﬁa D tro Cﬂaf“ﬂtQT

class charaeiar o e
er ol the revolulilon thatb

of the lealorship
creates the stzis,

o i

-

-

-

D

< 5
f—'
},«.J
— O

But &11 this is absolutely 430 to anyone
C dielecticel

‘
Be & wa sald that in China, leadership proved
S I 4 Y. - 2 - S . P
Lomwaug ceex delects a greet dnconsistency i the
| . 3 e = - . KR ~ b} e
ve sald at In Hupgary the lack of leade
s [ S A S I P L g -
A0S conyvradiciiony however, was in life 1
.3 153 R I x - = L
the Mipority, (Actuzlly the question of
o o T . U
Prinary guestion -~ in-a 7 volutionary an
¥ S e
in the historic sense.)

o But fhe dif es between China and Hunzary do not turn on
_}he(qﬂeggion of shiv, dmporiant as thai otuuuﬂon ise. the
E;slc d};ierenc e diifference in the objechive characters of
the social revo the political revolution? and the secial
counter-revolusion he Tollowinz points man illusirate this brieflys

Ls  China w2s a socia sgainst
anctihers  The decisiv tsell
the victory of anothe ANy
th?SL“ ]

29 its ovn

b-__...”*-‘ S

Lo ..L._Cc‘.d

Lh

lendorshin

= PR G R AT Sl
L el LA L i

oY 2 L s T . 4 ~

S Besides the existonce of ono class and ils false lezdorchin.
o » ER v Rt e) - _ 1 . . . :IU*\'"‘“‘- Ed
thore oxi ,.332;1 classzes vho nay be in the mrjorlty, vho are not



-

nacesserily nouiral, and vho in fa
[
[¥)

N £
reLsond

n a revo"w?ion for othopy
Chan polivicale -~ looa ey

OVOWutwo

hu' Tt wos not the leck of o lzrxist party In Hongzary that nade
he cvonts o countoererevoluticon. That is only Coumrede Suabsckls

-

“iormelistic interpretation of our position. The counter-revolution
existod by Jﬁﬁtn" of 1ts own svelzl forces, Bubl a arxist pariy
covld have butiled for the len _jjg of anti-Stalinist workers to
o opive IfFOfOb”Q“?If convent t +ntﬁwStyin;gq e Lo win theas
’“”aj Trom the ;L&d@fﬁhi@ ol _ oig anvi-Stalinists

lead them toward the regene‘, od &lCuauOf nip of the proletariat.

our rajority as of no eccount -- because
This can only be called self-~delusion,

The CWSfS of & social revolution or counbor revolution
is not det i (SN leadershipy cither in China or Hungery. It
is (]ﬂHJ?LC nt hovever, that a treachsrous workersi-party leadership
in China blinded the Majority to the class ch;?acter of the epic
strugple 1t leds Vhereas o ganitalish lesdership, taking . over the
uctbon VOVﬁ?nuoqt in Hung Y, With the consent of the_majority of

: b -
a

G (7Y, 0N
=
AU

. reback mixes LD the events of Qelobsi 23 -~ Hove
embar 3 tne Subsequent eventsy 10 1s possible that he Hoans
the political revolution rezlly sterted after the “shori~livec iagy
regimal &) | 28 1T short lived?) vas overthrown, l“f i%
is true, Y councils were fighting apainst the cure;tfvacfg
and viga S22, wether onge regards Ocl. 23 - N 2 so it
¢ 2al roevelulios ¢iad counter-ravoluilion «-- 11
Cobvious thea t Army entered Iudapest llove b to
. the 0Oct. - Ho\ venis, Therefore Comreds Susbe 2SS
cand diffuscnes nese events 18 not at 2ll help
to know z“‘efis haprenad af this time,

Here is some of the contribution of Comrade Swabeck Lo unders
tgwd ng the events of QOct, 23 -~ Hov, 3¢ under the promislng titles
UInteraction of Socizl Forces." (p. &),

"Men years of the repressive Stalinist regime compressed all
forms of dissatisfaction into cpan rebzallion spreading to &1l layers
of the population, including the rank and file rmembers of the Conm-
monist Party, Bul revolubicons set all sccial forces into motiong
rOdCb'Q“STy a8 well as progressive. And this wvas no exception,'
(A1) very true)  Ylepitalisht restorationist elements avpsared alenge
side of wo?kur revolutionists. (But yho were these elements? Did
the workers recognize then? Voere were their forees? Vhat banner
ald they fight under? Do you mzan they were only a few nooligans,
lootr“ru5 entlie-seniles, elte.? Do you mzan they fought in the gsaune
ranks as the Yrevolutionists"? I so, vhy%)

he bleody Kremlin

Yot althouzh of short duration bocause of the

ontlon, the Hungarian revelutlon became a process of dzvelop-
Laying its cwn lawse The validity cf the laws of couszlisy was
wliy vindicatoed, Tpere wag an inner connectlon of events and
eraction Yebtweoen the Torces in motieon end in confllict. The




Domocrats and {the Church, How eo
1

s
AT,

e

burcoucracy vag cownﬂ?iﬁd to ST 13 of the reglie from the
ko !--C\J.O scecbor to- tlie JCuC hr Ty in ordor Lg concilisto
the massze (ub the “Lorces around Fagyt yere the bourgzesis
vnollliolders Paviy, the bourreois Pebefi Peasent Party, the Social
wid this Yeoncilinte £
itical revelution?)

he magsest
; . . P -3 -

1T the mussos vare naxding the ol
A EN
il
1l

¢
O

E*’ o5

fat Lhn seme tire the mass movement, initisted by the stude
end intclliceibusn ch,cjb,; took on more concrete and more Gefind
form end direction when the workers went intoaction (Mow
concrete? In political 1ine? J7 20, vae:oOJ ”AWo:ouidb'oi the
shif't in the regise the authentic mass jovenent shilited from the
intellectual circles to the working 5.  The intellectusls ang
peasenls became allies of the workers,? (Or did the workers bzcome

LA
il
4

{

O\.

redlies of the intellectunls and peasants? How do you tell? The

USntellectusl cirelea" raized the slogan of Ufreatt {(bovrzeois)
I A, A

elections. Did the workers! coun seils wvepudiate thig or any other

of the Yintellecival circlegith bourgeois demands?)

Trirowe w*u'rvwewsasiuniﬁﬁ"@iéﬁ@ﬁﬁ§'éé not 8t
Force -~ (they merely he iy

d : G
to the Hagy gove ernzents the revolubionar ooX the lead

throuzh thelr Yorkers Counceil " (Fow do you mzan "ifool
“the 1@&.?“ Did the Mnearian arny, foy examp ole, take 3 rldars
’ == - JJ.. .
from the workers! councils o1 Ivom the ! 211
i

HTD store Lion izt el L,‘ﬂf””u,‘-"o”) ”.23,.

and  thelr pregrammatic declarvations
ol pO]lbinfl congeiousness, ¥ (As 1a
workers'! council of Budapest demande
of the Imve Hazy :3?;:n:ﬁnt tia el 5
“They regardsd the Yrostoratbi clenonts? ag ctea Q eV
oluticni® Is this the risin :le of politicel conscicusnass Foun
¢ Terring $o%) UIhe gin ical interaction hed produced a
Nty clearer line of Qemzrestion tetween the uOLLuL force
ere sel dnto uotion.t re vas this line of dema caﬁlon;
en whon? - lWere the vorler counclils fighting zzzinst the
bourgeoas orees? <= If so, vher re, An the person of whom? - Nemes,
dotes, placest . R
F .
"But the most decisive factor here is the appearance once
again on the historicel scene of the Vorkers Councils. apovearing
as the organs of the workevs struggle for power.®  (WAy 15 the
pse*;angg of' the workers! councils the "most decigive Tactor'?)
CHgS T in Russla, they arose directly out of the worishops when the
Wass 1 o‘“wﬁvt entered the openly revoiubionary stages and they beean
the pivot arocund which the todlers united in theirp strugzle against
the regime,  (And Yag in Russiah they bagan by suvporiing the DOWD Zen
eols govornmezat) Mlloreover, the selection of the delegates Yo the
Workers Councils was carried out cnoe again under fire, in a red.
hot almosohera." (But was this the fred-hot atmosphere® of the
political revolution or the social counter-revolution? That is
wnat ve vant to find out.)
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Yere the dewcolleetivizations and
S 12ir pastive and ever active
S - of Ydeternination', .
pfcge“iv relations?) "Tnils was
the very ocutset Their ox Jstc
8 racy in 7ife‘ and their st

forms ol properiy rela
Pthe revivel of bouvrgs
support by inz worizras' counc
extend trnz nroletarizn Iorm oo
amply clexr by the councils &
was a daronstration ol wor¥ers

M

e c
resulicd in nolhing less than & dusl poier 5¢thJLVOﬁ=[
© Zhe Dizlectic '
Comrade Snmaback understands the }ialepb¢C11 rethod very well.
¥t is & charp knife, But he is holding it by the wrobg end, and
only cub t1n7 himez2f. Above all, the CLalcCan 18 omrﬂ:an, The
fact thav QwovWLhi"g is girwlieneously conming nbornzﬂw and passing
aviay: the fact thati everyithing is impliciv with its on oppesite,
does not ean thei reality is a soft mishemash upon which we can
butl our heads with no harpivl efliects, -
A% any ziven nmorent one must be able to tell the difference
betveen friend and encmy -- especially in a dark alley or on a bat-
) tle-Tield, A1l states are undergoing a ''process of Q“VS]GpLﬁﬂ o4
toward -their own n=2gzation. Butl at any given norent a revelutionist
mast knew his position vith respect to each one of them.  And nra-
is 1UsE o revolutionist understands the contradictions ine-
T : selv bzcauss he is a dialectician he taXes
re consistent view than anybody else.
-
= Thpro 15 nothing more dlalectical than the physical laws that
determine an explosion -- such as gives pover to a bullet. Bul any
Tool v»n sheot a zun. And his least dizlectical victim lnove inmed
iately when he is hit. -- Vere bthe victin killed, 1% would “Ob nelp
him moeh Tor us to refer to the fect that death is a ”D“OC”GS
trve as that faci is, The dislectic enables us to see tne DO(QH“
L3 Fa . o " , - s e
1ial before others can see it. "But vwe must nol 501 tQQb reasoen
. confuse the pozential with the zctusl. . o
Hany Yajority comrades made reference to the dluiea ic in 1952
and 53 when discussing the Chinese state. Thatl is, they szw the
. actual bui thoughi it vas only potential. The stzte was 1n "{rans-
ition," they said at that time, They saw an "interaction of social
forces." Some thought the state was pelither a capiltalist state nor
a workers stete, etc. However, there was a very real stﬂte in ex-
istence in China at that time. Of covrse it was in a "process of
developmant.™ but it was necges ; { stase of ths process
had been reschad,  Actually, it was zirescy a workers! state; as
the comrades later concluded., This is an example of how ons can
] speak in ths name of dialectics, even imagine he is emnloving the
dialectic, and still be proceeding as a pragmatist or iﬂpracsionizt
_ The conredes are making the same false use of the dizlectic in
¢ Hungary. Bul wners in fhe case of China they were five years too
S 3ate  in saeing the social revoluticn, in Bungary they are -~ let
us hope net as mueh as five years -- but conslderably early «~ 1in
seeing tha political revolutlon. .
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In Hungary thay say the » Uulon was vaery complex, with
El
[ €

£V
Taﬂy"’G,uur?ufotiuG S0n eno gidey viorkers councils on tho other
and an "interaction of gocial ferc&s " lnﬂv“ vas cte,

«- and this is &ll very trus, -- But the Pug@; tg: Vinat wag
class ﬁ«QU“ﬂ of the Hagy rzzire? fAnd in spite of the fact that the
vorkersg! CODF“L7° vere nol 11 a nev regima tnergelves, were
they scoii: thoy i
8rarovo

ST These ‘Gue Stions must pe enstersd
rclear;y

Comrade Suabzck ends his discussion of the "interazetion of
social forces” vhere he should Lzoin 1t5 2ith the crestion of dual
pover. It regquires no dlaloctics o notice the empirical fact due’
vovar existed, The bourgeois renorbers made the same observetiorn
bs a matter of fuct there vas & Triple, if not a quedrupls pover:
1. The Hagy governrant. 2. The Gyor governmenit, the "national
comsitiens” togother with the "Freedom Fighters'., 3., The Yorkers'
Councils. N, KeGar, the burecaucracy, and the Soviet hrmy,

1

o A
[
[

It would be helpful if Ceomrzde Swaback explad
power hez dis %talXing about. There was al first the ¥a
Gha'i ne Gyor govarnment «- then the Hagy government a

il 1s erinrow of the
[ 2T Dureaueracy.

In order to unde
vie must efﬁm~m; the

workvers! councils.

Yihich side of the au

. The councile vierc *r-=o'r*}:;1'1g class. The MNagy government was cap-
italist. The HNagy government epoke to the world in the name of
the hUW’“rlﬁn nztion,. It had the arpy, the Defense Minister (3l
eter), the "Wreedon rightersy; the bourgeois and Social Demccratic
parties 211 behin‘ it

The workers councils did not condemn the MNagy governmen®. Bub
even if thsv had cdone so, this would not auvtomatically have given
the workers councils hezemony over that government. It would have
made the duality more sharp end clear. It vould have drawn- the
class line betwszen the coincils and the government, baeiween the
vorkers and the bourgeoisie. 1% would have made the Yelearsr line
of dewarcation” that Comrade Swabeck is talking about.

Needlegs to add: if the councils had fousght meainst
feoigie, 17 they had not boen diseoviented by the bourgsod
they had not been still suvroriine the Yrestorationist el
the later struggle azainst the soviet Army would have bee
gressive, -~ It wovld have baen the regensrated vroletari
olution strugsling agairst its bureszucratic incubus, -
Comrade Swabeck's relorences to Trotsky on the Red Arpy g
ing a revolutien in Indis ete., (P, 10) would have made s
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Con o that one of the partyis nain objectvive itz
present cumpalgn s to pet cioscr to the ex--Vallace-ite
cecording o the rozolution on Nogrournent), 1t is stes

that CJ-Q“ e has No onRILreass

2ing u
34 i g PR e T
posivicn This pesiition was Lo give CTLLLCdm S
to Vallace. To gupnert him Yoz & rope supporis o honged mone
el A - aer I PR -
- Viny'e e 3-11 crdor Lo Treach out o hand towards Eﬂ_ aents 9:-,,,,,'::}1{1

cotld not resch in any other vaye! (fWo“al Class
Arerican Iabor, Liay 19953).

é \
: Comre ey erspective
of preat upsuTEe o GCRES uli rom the Wallaoce
Partye e« ind {his vas 2 raélistic cstirate, Comrade Swabzal by
his cvn admission Gid err on the side of misjudging the viicle
‘SiTlGEiODq segeing the Wallace Party as en emerging labor partyy
thus v lsualizing a perdod of upsurges .

-1

i‘7 J\H]
o
D

Comracde Sua
L
e

C
propoced critical sup |1 5
Begrried danzers of & end ol reacilon

Conzltdering that the vh R 2 ant was Literally
red-baited to death, this i1s a totally uw Ld3¢9uic statenents
vhatever oposition one mizht hold on the sobual cinss. chzrachsy

_ of the Velilsce movement, - Our own patiitlonors found greas

i gifficulty rebting Comrade Dobbs on the ballot dn Pivtsourgh last

t, vear bhecause ‘ e T ot (8 years laterl) hou the
Pittsburgn of hundreds of signers
for Vallac T joosy etlce

-The CIO burecaucracy grf the Stalinist-le
eisely over the dssuz of supporit to Wallace, All 0
the counbry the VWellaces=ibes were labellsd as Veommund
harrassad, parsecuted, o~ Une of Comrade ifarcevis i
zdvocabing critical support to Vallace wag %o har o
to meet the red-=baitinz headeon, The Jact thal 1 c
was a canitalist was secondary. The Bover s Yessential.

a Stalinis i ted working class and ¢ ASS mMeVeRent
with an es 31y working class chara Globhal Class
- Var, May ! 17)

-Comrade Swabteac] ana Party was the
beginning of a labo coving that a gens=
nine IS Tor parly hod @ puch more
innocluoty progran (Wo Soviet guestion with
a ten-Toot 1376~ or Sovietl. And however

Je..Tch more Toke 1§;i;%g T”&LC X iL mighv have been than the
Vzllaoce mov Qﬁﬁs 7L woulid ha»L 250.0]

= e CTATical suvoort bo the VWalla

. much Wanger of adepiation to the a

sreyis vhich Conra
examole of tne awiul resu 1
e o]

co movensnt vas merged vl
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the best way Lo 1 0cq the glehnd oln
ol the (oo :
L3 1 he

get-bucl Tor our c¢lzss sids in the glonal wer,

cluog yiar, Savely the cru
lon in Hanzary would bz o f

Comradsz Swunboecl has his ”'“Vﬁrza” sorsvhat twlsted Ups
Acbu;lT aeCordl i : ; tne global class war
there should ha avolntion in Hungery (
still & nula_en“ Soviet bloce), ub un
fortunzt=ly Yike ¢id) nobt conforn to tn
schomza, ' There ton vnere there should
been e revo el reality. .

. The schem: thinkinzg is all on the side of Comrade Sv
and the izjority, They fizurszd we a2 1 e erc b
ical revolusion (vwhich we zre), T i .5
facto a politiczl revolubicn., And
rising was & volitvicel revelution,
the Majority felt it was a polisic
prom:naﬁb mantion of warkers! coun
caplizalist govern vere Jorpin
furcher Lo the righi = and ilzzy vas
and asking the intsrvention of the U.H. :

o
oot D
@ om oD

of the Internal forces, partly o
the basi tly on the basgis of lknowing some-
thing a : ary, thelir history, the crimag of
Stalinism; ete., having observed Fir vhat there vas a counter-

“volution == 1% vas wuy to predict that thesge forces would jol
the wrong In the global we did not make this pre-
diction on basis of ddenti bureavcracy with {he wor

ing class,

I U, io“oeg had invan
had invited theoan tog, th
have bsen a class war, O
the comrades of the ajo
ww But at that sams
Sided w
lsm,; of e
and anulwuvﬁ
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And

- Co:?aa: Svabeck -disasrecs, However, the Majority's mis
ent of this no od; evon thelr wrong anazlysis of the event is
3 RV . : cr SYosE
13 pnly an episcdes There will bo gemuine poiitical revolu

_ Fal - - - - L3 =
n an~ig§u“g e mnd‘exgn greaver gocial revolubions, In so
r iy 3 Rl RS ‘ 41 1 - vyl i~
bh:yVQLJ{;LAuCGS? ticre vaill be no doubits or debates emong
Mtionaries as o tho class characior of thasa revolutions
sheclally wien we ere congaged in a zoevelution of ou O,
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Vill Vo o prest doad Lree tobs procoss of do
Thede bY@ prenv ool clearer Yo everyuodv. At that tire
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