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The defeat of the Lert Opgostion, led by Troteky, and the
consolidation of the total yower in the hands of the bureaucrasy
in Russia in the period of 1987-30 placed before the revolution—
ary Marxists the question of tne class character of the Russian
state. Was it still a workers state even if -the working class

- had been deprived of any means of controlling it? If it was, by

virtue of what reason could it still be a workers state? If it
was not, what kind of a state is it? Is it a capitalist state,
even if privete property in the means of producticn and a clase
of private capitalists has not been restored? Is it perhaps
neither a workers state nor a capitalist state but some new kind
of social order? Can there be a social order in our epoch which

- -is neither capitalist nor socielist (or in transition toward

either)? . .

It was on the basis of these questions that the interna—

ticnal Trotskyiet movement conceined itself with what became

known as "the Russian questicn". The great amount. of .attehtion
devoted to this gueetion by our movement under the guidance of

. Comrade. Troteky brought scorn and ridicule upon us from Left 8o~

cialist and centrists groups. The latter saw in this situation
proof that the Trotekyists were hopelessly entargled in the 'Rus-— .
sien orbit" end would never be able to feel at home in the prob-
leme of the workers of their own countries. They saw in our cc-
cupation with the "Ruseian guestion" proof that we were but an
offshoot of "Ruseizn Communism® and could only live and exist on
the basis of Rugeian political questions. However, history haa

a strange way of playing pranks upon tnose who mistake their
shortsightedness in questions of theory for "being practical'.

‘Thus with Norman Thomac, Lovestone, J.B.8. Hardman, Tyler, Zam .

and others in this country end Fenner Brockway, Thalheimer, Brami-—
ler, the German BAPers, Pivert, Nin, Maurin and others in Europe.
They sought to keep the Russian questicn "to itse proper propor-
tion", i.e. make it merely the quecticn of one country among the
queaticne of .many countries. They sought to avoid the "fate" of
the Trotekyists in becoming part of the "Russian orbit". How-
ever, while they managed to leave the Russian gquesticn alone,the
Rugsian questicn refused to leave them alone. Thg result is that
today, with the exceptiocn of those centrist politicens who have
gone over to Staliniem, most cf the others have made a cult out
of "fighting Ruseian influence" or, what has become knom as
"Stalino-phobia". The "Russian question" has become the sole
axis of their politics.

The Trotskyists early recognized that the "Russian question”
had become the majocr theorétical question of wr epoch. It re-
presented the problem of what is tc become cf the cne-sixth of
the world that had been wrested away from capitalisem by the pro-
letarian revolution, the one-sixth of the world where capitaliem
had beecn abol ished and a natiocnalized gooncmy had been estab-
lished. If the proletarian revolutiin was deleyed for any length
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of time what would happen in a country where the proletariat was
politically crushed but where nationalized property rerained in-
tact? If 8talinism was merely a transition back to capitaliem,
how would private ownership be restored? Was a deolining and
disintegrating world capitaliem still robust enough to forea iter
own social order upon Rugsia, either by means of War or by .means
of economic pressure. If capitalist proved too weak to do this
and yet the proletariat proved too weak to overthrow capitalism,
could the bureaucratized natiomelized economy of Russia make in-
roads upon world capitalism? In short, what are the interna-

- Xional implications of one-sixth of the world where capitalism

. remains economically expropriated and the proletarist remains po-
litically expropriated. - : .

Trotsky answered the questions posed by the victory of the
8talinist bureaucracy by.stating that Russia 'was a "degenerated
workers state”. (8ee "Revolution Betrayed" for the fullest Co
statement of Trotsky's view.) He saw in the Stalinist bureau-
cracy, nhot a new ruling olass, but a workers bureaucracy that
ruled, not over, but on behalf of the workers. The bureaucraey

" had become a "privileged strata" or a caste that lived by "rob-
bing and cheating" the workers. While the workers had been po~ -
litically crushed and expropristed, the nationalized economy = ~
that had been established by the Russian Revolution r emained. - - °
The economy continued tooperate on the basis of state planning,-
Thie bureaucracy continued to build and expand the nationalized
economy. On this basis Troteky concluded that the economic

- foundationa of the workers state remained and therefore Russia.
.Temained a workere state. However, the despotic rule of the
Stalinized state was evidence of the degeneration of the revo- |
lution; it was therefore not a healthy workers state but a'de-
generated workers state'. The rule of the Stalinist bureau-
cracy wag equated, by Troteky, to the rule of the Bonapartiet
regime in France following the French revolution, l.e., a re-
gime that politically expropriated the bourgeoisie but left
bourgeoie property intact. In ancther analogy with the French
Revolution, Troteky ststed tlkist the victory of Stalin over the

- Left Opposition represented the Russian versicn of the vietory
of the Thermidor over the Jacobine or the victory of the wight X
wing of the revolution cver the left. However, Trotsky pointed .
out, the Russian Thermidor, just as in France, left the econo—~
mic gains of the revoluticn intact. Trotsky saw the fate of
the Bt4lin bireaucracy tinked with the fate of the naticnalized
property. Though the role which the hureaucracy played would
weaken the naticnalized econcmy, the bureaucracy would in the
last analysis find it necessary to defend the national ized eco-
nomy against cspitalist restoraticnist attempis from within or
without. 8ince Russia was a workers state, the Russian wdrkers
and the world's workers had to give it unconditicnal defensé
against all capitalist enemies, according to Trotseky. The .
Trotskyists stcod pledged to give military and material aid.to
the Rusgeian state in case of a war with a capitalistpower
thecugh they witheld any political support tc the 8talin regime.
They summed up their position urnder the slcgmns "For the uncon-

ditional defense of the 8oviet Unjoun! Against the Stalin re-

’gim'e!" o 636
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‘The above views were seriously echallenged in our movement
in the United States for the first time in 1 937 when James Burn—
‘hgrw and Joseph Carter proposed a resolution to the founding con-
vention of the Bocialist Workers Party whieh stated that Russia
could no longer be considered a workers state and that "uncondi-—-
~tional defense" was no longer possible. They designated Russia
~ as a "Btalinist state" in which the nationalized and planned .
- ‘economy was still progressive as against cepitalism and could,
under certain olircumstences, still be defended by revolutionary

* . Marxists. Resolutions were presented to the sdme eonvention by

several minor groups in the party wiich likewise designated Rus-
~8ia as a non—-workers state but gave various descriptions of the
class character of the Russian etate, including the view that

.- Russig had degenerated to feudalism. The polemics at this time

‘already revealed some of the theoreticsl difficulties in the

- workers ‘stste position. While the defenders of the majority po-
- 8itlon reduced the proof of the working tlass character of the
-gtate to the statement that "nationalized economy equalled the

~ woTkers state", Trotsky-added that "the character of the economy

cas a whole depends upon the characterscf the 8tate power." The
latter, he indicated, depended not merely upon the existence.of
- nationalized economy, but upon whether the econoiy was being
-~used to develop the foundations for a Bocialist society. An-
. other difficulty arose when Comrade SBhachtman separated himself
" from the National Committec maaority»on the question of whether
.the "degenerated workers state" in Russia.could fight a reae-

- tionary war by stating that the latter was a distinot possibi-
~lity and pointed to the example of a hypothetical attack by
Russia upon China over the control of Mongolia.

) The very outbreak of World War II was signalled by a new
. development in the'"Russian question"— the Hitler-8Stalin paet

.. for the division of Poland. The pact and the ensuing war kin—

dled a new dispute on the "Russian question":in the 8WP which,
- in the light of the monolithic concept of the party held by the
. Qannon majority, led to .a split and the formation of the Wor-
kers Party. The fight on the Russian gquestion in 1939-40 re-
“wvolved around Russials role in the war and the question of "un-
- conditional defense". The Minority tock the position that Rus—
‘8ia was engaging in an imperialist war which the bureaucracy
had entered on behalf of its "prestige, power and revenues" and

. that revolutionists could not be defensists in such a war. Trot-—

sky and, above all, Cannon sought to avoid a discuseion of po-

©  1litice (i.e. Russia's role in the war) and until the Minority

- was willing to discuss theory (i.e. the class nature of the
Russian state). Though an increasing number of Minority sup-
porters felt less pure about the validity of the "workers state"
designation (or openly stated that they no longer adhered to it
as did Ccmrade Jphnson), the faction as a while chese to lay a-
‘side the theoretioai,question temporarily and make issue the
guesticn of "defensism' or "defeatism™ in relation to Russiatls

- participation in the war in Pcland.znd Finland. This view was

shared by Burnham and Carter whc decided to refrain from rais~-
~ ing their views cn the class nature cf Russia and join in a bloc.
- with the Minority cn the pclitical question. When the split :
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occured and the Workers Party was formed, the party stood commit-
-.ted to a theory of "conditicnal defense" and formal acceptance

of the theory that Russia was a "degenerated workers state.!

However, the feeling was widespread in the party that this could

only serve as a temporary solution until the party was able to

discuss and reflect upon the basic question of the class charac—
~ter of the state.

Some six months after the founding of the Workers Party,
Comrade Bhachtman introduced into party discussion a document
that summed up the theory he had developed on the class nature
of the Russian stete (New Internstional, Dec., 1940). This do-
cument described Russia as a "bureaucratic collectivist state"
in which the bureaucracy is the new exploiting class. 8Shortly
after, Comracde Joknson introduced a document that offered a dif-

- ferent position (New International, April 1941). This document
described "Russia 8s a fascist state existing on the basis of
~capitalist economic relotione. Comrade Carter took a.third po-
eltion which, while accepting the designation of Rusela as a
"oureaucratic collectivist state", took iessue with Bhachtman's
contention that the existence of the nationalized economy made
‘"bureaucratic collectivism" a superior economic system to capi-
w3 tslism and possible of defense a%ainst imperialist attacks that
. . would restore capitalism. (The "degenerated workers state"
7 theory was represented in the discussion by a small group of can-
rades led by Milton Alvin and M. Bartell. These comrades left
the party immediately sfter the convention and returned to the
8WP. Their resolution was omitted from this collection since
its point of view is the clacsical position of Trotsky on the
question and is both well known and easily available in other
sOuUTGes. ’

T T gy
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In the midst of the party discussicn, the German invasion

- 0f Russia took place in June 1941. The propenents of all three
poeitions agreed that Russia's role in the war remained that of
Aintegrally participating in an imperialist war and the party
took a defeatist position toward Ruesia as toward the rest of -
the belligerents. Two members of the Naticnal Committee (Wilson
and Ertper) differed with this decision. In agreement with the
position proposed by Bhachtman on the class nature of the Rue-
seian state, they contended that Germanys invasion constituted

‘& threat to reduce Russia to a colony of world imperialism and
advocated a revolutionary defensist position. (8ee Labor Acticn
.articles by J. Wilson in July 1941 and New International arti-
cle by E. Lund in August 184] issue.) : .

At the Second National Ccnvnation of the Workers Party in
Bept ember 1941, the resolution of the Naticnal Ccmmittee major—
ity (Bhachtman position) was adcpted by a narrow margin. It
has served as the bzsic guide ¢f the party on the "Russian gugs-
tion", both in answering the politicazl events cf the war anc -
Rueeials participaticn in it and in polemice with the "degener—
ated workers state" theory clung to by the 8WP. However, the
vast experiences of the Second Wcrld War have revealed in the
~ course of five years what egeveral times that long a period of
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peaceful development would have revealed in reference to the de-
-velopment of the Russian state and economy. This is above all
.true in the full flowering of Russian imperielism in terms of
the economic policy it has ‘adopted in the countries it occupies.
-Bome views expressed in the 1941 resolution have, therefore, been
outlived. In other rcepects the resolution in its original form
- has proved inadequate in answering new questions. The party has
“.in various documents of its leading committee in the last sever—
al years supplemented the basic position it adopted in 1941.
- The International resolution of the National Committee for the

© 1946 convention of the party will, in this eense, bring the po—
eitlon up to date. : L

o The Natiohal Educetionsl Committee makes the following T eso—
1 lutione available to the party membership and the working class
.. publio as "historic documents in the life of our party. A study
. 0of them will shed much light upon the fundamental importance of
~the Russian question for our epoch and will also help the rea-
‘der to understand more comprehenslvely the. point of view de-
i*fended by our part today , : ;

\

-‘Ernest Erber
} National Educational Dlrector.
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THE RUSSIAN QUESTION

-~

 (Adopted by the 1941 Conventlion of the Workers Party)

1. The March, 1917, revolution in Rkussia overturned the Czar-
4st autocracy and established a provislonal bourgeols—democratic
regime threatened from its very Inceptlon by the dual power of
~the workers and peasants (the Sovietq). Having oome to power
late in history, in the perlod of world impe rialist decay, the
bourgeolsie proved incapable of establishing a peaceful demo-
“cratio regime and of solving the urgent problems of the democrae
tie revolution, above all the agrarlan revolutlon. -The Russlian

- bourgeoisie, as the "revolutionary demncracy" of Kerensky, dis-
‘closed its Impotence and lta thoroughly reactionary character
from the moment 1t took over state power. It was Inseparably .
~bound up with the reactlionary imperlalisms of Europe and Amerlca,
1t continued the baslic Imperlalist policy of the Romanov dynas~- -
ty in the war, Lt was incapable of breaxing with the monarch-
l1al, semi~feudal and landholding classes and groups, and could"
,remain in power only by summoning up an arch-reactionary mili--
“‘tary dictatorahip (Kornilov) . mhe character of the historically .
belated "revolutlonary democracy" of the bourgeolsie in Russia
“was even more Clearly.emphasized when it was evérturned in No~
vember, 1917, and thereafter sought to restore itself to power: -
in the course of the clvil war it not only united with, but was .
dominated by the most reactionary classes and elements inside and
-outslde of Russia, The test of eventsy thus showed that there 1s
‘no duresble basis for a bourgeois-demodratic Kerensklad in Rus~
-ala, that its dissolutlon by the proletarian revolution can be
sprevented only by its transfnrmation 1nto a Bonapartist dicta~-
torship or fasclsm. ;

:2. The Bonlshevik revolution of November, 1917, carried out the
_tagks of the democratic revolution in the most drastic and thor-
fough-going manner known in history, the great French :revolution
‘not - excepted, swéeping away the last remnants. of the monarchial
‘and feudal order and of national opprassion. But bécause at the
“head of the revolution stood the only class capable, in the Rus-
sla of 1917, of carrying out these tacks, namely, the revolu-
-tlonary working class, it found 1tself compelled to defend its
power by the most radical encroachmenti upon_capitalist private

" property. The proletarian character.o! the Bolshevik revolu-
..ftion was determined primarily by the fuct that the working

"class in power proceeded directly fram the democratic to the: :
soclallst revolution by virtue of the complete expropriation of
.the industrial and financial bourgeelisig and the nationalizatlion -
of the means of production and exchange. N

' In substance, the WOrking class, through its representative
democratic crgans, the trade unions, the factory committces,
and above d 1 the Soviets, establishcd a new type of state, the
Workers' S,viet State, the dictaotorship »f the proletariat,
~8uarded by its proleturian Red Army; and with the pellitical,
-economic and military expropriotion of the bourgcolsie and the
andlordq proceeded to lay the foundatiols of a soclalist so-

ety. : 64.0
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8. The Bolshevik revolution, in its conception, aims and meth—
ods, was a national revolution only in form, but the first vie-
tory of the international socialist revolution in essence. The
revolution broke world capitalism at its weskest link. The Bol-
sheviks therefore proclaimed their internationalism from the
very beginning and declared that without the aid of proletarian
revolutione in the more advanced countries of Europe and America,
the revolution in Russia would fail. This was true, and by it
the Bolsheviks meant two thingst First, that the Russian prole-
tariat in the power could not establish a sooialist society with-
in the confines of one country alone, that is, on the basis of
.one workers'! state surrounded by a world of capitalist states; . = . -
and secondly, that without the state aid of the western prole- = =
tariat, the hussian proletariat could not even remain in power -- U
in the transitional regime which ite revolution had inaugurated.: u
- Given the betrayal of soclalism by the Second International, the . . .
Oommunist International wae then established as the organizing T
‘center, the general staff of the world revolution. S

PN

The Problems of the Revolution

4.  Along with the task of advancing a revolutionary cless line. -~
- on the international field, the Soviet state was confronted at .
"home with the task of establishing peace and congolidating the .
- foundations of a socialist'society. The miserable heritage of
Ozatism and the ravages of six years of imperialist world war

"~ and the civil wars left the workers! state with an- almost univer—

- 8ally ruined economy &nd en exhausted people in an overwhelm—
ingly agricultural and backward country. The first big post~

war revolutionary movement was suppressed by the bourgeoisie of
the West, actively assisted by the social democracy, and was

- followed by a reletive stabilization of capitalism %hroughout

the world. The Russian revolution remained isolated in a hos~

- tile encirclement. The Bolsheviks were compelled to retreat to

- the NEP, that is, to allowing the development of a capitalist. -
~.sector of the economy under the control of.the workers! state in
order to acquire a breathing spell and a stronger eccnomic ba-

. 8is upon which to proceed at a later. stage to the socialist of-

. fepsive. o A ST A S

" MeanWhile, the counter-revoluticnary activities of the
bourgeoigie and the social democracy had led to the suppressim
of all parties except the Bolshevik, and in 1921 even to the
temporary prohibition of factions-within the Bolshevik Party.

- The period of "war comwmunism" had, furthermore, fostered the
development of a semiémilitary regime in the country and to a
considerable extent inside the ruling party. In addition, the
"Bolsheviks found themselves compelled, in the work of recon-
'struction, to draw into the economic and political machlner{ of
-the country non-revolutionary and even anti-revolutionary ele-—
ments. All these circumstances contributed to the growth of a
powerful bureaucratic stratum in Boviet society and to the bur-
eaucratic distortion of the regime. Control by the representa— o
tive democratic organs of the working class was gradually wea- -
kened. The Soviet state was a bureaucratically-deformed wor- S
kers' state, whoee préletarian character was affirmed essen- s
tially through the existence of the revolutionary Bolshevik Paré.~

o b4
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-ty of Lenin and Trotsky and its control of the state machine.

5. The sharpest struggles of the best representatives of the
revolutionary workers' state, headed by Lenin and Trotsky, were
directed against the weakening of the revolutionary interna-
tionalist policy of the party (building end cleansing of the
Comrunist International); against the economic and political :
forces at -work to restore capitaliesm; against the bureaucracy
and bureaucratism which threatened to undermine the revolution—
ary state and its conquests. A whole series of factors contri-
buted to the failure of these struggles. The death of Lenin
deprived the party of the most authoritative voice in Europe, .
especially after the defeat in Germany in 1933, ushered in a pe~
riod of economic, political and ,ideoclogical reaction in the 8o~
- viet Union. In the preceding period, the revolution and the

- civil wars had physically destroyed wany of the most solid re-
- - presentatives of the revclutionary generation and had worn down

or used up many of those who remained alive. A certain economi-
cal revival following "war communism," accompanied by a rise in
the living standards of the masses, had the effect of dulling
the vigilance of the masses -to the social reaction in progress
in the country. Under these circumstances, the consistent pro—
letarian revolutionary elements, represented by Lenin and Trot—

-~ 8ky, and after the death of the former, by Trotsky and the Op—

. position, proved too weak to withstand the blows, or prevent
the triumph, of the reaction and the counter-revolution in Rus-

6. The reaction and the counter~revolution in Russia took. fun-
.damentally different forms, however, from those which had been

"foreseen by the Marxists. They all agreed that the workers!
state could not exist for long in one country alone and that

-without revoluticns in the advanced capitalist countries of the

West, the workers' state in Russia would go under. 1In this,
their predictions have been confirmed to the hilt. However,

. they envisaged the collapse of the workers' state as the cul-.
mination of a process in which the oapitalist elements would

grow and finally triumph by a counter-revolution which would .

" restore the rule of capitalﬁsm in Russia. In this, their pre-

dicticns have not been confirmed. The workers' state was

" crushed by the Stalinist counter-revolution; but it was not re-
placed by a capitalist state. , . . =

-Thé Character of the Inner Struggles | ‘ Cos

. The degeneration and destruction of the workers'! state in

"the Soviet Union has its roots in the degener#d ion and destruc-

tion of the revolutionary Bolshevik Party - caused, in turn, by

the isolation of the Russian revolution and the backwardness

- of Russia. .The monopcly of political power by the Bolshevik
Party made it imuossible for class forces, tendencies and as-

" pirations to articulste themselves cthcrwise than through the

party itself, now weakly, now strongiv, now disguieedly, nov

openly and bluntly, now distortedly, aow clegrly-, In the ppst—

Lenin period, three groups tcok clear sgape in the Bolsghevik

L4t |



. Party - groups which, with the final deetrucfion of that party, - =
became three separate parties - each of then/ representing to

- one degree or arother different class interests. The Bolshe~

 vik monopoly of political power transferred the class struggle,
so to speak, or rather translated the class struggle in the

;.dbgnzrg into an inner-party struggle, at least while the parwy

.cexisted. ; ' ~ E o o

The Left Opposition, inspired and led by Troteky, repre~

sented the class interests of the proletariat, and therefere a* "3§f
80 the interests of the lowest strata of the agricultural popu- - i

lation. Hence, the struggle of the Qpposition was directed
from the beginning toward preserving the revolutionary interna-

‘tionalist line of the party snd the Communist International, d,e— N

"~ fending the political snd economic positions of the working -

. '6lass in the Soviet Union from the assaults of the ruling cli~
.. ques, resisting the forces and tendencies of capitalist restor- -

N ation. ‘ - oo . . . T ‘- i
~ . . iThe ruling regime was based upon a combination of the
..Right Wing and the so-celled Center, that is, the Stalinist
~bureaucracy proper. .The Right Wing represen%ed, objectively,

- the social aspirations and. interests of the capitalist elements

,in the country, the kulaks.snd the. Nepmen, and to a certain ex—_, 3Vf

-tent "the labor aristocracy and bureaucrats. Hence its polioy

. of reconciliation with the ¢capitalist world in general, and in“:n'ﬁf

~ particular with the Wsolidest" representatives of bourgeois de~
- mocracy, social reformism; its policy of favoring the kulaks!
economic development ("Enrich yourselves!") and concealing his
‘menacing growth by labelling him the "diligent peasant." Hence
.its contemptuous and antagonistio attitude toward the "selfish
. demands" of the workers and the poor peasantry. Hence its op—
~position to "super-industrialization" and collectivization of
agriculture, its theory of the kulak growing into soclalien,
“etc. The Stalinist wing represented, as it still does, essen—
" tially the party bureaucracy and all the other bureaucratic
‘strata of Soviet society associated with or dependent upon it, .
and revealed distinct Bonapartistcharacteristics, that is, it
based itself at all times on more or less open force, seeking ,
to use classes agsinst each cther in its own interests, seek ing®
" to rise above the classes for the sake of preserving its own '
‘The Evolution of the Bureaucracy o a » ,
‘The bloc betwéen the Right Wing and the 8talinist bureau~
. cracy, whose policies seemed for a time to be indistinguish~
~able or interchangeable, obscured for a long period those ohar—
- acteristice of the Btalinist bureaucracy which distinguish it
- from similar (but not the same) bureaucracies in other, i.e.,’
~in capitalist countries and .under other conditions; and ob-
. scured the social process by which it gradually developed into
_an independent ruling class. The Right-Stalinist bloc had in
.. common not only a reactionary foreign policy, accompgnied by
the systematic liquidation of the Communist International and
the Red International of Labor Unions, but above all the alm
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of destroying the proletarian wing of the party (the struggle -
against "Trotskyism") and with it the proletarian organizations
and institutions in the country. The wiping out of the Left
Opposition, the strangling of the Bolshevik Party itself, the’
disemboweling of the Soviets, the reduction of the trade union -
and factory committees to a fiction, in a word, the destruction
of all semblance of working’'ewlass representation or control in
the Soviet Union was the common work of Yhe Right Wing and the’
Stalinist bureaucracy. Therein the B8talinist bureaucracy in
Russia revealed one of its outstanding, distinguighing charac—
teristice: while it is unable and unwilling to unite with the
revolutionary proletarlat against capitalism and its represen—
- tatives, it is able and willing to unite with capitalism or its
representatives against the proletariat and its revolutionary .
. wing. This characteristic made poesible its bloc with the Right
Wing agaihst the Left in the Soviet Union, and on an internation—
“ al scale, its bloc with capitalist imperialism against the revo-
lutionary working class and the colonial peoples (Spain, Ethio-
pia, etc.). In their sgoipl and higtorical position, the Stal-
- inist bureaucracy ang its state are closer to capitaliem than
- Yo socialigm. R S S :

= But in its break with the Right Wing, beginning with the

. "Third Period" (ultra-Left line in world politics, super-in-

., dustrialization and ldquidation of the kulaks as a ¢glass in do-
- mestic politics), the Stalinist bureaucracy revealed its fun—
damental social divergence from its former collaborator. The
destruction of the Left Opposition and the gradual liguidation

. of working class power was, ‘objectively, only the pre-condition

to the gradual restoration cf capitalism, so far as the Right

~ ‘Wing was concerned. The destruction of the Opposition and of

“proletarian control was, so far as the bureaucracy was con-
cerned, not the prelude to abdicating to capitalist restoratim,
..but rather to the complete assumption of all power by the bur-
- eaucracy itself. The Right Wing and the bureaucracy could tra—
vel together only up to a fork in the road of the evolution of-.
~Boviet society. At that point they split asunder, with a vio—
lent crash. After having readily Yeaned on the capitalist and’
- semi~-capitalist elements in the country for support in smash-
- ing the proletarist, the bureaucracy, with the increased power
and authority it had accumulated, proceeded.to smash, just aB
ruthlessly, all the capitalist elements in’the country. Buti
‘significantly enough, in the period of its so-called "Left zlg-
zag" (which was neither Left, nor, except in appearance, zig-
zag, but substantially a continuation of its own drive for to—
talitarian power), it continued and even intensified the work-:
, of destroying the remnants of proletarian power in the state,
lowered the economic and political position of the working
class and emerged as the victorious representative of the bur—
‘eaucratic counter-revolution. ' :
: The bureaucracy, contrary to prediction, did not proceed ‘
. to denationalize the land or the industries and ‘banks,and trans—
‘portation system; it did not wipe out the monopoly of foreign
trade; it did not facilitate the "gradual" development of small
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: capltalist production and exchange into a full-fled;  : capital-
“ist system. On the contrary, it directed an assaull against the
-capitalist elements in the country that was no less ruthless than
any before known in the Soviet Republic; it enormously increased
. the importance and epecific gravity of the state-property and
‘state-production sector of 8Soviet economy ahd multiplied the num—
"ber of proletarians manifold; and, with all the contradictions
~that still remajn and are even accentuated, in one form or an—
“other, it brutally drove together the myriad of emall lundhold—
Ings into a system of collective farms. In-almost direct pro-

. portion to these advances, however, the power of the working
class in the state diminished. More accurately, it disappeared,

, aﬁdtthp workers' state gave way to the bureaucratic-collectivist
< gtate. ool 3 L - .

‘What Is ‘the Olass Charscter of the USSRI- N

8., The class character of a state is determined fundamentally
by the property relations prevalling in it, that is, those re~
-lations which are at %he botstom of the existing proéuction and .
..8ocial relations. In any social order based upon private pro—
.perty, the prevailing form of property, be it in slaves, in
-feudal landholdings, or in capital, determined the property re- -
*lations, is inseparably interlinked with them, may be used in- - - -
“terchangeably with them. The social domination of the ruling ;
. class in states based upon one or enother form of private pro-
perty ~ although not netessarily or at évery stage the political

- domination of such a class -~ is represented primarily by its -
-ownership of property. The state, i.e., the machinery of co-
~ercion, is then the instrument for preserving the existing pro-
~perty relstions, for preserving the domination of the economi—

. cally most powerful. class from assaults by classes it oppresses

-and exploits, . . < : S _ :

Z.  When, however, the epoch of private ownership of soocial

- property comes to an end and the epoch of collectivist property

- 1e inaugurated, as was done by the Bolshevik revolution of 1917;

. when private property is abolished and the means of production

- "and e xchange become the property of the state - it is imposs-

. . ible to apply the same criterion as is legitimately applied to
-8tates based on any form of private praperty. It is then no

‘. longer possible to determine the class.character of the state

- . by establishing which class owns the property, for the simple

-~ reason that no class owns property under such a social system.

.~ The state is the repository, the owner of all social property.

" .The state, however, is not a class but a political instrument

- of classes. Property relations in a collectivist syetem are

- therefore expressed, so to speak, in state relations. The 8O-

.- cial rule of the proletari»t — which, unlike all preceding alpe~
. 8es, 1s and must remain a propertyless class — lies in its polf-

- ¥1Ical rule, which it employs to destroy all private property
. BNd private-propervied classes as g precondition for safeguard—
' own rule, snd, eventually, for its own dissolution into

(o‘r')'_

~ ¥ Trasslecs socialist society.
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‘When the Russian proletariat, through its various organi~
zations and institutions, controlled the Soviet state, in the
period of Lenin-Trotsky and for some time thereafter, the So-
viet republics were a workers! state, with bureaucratic and

' even- capitalistic deformities. The Stalinist counter—-revolution
- consists precisely in the destruction of all semblance of Wwork—
- - 1ing class control over, or influence in the state, and the usur-
% pation of all political, and therefore economic, power by the

g bureaucracy. The final triumph of the Stalinist counter-re-
" volution coincided with -~ is represented by - the complete deg—

truction of the last representative proletarian organization

in the country, the Bolshevik Party, and its replacement by
"y the party cf the bureaucracy bearing the same name. Like the

proletariat, the social rule of the Stalinist bureaucracy,

--Which is also a private-propertyless class, lies in its politi-~
- cal rule and can lie only in its political rule which it em~
. ploys to destroy all private-propertie classes in order to
.. preserve its own class domination - to preserve it also from
- the proletariat it exploits and opprecses. :

- "'Inequality and the Bureaucracy
9. Irrespective of his refusal to.accord the rulers of the So-
viet Union the status of a wlass, it is Leon Trotsky in whose
. Works @n the subject are to be found the clearest analysis yet
- made of the origins and the rise of the Stalii.ist bureaucraoy
to its position of domination. The bureaucracy rose to power
~*".as the universal Soviet gendarme in the midst of "generalizéd
- want" - traceable in turn to the isolation of the original
" workers' s tate. "The basis of bureaucratic rule is the pover—
-ty of soclety in objects of consumption, with the resulting
- -struggle of each against all." Yet, the growth of the produc—
tive forces under Stalinism did not result in a relaxation of
s, the totalitarianism of the "gendarme" (the bureaucracy) but °
- ratheT in its accentuation. "The present state of production
is still far from guaranteeing all necessities to everybody. -
#+  But it is already adequate to give significant privileges to a -
- ...minority, and convert inegquality into a whip for the spurring
-on of the majority. That is the first reason way the growth of
- production has so far strengthened not the socialist, but the
_ bourgeois features of ' the state." But not the only reason. The
bureaucracy is "the. planter and protector of ineguality." 1In
digtributing the wealth of §cviet society, its guide is its own
interests and no other. "Thus out of a social necessity there
- ‘has developed an orgsn which has far outgrown its socially ne-.
- cessary function, and become an independent factor and therewith
the source of great danger for the whole social organism.”
~ (Trotsky). . : :

‘ " However, it is precisely in this process of becoming "an

- independent factor" that i. development into a class may be em-—
. tablished. "With the differences in distribution," sayse Engels,
" M"claps differences emerge." Booiety divides into classes; the
. Privileged and the dispossessed, the exploiters and the exploi-
“. ted, the rulers and the ruled ... Distribution, = how- 646
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ever, is not a merely passive result of production and exchange;
1t has an equally important reaction on both of these. The de—
velopment of each new mode of production or form of exchange
is a% first retarded not only by the old forme and the politi-
cal institutions which correspond to these, but also by the old
mode. of distribution; it can only secure the distribution which
1s essential to it in the course of a long struggle. But the
more mobile a given mode of production and exchange, the more
- capable it is of expansion and develoyment, the more repidly
. does distribition also reach the stage in which it gets beyond
1ts mother's control and comes into conflict with the prevail-
. ing mode of production and exchange." The "old mode of distri-
bution" prevelent in the workers' state was based, essentially
.on theeuality of poverty. A truly socialist mode of produc—.
tion could be based only on eQuality in the midst of abundance,
Abundance was possible only with a tremendous socialist devel-
‘opment of the productive forces and of labor productivity.

- But it is precigely such a development’/that was impossible
on the basis of one oountry alone, and a backward country like
Rugsia at that. "...A resl upward swing of socizlist economy

. in Russia will only be possible after the victory of the pro-

. letariat in the most. important countries of Europe" (Trotsky,

1923). It is therefore inadmissible, from the Marxian stand-
point, to apply decisively the principal criterion of social

-progress, i.e., the development cf the productive forces, to a

workers! state (concretely, to the workers'! gtate of Lenin and

Trotsky) in one country alone. ~The national limitedness of the
workers! state prevented the "real upward swing of socialist

, economy"; so also did the "old mode of distritkion," i.e., the
equality of poverty. The demands of Boviet economy for devel-
opment could not be satisfied by a capitalist restoration -

- Quite the contrary. They were satisfied by an unforeseen so—
clial development. . . -

- The Bystem of Bureaucratic Colleotiviem

-The bureaucracy arose and it organized and developed fhe
productive forces, including the principal productive force of
. socliety, the proletariat, to an enormous degree. It accom—
- plished "a real upward swing" of Russian economy, but not of
Bocialist economy. With barbarous, anti-socialist, bureaucra—
tic methods, by introducing and constantly accentuating in- ]
-equality, it lifted backward Russia to the position of one of t
the economically most advencee countries of the world, expand- =
- ing the productive forces at a rate unknown in any contempor— 3
ary capitalist or semi~capitalist country, right in the midst J
of a ragingworld capitalist crieis, in a period of a violently
contracting world market and without the benefits of the world
matket enjoyed in the past by every capitalist country. But
it is precisely at that point that one of the fundamental dif-
ferences between bourgeois Bonapartism and Stalinist "Bonapar- -
- tism" must be establ ished. Whereas the Bonapartisg of Bismarck-
ian regimes of the Stalinist bureaucracy undermined and finally
destroyed the social rule of the proletariat in Russia and es—
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tablished in its place a reactionary system of social relations
the class rule of bureaucratic collectiviem. Traditional Bonar,
partiem was a political regime established to preserve the rule
of the bourgeoisie. The 8talinist regime rose as a new social
system which destroyed the rule of the proletariat. For a so-

. cialist development of the productive forces, i.e., for a devel~
opment based upon the planned collaboration of a number of
workers! states in which are included technologically advanced

i vcountriesz a democratic political regime and a stead, growth of
RN equalitarlanism are sufficient,. For. the bureaucratic—collect iv—
Y igt development of the productive forces in the Soviet Union,

e new ruling class was necessary, that is, a particularly brutal

gendarme converting "ineQuality into a whip for the spurring on
of the majority," and steadily accentuating the inequality in
favor of the ruling class. g r : '

.. Under the social system of bureaucratic collectivism, this

+ 1nequality can manifest itself economically only, or at least

- primarily, in distribution, since in the field of property-own—
-ership, gi; classes are equal - none of them owns social proper-

- ty. With the new mod® cf distribution, the bureaucracy develop- -

. ed a new mode of production, production for the swelling needs

.-of the bureaucracy, based upon state property and the enslave-

~..ment of the working class. It was this new mode of production .

~~ which was, in Engels! worde, "at first: retarded not. only by the
old forms and the political institutions which corresponded to

~these, but also by the old mode of distrihtion." C(lasses are
the product of struggle. It was in the course of the struggle
againgt "the old forme and the political institutions which

. “correspondee to these (and also) the o0ld mode of distribution" -~
that is, against production for the needs of the masses, ¥gainst
the democratic working class political institutions (the So-
vfets, the revolutionary party), and the more or less equali-

, tarian system of distribution - it was in the course of the

- Btruggle against these that the bureaucracy developed as a

. class and consolidated itself.as the ruling class.

Limitaiions of the New Order

. 10. The perspectives of the new social order in Russia and the
new ruling class are narrowly limited by the specific and
- unique historical circumstances which gave birth to it. It is
- not, of course, possible to set down dogmatic and categorical
- laws of historical development for this new phenomenon; unlike
- capitalism, for example, it has no long history behind it which
-~ permits of a conclusive historical analysis. Political economy,
- obéerved Engels, "as the science of the conditions and forms
ugder which the variocus human societies have produced and ex-—
changed and on this basis have distributed their products -
political economy in this wider sense has still to be brought
into being. Such economic science as we have up to the present
is almost exclusively limited to the geneesis and development
0f the capitalist mode of production." " So far as it has been
- possible to observe and-analyze the phenomenon of Btalinist
bureaucratic collectivism, however, its essential characterie—
tics may be established even now. 4
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Puresvoratlic collectiviem is a naticnally-limited phenome— %
noa, sppsaring In history in the ccurse of a singular conjunc—~ ]
~ticn of circumstances, namely, she isolation and decay of & i
proletarian revolution in a baokward country and a world-ocapi-~ ;
talist encirclement. Its ideology is not merely nationaligt in :
general, but Russian-nationalist; its theory and banrer is not
80 much "socialistm in one country alone" as "socialistm" in _
.this particular country, Rusesia. Its eXpansion beyond the fron—
tiers established by the revolution has been, thus far, episo-
~dig, conjunctural. But a far mcre fundamental consideration ds
thig: Russian capitalism was ripe in 1917 for a socialist revo-
lution but not for socialism; world capitalismwas ripe in 1917,
and is over-ripe today, not only for the socialist revolution
but for the complete socialist reorganization of society. On
a world scale, there is already a class; fully matured socially,
capable of putting an end to the anarchy of capitalist produc—
tion and capable of developing the pfoductive forces gocialig~
tically, .that is, capable, once it is in power, to do on a
-world scale what the proletarist in Russia proved incapable of
doing by itself, in one coyntry alone. - o : -

The bureaucracy in Russia became the ruling class because
capitaliem in the rest of the world remained in power; in turn,
the Stalinist bureaucracy has prolonged the term of power of
capitalism. The bureaucracy in Russia is & by-prcduct of the .
delay of the world proletarian revolution; it will not continue
in power with the advent of that revolution. As a new ruling
class, in a new, exploitive society, it has come on the his-
torical scene belatedly, 2B an anti-capitalist anachronism, its
belatedness and transitoriness are underscored by the exiséeno@
on a world scale of a matured, socially-—qualified.proletariat.
From the day of its birth, it is torn by mounting contradic~
tions, which make impossible the firm and durable consolidation
of bureaucratic collectivism "in one country." Genuine planned
economy on the basis of state property is impossible in one
‘country, in a hostile capitalist world environment. Planned
economy conflicts at every turn with bureaucratic management -
and appropriation of surplus products. The rate of develop~-
ment of the productive forces, made possible by the existence
of state property, is decelerated after & period of time pre—
cisely by the increase of inequality which was the initial
spur to this development, that is, by the increasing appropria— °
tion of wealth by a swolien bureaucratic stratum. The totali- -
tarian Great-Russian oppression of the peoples of national re-
publics engenders disintegrative centrifugal tendencies at the-
periphery of the bureaucratic empire. The anti-revolutionary
nationaliem of the bureaucracy conflicts with the "interna—
tionalist needs" of the economy, that is, its need of fructi-
fication by a rational world economy; this in turn facilitates
the destruction of the whole ®conomy by world capitalism, its
reduction by the latter to the status of a colony or colonies.

The Second World War will thercfore be the supreme test af
Stalinist collectivism. Should world capitalism gain a new
lease on life end be spared defeat at the hand of world.revolu—.
tion, Ruseia c¢annot, in all likelibood, escape integration into
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the capitalist system as a colony or a series of colonies of

- imperialiem. 8hould world capitalism collapse under the blows ;
of proletarian revolution, the weight of the latter would orush . 3

- Btalinism to the ground &nd precipitate the third, final pro- ~ ~ = §

.~ letarlan revolution in Russia. ' ' -

" The Future of This prder .

- 1l. However, just what stages of development will be passed
- before bureaucratic collectivism in Russia is destroyed either
.. by the proletarian revolution or capitalist counter-revolution,
cannot be established categorically in advance. Bureaucratic
.collectivism is still in power and it is necessary to have as
clearly as possible in mind the revolutionary proletarian at—
- .%itude toward it and the political problems it raises. '

- -, Olasses and social orders are historically conditioned; e =

also are the bureaucracy and bureaucratic colleectivism in Rus~ =

- 8ia. Product of reaction, both the ruling class and the social .

~order it dominates'arée reactionary. The proletariat and its :
revolutionary vanguard therefore are uncompromisingly opposed

- to the politics of the regime and strive to overthrow it with

,all means consistent with the struggle for socialism. But the

" ‘Marxist proletariat recognizes that while this new social or-

-. der represents a reaction .¥rom the workers! state established
by the Bolshevik Revoludion, the forces producing this reaction
were not strong enough or not of such a pature as to bhurl Rus—

~sla still further back to capitaliem.

Russia remains a collectivist society, differing fundamen-

- tally from the workers!‘state of Lenin- Trotsky in.that it is

‘& reactionary collectivist society. But it has not been inte-
grated into the system of world capitalism. Bureaucratic col-
. lectivism is closer to capitalism, so far as its soclal rela-

~ tions are concerned, than it is to a state of the socialist
‘type. Yet, just as capitalism is part of the long historical
epoch of private property, bureaucratic collentivism is part -~
. an unforeseen, mongrelized, reactionary part, but a part never- .
,theless - of the oollectivist epoch of human history. The
- 8ocial order of bureaucratic collectivism is distinguished .
- from the social order,of capitalism primarily, in that -the for-
.. mer ig based upon a new and more advanced form of property,
- namely, state property. That this new form of property - a

" oonquest of the Bolshevik revoiution - is progressive, i.e.,
- hietorically superior, to private property is demonstrated

' theoretically by Marxism and by the test of practice.. -

+ - The proletarian revolution in a capitalist country wou}d

~ abolieh the reactionary social relations by abolishing private
-property; the proletarian revolution in Russia would abolish ..

the reagtionary social relations of bureaucratic collectivism

primarily by destroying the political (and therefore the so—

- cial) power of the bureaucracy but not the property formm on
which the bureaucracy end the social relations it esta?llshed.
are based, namely, state property. This fundamental difference
18 not ocalculated to distinguish the two sovial orders from the
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standpoint of where it is "easier" to carry through the prole—
tarian revolution. It is calculated, however, to indicate the
assentidl difference betwecn the two social orders — bureauscra— °
tic ocollectivism and capitalism - and the historical superior—
ity of the one over the other. In both cases, the prevailing
social relations are based on the prevailing property forme. In g
the one case, the property form would have to be abolished by 3
the proletariat in order to advance toward socialism; in the ' ;
other, the property form would have to be preserved. In the
case 0f capitalism, the establishment of state property would
be an historical step forward, it would be progressive, in com—
" parison with private property. In the case of bureaucratic co®
lectiviem the restoration of private property would be an his— 4
troical step backward, it would be reactionary, in comparison ;
~with state property. "An enormous mistake is made in counter—
posing state capitalism only to socialism, when, contraiwise, it
. 1s absolutely necessary in the given economic-political situa—
-tion to make a comparison between state capitalism and petty- A
- bourgeois production." (Lenin, 1981) In the same Marxian sense,
+. 1t may be said thet it is g mistake to compare bureaucratic
- collectivism only with a workers! state or socialism; it must -
"~ ‘be compared also with what is the main enemy of the world(not
- merely the Russian) proletariat, namely, world capitalism.
- From the standpoint of socialism, the bureaucratic collectivist
state is a reactionary sociallordqr; in relation to:the capi-
talist world, it is on a historically more progressive plane.

b e 2 e Y b
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The progressivism of bureaucratic collectivism is, however,
relative and not absolute, even in relation to the capitalist
world. Thus, for example, in conflicts between the Btalinist
regime, on the one side, and a colonial or semi-colonial country,
. which is part of the capitalist world, 'on the other, the revo-

- lutionary proletariat takes its’position by the side of the
colonial or semi-colonial country; the revolutionary struggle
for colonial independence is a decisive part of thé“etru%gle
against the main enemy of the proletaris , world imperialism.
Thus, for example,.in a struggle between Btalinist Russia eand _
capitalist imperialism, on the one side, and another section of ;
capitalist iiperialism on the other, the revolutionary proletar—
- 1lat takes its position against both camps, refusing to subordi-
‘nate or mitigete in any way its struggle against the main enemy,
imperialism, and imperialist war, to the defense of the Stalin-
.~ .ist sector of capitalist imperialist campt, any more than 1t
~would in a similar case with regard to a small nation: or a
colonial country, big or small, that became an integral part of
" an imperialiet camp. The rélative progressivism of bureaucra-
tic collectivism is not of greater significance to the world.
proletariat than, with all its soclal differences, is the strug-
gle for colonial independence. Under all circumstances, it is
' 'subordinated to the interests and strategy of the world prole—~

tarian revolution. . v
Under What Conditions Is Defense Possible?

© 138. The revolutionary'proletariat can consider a revolutionar y,
(that is, & critical, entirely independent, class) defensist
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position with regard to the Stalinist regime only under condi-~
tiong where the decisive issue in the war ig the attempt by a
hostile force to restore bapitalism in Russia, where this igsue
is not subordinated to other, more dominant, issues. Thus, in
cage of a civil war in which one section of the bureaucracy
seeks to restore capitalist private property, it is possible

for the revolutionary vanguard to fight with the army of the
8talinist regime against the army of capitalist redoration..
Thus, in case of a war by which world imperialism seeks to sub—-

- due the Soviet Union and acquire a new lease on life by Peduc—

- ing Russia to an imperialist colony, it is possible for the
proletariat to take a revolutionary defensist position in Rus—
sia. Thus, in case of a civyil war organized agsinst the exist~
ing regime by an army basing itself on "popular discontent" but

- actually on the capitalist and semi-capitalist elements still .

. existing in the country, &nd aspiring to the restordtion of ca-
pitaliem, it is again possible that the proletariat would fight

"in the army of Stalin against the army of capitalist reaction.

In all these or similar cases, the critical support of the pro-

_ letatlat is possible only if the proletariat is. not yet pre—

pared itself to overthrow the §talinist regime. =~ . ¢

On the other hand, it must be borne in mind that at their
- inception the inevitabie, progressive mass movements of the
workers and peasants againgt the reactionary regime, particu-~
" larly those movements which arise in the oppressed national re—~
~ publice, will be politically immature and confused, and influ—
.. enced by nationalist, federalist, democratic and even reaction-
.. ary prejudices. The Fourth Internationalists count heavily,
hewever, on the decisive revolutionary influence that ocan and’ -
©  Will be exerted upon such movements by the hundreds of thou-
sands of revolutionary militants who are imbued with the still
living traditions of Qctober and who would be the guarantee that )
the popular mass movements would take a proletarian direction. -
‘This is particularly true of such movements in republics like
the Ukraine, White Russia, Georgia, Armenia, Aserbaldjan, eto.,
.where the people's hatred of Stalinism has been cunningly and
systematically exploitee by reactionary imperialist forces from
abroad. However, in the event of a civil war, especially in
" a totalitarisn country like Russia, when the contending move-
“ments take the clearly-defined form of armies, with clearly dis-
- rernible social and political aspirations, the Fourth Interna—
" tional must be free to choose, depending on the concrete con-
ditions, between support of one armed camp or the other, or,
: if neither is possible for 'the revolutionary proletar%at, to
. work for the completely independent victory of the Third Camp.

~

What We Reject S A -

13. The Workers Party rejects the theory that the Soviet Unicn =
is a degenernted workers! state which must be unconditionally

+ defended against any capitalist country regardless of condi-

"' tions and circumstances. This theory covers up the class na-

ture of the @talinist bureaucracy and the reactionary character

of the regime. By the seme token, it tends to underestimate

“es2 :
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‘the full, reactionary significance of the bureaucracy. It dis—
Seminates the notion, disoreditable to socialiem, that a regime
which is a prison for the working class and in which the latter
does not have one iota of cantrol, nevertheless has something

"proletarian" - indeed, decisively proletarian - about it, sim-
pPly because of the existence of state property. It conflicts

with the revolutionary Marxian.criteria for establishing a col-
lectivist state as a workers' state. By the policy of "uncon—~
‘ditional defense," it has already, in the Second World War,

been compelled to give objective support first to one imperial-

. ist camp (the Axis, in the invasions of the Baltic, the Balkans
~and Finland) and, in the second stage of the war, to another

" imperialist camp (the Allies, in Iran, in the Pacific-and in
the Arctic). The theory denies, further, the existence of Stal~
‘inist imperialism, as the poliocy of bureaucratic aggression and

. eXpansion, and thus objectively covered the invasions of 1939-

1940~1941 while declaring contradictorally at the same time
its opposition to "the seizure of new territories by the Krem-—

"~ lin." The Party therefore rejects also the policy of uncon-

.. ditional defensism with regard to the reactionary Stalinist
state. o : \ : ' N
14, The Workers Party rejects the theory that' the Soviet Union
. 1s a fascist capitalist etate anc the political line flowing
from it. The bourgeoisi. elements in Russia are an unsubstan-—
tial social groupingr The principal basic charasteristics

~ of capitalism are absent in ith2 Soviet Union — private proper—

ty, wage labor and commxodity production. The ruling class in
Russia is not composed of capitalists, that is, of owners of
.capital; the income of the members of the ruling class in
Russia is not derived from profit accruing from the ownership
of capital. Free labor in the Marxian sense of the term long
ago ceased!to exist in the Soviet Union. Neither is there the
prevalence of commodity production, that 1s, production for
- the market. The Pgrty also rejects the policy, flowing from
this theory, of support of democratic capitalism against the
. "fascist capitalism" of Russia as a disguised form of support
for capitalist restoration; and on the same grounds, rejects
the petty-bourgeois utopia of a struggle for a "Constituent
Assembly." The Party finslly also rejects the policy, flowing
- from this theory, of no united fronts under any conditions in
this country with the "fascist" Communist Party, as only a new
version of the o0ld Stalinist theory of "social fascism'"; the
Party reaffirms the admissibility of united fronts, under cer-
tain conditions, with the Communist Party as a party.

15. The Workers Party rejects the theory that capitalism and
bureaucratic collectivism are "equally reactionary" and the
~political line flowing from it. This theory implies the su—
periority of "democratic cepitalism" to totalitarian collecti-
viem, which cazn only open the road in practice .to supporting
Yeactlonary movements of capitalist restoration. Thé Russian
proletariat could t ake power in 1917 only when backed by the .
revolutionary~democratic peuzsant masses. Capitalist democracy
can struggle for power agsin in Russia only if backed by reac—
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tionary world imperialism, that is, Russia can be reintegrated
into the capitalist world only in one of two forms - either un—
der a savage, fascist or semi-fascidt dictatorship, or as &
group of colonies of imperialiem, with the latter as the morse
likely form. The theory of a "bourgeois-~democratic!" or a ;
"democratic" revolution against the Stalinist dictatdrship which
"will not restore capitalism" but "only" establish "democracy"
under the rule of a "Constituent Assembly" is a reactionary
dream propagated for years by XKautsky. The reactionary ligui-
dation of Stalinism can be accomplished only by means of the
most brutal military dictatorship of the bourgeoisie; the re—
voluwtionary liguidation of Stalinism can beaccomplished only
~under the leadership of the proletariat fighting under the ban—
.ner of international socialiem. Any intermediate choice is an
~-illusion, a trap, a dreay, a petty-bourgeois Utopia. The

theory of the "equally reactionary” character of the two mutu-
-ally hostile and irreconcilsble classes and regime can only
. .‘have the objective effeot of disarming the Russian proletariat

" in face of capitalist restoratipnism, by preaching the lie that
it is a matter of indifference to the workers if the present
. regime ig liguidated by c apitalist reaction and the bourgeoisie
.- restored to power. . - ‘ _ S

- Our Bapnér: "Internationalism

' PR A . - . .
- 16. In the Boviet Union, the revolutionary proletarist stands
. on the fundamental program of the Fourth .International. It
. declares an uncompromising struggle against 8taliniem, and a—
. gainst all its reactionary theories and policies. Under no
~oircumstances does it give an iota of political support to the
. . regime. It calls for the revolutionary overthrow of the rul-
~ ing class. The program of the Fourth International calls for
the restoration, not of democracy in general, that is, of
- bourgeois d emocracy, but of proletarian, Soviet democracy. It
works for the re-assembling of the forces necessary to estab-
- JTish a genuine Bolshevik Party. It works fur the transforma-—
~tion of the trade unione into fighting -organe of the working
class, defending their interests against the class interests
the exploitations and oppression of the ruling bureaucracy-. it
-~ calls for the re-estgblishment of the democratiec Soviets and
. the Soviet regime, and works to drive the bureaucracy and all
.other alien class elements out of the reconstituted Soviets.
It proclaims its sympathy with the national aspirations of the
-oppressed peoples and minorities, fights for their independence,
.- and pledges itself to recognize the right of self-determination
. of these peoples, warning them at the same time of the dangers
~"of falling into the trapoof bourgeois nationalism or becoming
‘tools of enemy exploiting olasses of foreign imperialism. It
pledges itself to work for the support of the workers and toil-
ing people throughout the world, to every progressive struggle
of the Soviet peoples against the tyrannical regime that op—~
presses them. It calls upcen them to rekindle the fires of the
. October Revolution, to destroy root and branch the incubus of
"bureaucratism that has fastened itself upon them, to unite with
the proletariat of the whole world in renewed struggle for the
- 8oclalist emancipation of the toiletrs. . : 654'




- RESOLUTION ON TIE RUSSIAN QUESTION

For many years the fact ghat in Russia the means of’ wro=-
- duction were. state propsrty, was sufficient for the Fourth
Internctional to characterize the working class as ruling
class and the Russlan state as a workers State.

Today, however, 1941, side by side wlth a tremendous but
declining rate of 1ndustrial expansion in Russia, the working
oclasa has been reduced to a state of pauperization, slavery
and degradation unequalled in modern DEurope, The real wages
of -the workers are approximately one-half of what they were
in 1913. A bureaucrat holds all economic and political pé6-
wer, To continue to call the Russian workers the ruling
claas 1is to make a statement. without neaning.

Yét Trotsky never wavered from tnis position. It led him,

the direct successor of Marx, Engels and Lenin, into calling
upon the workers of Russia to be the best soldiers in an army
that was, acom rding to his own statement, acting as the tool
of an imperialist power., The Workers Party, in refusing to
accept this position, ond in calling upon the Ryssian workers
in this war to turn the guns In the opposite direction made

.a profound break not with all thdt we have thought on- the
Russian question, but with something far more important, with
~ how we have thought about it. So profound a difference must
convince the party that what we face 1s not a re~hash or mani-
pulation of our previous ldeas. bit a fundamental revaluation

of the method and ecquipment with which we previously approach-

ed the questlon. Uniess this 1s absolutely and thoroughly
done,vthe party will live in a stote of continual uncertainty,
confusion and recurrent conflict about our fundamental alms.
This explainsg the scope and method of this resolutlion.

2. The Marxlan Theory of Society

' Marx rests his theory of society upon the technical 1eve1
of the instruments of production under given historical cir-

- oumstances, "Assume a. particular state of development in the
productive forces of man and you will get a particular form .
of commerce and congumption. Assume particular stages of
development in production, commerce and consumption and you
will hawe a corresponding social order, a- eorresponding or-
ganization of the famlly and of the ranks and classes, in a
word, a corresponding civil society." These are Marx{s ‘own
words., The purely historical, l.e., the chronological enaly-
s13 of soclety places property first., The logical method of

‘Marx examines the .actuzcl historical relatioms always as an
expression of the loglcal analysis, which begins with the
techinical level of the instrucments of preduction. Thisde-

termines the relation of the people to each other and the di-

vision Into classes, which then determine the relation of

the classes tp the instruments of production and the resulta
nf labor, These last usually expressed in laws, are the re-
lations of property, which from his earlist wrltings, Marx
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always defined as an oX .gﬁéidtthe mode of production,

This 1a the strict Marxian terminology and the strict Mapxian

- ' sequence as can be seen from a casual reading of the Preface
" to the Critigue of Political Economy and The Communist Mani-

- festo. _
g ——— .

Applying this method to Russla we find that in 1941 the
technical level of production, unsupported by one or more
powerful sociallst states, compels a social relation of ex-
ploited wage~laborers and appropriating capitalists, In or-
der to achieve the bourgeols-democratic revolutilon in 1917
the proletariat was compelled to selze power. But this sel-
gure of polltlcal power was due chiefly-.to the incapacity of
rthe ruling olass and the conjunctural historical clreumstan- .
~ oes. The working ¢lass lacked the maturity 1n produgtion of
" a mrolebariat which was a majority of the population and had
. been trained and disciplined by large-scale capltallsm, All
- political power rests in the last analysls on and 1s deter-
mined by production relations. This was the reason for the
insistence of Lenin and Trotsky that wlthout the proletarian
- revolution on a world wide scale, the Russicn proletariat was
- doomed to sink back to the positlon of wage~slaves, 1l.e.,
the restoration of Russia to capitalism, This 13 exactly
what has happened, The whole soclety has turned 1tself alow=
-1ly over and once more the working class has been pushed back
into that submisalve role in production which is determined
by the low technicnl level of the productive forces judged on .
a national scale. The bureaucracy 1s completely -master 1w S
the r oductive yr ocessand that ls the bases of its political

No more convincing exposition'of Marx 's théory'of a
- 8soclety resting on the technical level of production can be
~ wished for. : i g ‘ S

3. The Theory of Capitallst Soclety

Contrary to expectation the role of managers cf produc-
tion has not been selzed by members of the old ruling class,
‘The definition of the class which is today master of Russia
‘must rest on an analysis of the mode of production which now
" prevalls. Tpe hlstorical conditions. of capltalist productlon.
‘are as followa(l) the existence of the world market, (2) the
. existence of a class of "nominally free" wage-laborers, (3)
the ownershlp or monopoly of the mecns of production by a
class which rules production and disposes of the preperty,
- (4) production by wivate persons for a free and uwertain
market. Such a soclety produceg a certaln type of p oduct,
the capltalist commodlity which has its own speclal commodlity
characteristics. <The labor countained Iin it has the double
aapect of both use-value and exchange-value, To use Marx's
- own words "all understanding of the facts depends upon thig.. -
and any analysis of R;ssla which descrlbes it as a soclety . o
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Ysrforescen" by Marxists But yet omits a consideration of

thig and other aspecta of the Yaw of value is 3o inadequate

as to Be not only misleading but valueless. The law of value
can be rejected. It cannot be ignored or allowed to go by de=~

fault in a Marxist party. - - —.

- The Marxian law of value, however, is merely ah express-
jon of a certain type of society. This society contrary to
all other socletles we have known and expect to know, makes
the extraction of surplus labpr (called in this instance
gupplus-value) the main aim of production. For Marx "the

capitalist mode of production (i3) (essentially the productionA

.~ of surplus value, the absorption of surplus“labor". This is
‘cruclal., "It must never be forgptten, that the production’

- of this surplus-value -~ the reconversion of a portion of it
“into capital, or accumulation, forms an indispensable part

.0f this production of surplus value - is the immedlate pur-
pose end the compelling wotive of capitalist production, It

- willl not do to represent ocaplitalist production as something .
~-which it is not, that is to say, as a productlion having for

its immedlate purpose the consumption of goods, or the pro-

duction of means of enjoyment for capitalists. This would be

overlooking the specific, character of capital}st production,
which reveals ftsdf in its lnnermost essencé,” This is the
main alm of productlion in Stalinlist soclety, a capltalist so-
ciety. All other societlies produced for consumption and en-

joyment. , ,

All previous societies produced surplus-labor, but ex-
cept in-isolated instances, wants or use~values were the
maln purpose of production., It is only in a society wheré
1abor is free of all contact with the means of production,

© wilthin the enviromment of the world market, that the contra-

- dlction between productlon for use and for surplus value do- -
. minates the whole soclety. Marx speaks of the difference be=
tween the use-value and the exchange-value of the commodity

as the antithesis of the commodity. The contradictions.and
antagonisms of capitalistic society are merely embodimentes of
this antithesis, which is to be resolved in the synthesis of
sociglism, 1.e. by the reuniting of the man of labor and the
means of labor, and the abolition of the capitalist world
market. International socialist society will produce sur-
plus labor but it once more has as its sole aim the produc-

~ tion of use-values. : oL ' '

Today thia antithesis between production for use and

production for surplus-lsbor can be... seen nowhere so clearly

as in Stalinist Russia. And that stamps this soclety as be-
~ing of the s ame inner essence as capitalism. Up to 1928, ‘
the use-value of the commodity predominated to the limited
extent that thiswas possible in a backward soclety ip the
environment of the world market. The industrial‘proletariat
in that year lived, at the very least, up to the standard of

1913. The Firsg{{agr Plan predicated doubling of the subsis~ -
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K - bor, for the sake of more production, for the sake of still
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. \

tefioe of the working clage by 1832. But from 1929 a deelsive
- change began. The lowerihg of agricultural prices in the
world market threw the Russian plan into chaos. The compe-
tition on the world market, in its modern form of imperial~ .
-1s8t war, compelled the bureaucracy to reorganize the plan to
~meet the threat of Japan, at heavy cost; and with the coming
to power of Hitler and hils announoement that the main enemy
was Russia, the change in Stalinist production and in Stalin-
ist society became: more uncontrollable. The bureaucracy was
compelled to continue the process of industrialization at
feverish speed. Under such circumstances, in a backward
country, with an immature working class, the main aim of pro-
duction inevitably must become the production of surplus-la—

more producticn. And all this at the ‘coet. of the working -
~class. This is the specific characteristic of a capitalist '
production. This economic necessity compelled an enormous
increase in the xa:pressive apparatus, the consolidation of A
~the ruling bureaucracy by concrete privileges, honors and au -—
thority and the destruction of persons and ideology connected 1
with the October Revolution. The necessity of autarchy, -at—= - 7
tempting to.produce all, that Russia needed within its own R
borders, resulteddin further disruption of production, and .
the mounting indices of production as a consequence represen—
ted large uncconomic investment, thus increasing the strain

upon the workers. B8Stakhanovism was & perfect expression of

the qualitative chenge in Russian society. The climax came’ 3
in 1936-~1937 with the partial breakdown of the economy as .
exemplified by the charges of Trotskyite saborage in-every . . - .
‘branchy of production. In the historical circumstances of ~
Russia, the antitheeis between the production of surplus

value and use-value has reached a stage unknown in other ca-
-pitalist economies. The state of wcrld esonomy today pre-
cludes any thought of a cess=tion of this mode of production.
The economic power of the bureaucracy precludes that this

can be done otherwise than at the continued and growing ex-
‘pense of the working claess. The system has developed in

every essential of production into a capitalist system and

the parasitic bureaucracy has been transformed into an ex—
- ploiting capitalist class. Henceforward its law of motion
must be the same as that of other capitalist societies. 4An
approximate date for the completion of the process is 193€,
the year of the Stalinist constitution. .
. 4. The Necessary Movement of Capital and its Forms of

" Manifestation « : - / . -

. That the laws inherent in capitslist production in Rue-
gia manifest themselves in unususl forms is obvious. But
~ their unusualness in Russia is not uniqug. It is exceeded .
" by the c apitalism which Marx himself invented. .To deduce |
the laws of eapitelist production, Marx constructed a capi- o
talism such a s never existed and never could exist. 1In it : =
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labor, like every other commodity, was always sold at its
value, the capitalist found dn the market whatever he wisghed,
consumption was always equated tc production, fluctuations
of prices there were none, no single capitalist enterprise
advanced in front of the other in organioc composition, unem-
ployment and crisis were absent, allwas in complete equili -
brium; no capitalist could construct for hiiself a more

ideal haven of peaceful accumulation. Yet this is the capi-
talism from which Marx drew his alws of motion, and even

this capitalism Marx proved, was bound to collapse. From
this abstraction, whichwas the frame in which he worked in
. Volumes I and II, Marx then turned and in Volume III showed
the devastating manifestation of the law of motion in capi~

. talist society as it actually was, Thus the very method on

which Capital was constructed is awarning to all hasty and
111-baged attempts to baptize societies as never before seen,
trom a consideration of their external forms of manifestation,
- and not from an analysis of their laws of motion.

Marx dealt extensively with the crisis of over-produc-
tion but in 1886 Engels, 'in a preface to Oapital, calmly sta—-
ted that the deqennial oycle of prosperity, overproduction -
and crises, seemed to have come to an end, leaving a perman-
- ent depression. A few years later he wrote that perhaps
thig prolonged stagnation was only the prelude to a general
- world wide crisis, but he was not certain. . That the cont-
inued absence of the cycle of prosperity, overproduction andc
crisis invalidated the law of motion of capitalist society
was obviously far from his thought. For Marx orisis was an
- expression of the contradictions inherent in the movement of
capitalist society. The c¢risis would express itself in dif-
- ferent forms but the contradictions of the capital relations

- would continue. : ~ ' - :

The "free and uncertain" market of "pure" capitalism has
been abolished before now in a national society. Lenin in
1917, before the revolution, stated that the immense major—
ity of the capitaliste in Russia were not. producing for the
market at all but for the 8tate which advanced them money.
1t was not commodity production, which, he explained, was
production for a free and uncertain market: It was not "pure'
capitalism (the guotes are his own) but "4 special type of
national e conomy." In Germany today that process Lenin des—
cribed is immensely more advanced than it was in Russia. It
would be a perversion to assert that production in Germany
igs for a free and open market. It would be equally disas-
trous to see in the abolition of the traditionall¥ free ca-
pitalist market, a basic change in the society. he law cof
motion is not thereby altered. To the contrary, it is the
nature of the law of motion to abolish the free market. In -
Russia the commodity is no longer the product of p;ivate in-
dividuals. But it is, however, the law of capitalist pro~-
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~duction to sbolish the private character of capital, That Marx
expected the revolution to occur before this was complpted al-
" ters not one thing in his analysis of the moverient of the se~

clety. The jolnt-stock company is "the abolition of eapltal: as

.

private property withln the boundaries of .capitalist production." - :
The concnntraticn of all available capital in the hands of the

» Bank of England "does away with the private character of capl- i
tal and implies in itself, to that extent, the abnlition of ca-

pital. The climax of this process ia the ownerahlp of all ca-

pital in the hends of the State. The bourgeoisie continues tn 3

draw divi®ends,but > the drawing of dividends does not make a 3

. gystem.capitalist. The d1vidends can be drawn from a Workers' |

" State.- It is the fact that the state acts as the entrepreneur

-~ and exploits the workers that is decisive. Intereet-bearing

, canital repgenents capltal as gwnership compared tn capital as _
afuntion: .© And, still more cleer, "The investing capitalist

o ‘derives his claim to mw ofits of enterprise and consequently

©- the profit of enterprise ltself, not from his ownership of ca=-

- pltal, but from 1ts p oduction functlon as Ais+inguished from

. its form, in which it 13 only inert property." Marx in scores

" ro0f other places pointed out the distinction between productlion

.~and property: It ls one of his great contributions to economic:

.- theory, : : e : ’ :

\
i

But all this type of argument shows not only a ‘complete
incapacity te underatand Russia, but a narrowness of view which
wlll prevent any clear underqtandlng of further developments in
. traditional capltalist society. Marx'!'s definitions are both
precise and:sweeping. In all previous socleties land was the

- main factor in production. In eapitalist soclety the maln fac-
"tor is accumulated labor, within the environment of the world
" market, If the laborer contrels the accumulated labor we have
socialism. - Wherever it controls him we have capitalism. "It
" 1s only the dominion of past, accumulated materialized labor
~ over 1mmediﬂte living labor that stamps the accumulated labor
"with the character of Capital," Marx repeatedly wrote these
definitions. The most famous of them, ]ust as this last, ap-
plies literally tn Stalinist soclety. 'Capital is a deflnlte
interrelstion in sociol production belonging to a definite his-
torical formatlon of society., This interrelatlion expresses
1tgelf through a certaln tﬁing and gives to this thing a speci-
fic social character., Capitol 1s not the sum of the materlal .-
"and produced means of productlion converted into capital and
means of productlon by themselves are nd moré eapital than
- gold or silver are money in themselves, Capltal signifies the
meana of production monopolized by a certaln part of soclety,
‘the products and material requirements of labor made inepen-
dent of labor power in living human beings and antagonlstic to
them, and personifie® in capital by this antagonism. Such a
-goclety, whatever differences it may and must develop from
- clagsic caplitalism, will move In a certain dlrectlon and in a
certaln way. That is the heart -of the mroblem.
- o 6o
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., Here in the process of roduction, -and not in the process of

* divisione and of the mutual relaticns of the resulting cate-~

5. The General Law of Cspitelist Accumilation

If the contradictior between use-value and exchange value .
ie the pivot of the Marxian pelitical economy, its second dis-—
tinctive charaoter is, on Marx's own evaluation, his method of
analyzing surplus value, i.e. surplus labor in the modern hig-
torical conditions. This he treats aes an entity, and his de~
liberate refusal in theoretical anglysis to take into considera-
tion its subdivieions into industrial profit, '‘commercial pro-
. £it, interest, rent, taxes, efc., is a fundamental of his system.,
1% would be presumptuous to attempt to state it in words other
than his own. P"With the advance of accumulation, therefore,

" the proportion of constant tc variable capital changes. If it
was originally say 1:1, it now becomes successively 331, 3:1,
4:1, 5:1, 7:1, 8:1, so that, as the carital increases, -instead
of £ of its total value, only 1/3, 1/4, 1/5, 1/6, 1/8. etc., is
" transformed into labor-power, and, on the cther hand, 2/3, 3/4,
' 4/5,.5/8, 7/8 into means of production...With the growth of the = 4
total capital, its variable constituent or the lsbor incorpora— = . -
.. ted in 1%, also doesncrease, but.in a constantly diminishing
. proportion." . T . ‘ R CN :

The ‘disproportion between constant and variable capital . .
increases and, ultimately, such will be the strain on. the wor—
ker to produce the necessary surplus that, as Marx says in one
place, at a certain stage, if the laborer worked all 24 hours = -
a day, and the cppitalist took all the labor instead of merely @
the surplus over subsistence it still would not be sufficient.

- oirculation (the market) lies the fundamental contradiction of
-~ capitalist production. This is the bdasis of Marx's law of the
- falling rate of profit. "The fact that this analysis is made
- independently of the subdiviesicns of profit, which fall to the
ghare of different categoriea of persons, shows in itself that -
this law, in its general workings, is independent of those sub-

‘gories of profit. The profit to which we are here referring is
but another neme for surplus-velue itself, which is merely
observed in its relation to the total capital, instead of its
‘relation to the variable capital from which i1t arises. The
fall in the rate of profit therefore expresses the falling re-
.~ laticn of surplus-value iteelf to the total capital, and is

- for this reason independent of any division of this profit a-
mong various participants." Here is the key to the understand-
ing of the growing crisis in Russia. Part of the annual pro-
- duct gods for necessary wages. Part of it goes to replace the
constant capital used up. If as has been estimated the means
of production have to be renewed every ten years then the wor~
kers have to produce, yearly, beside their wages one~tenth of
. a constantly increasing capital. The rest is the surplus la- |
"bor. As the mass of czpital increases the mass of surplus la-, =~
- bor becomes proporticnately less and less. The workery with mo
~control over the process of production, receives less and less
of the product. At a certain stage, in order to make the de~
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creasing mass of surplus value approximately adequate to its
" task, the capitalist has no alternative but to lower the wages
and ircreace the exploitation of the worker. The worker re—
sists. The capitalist class then is compelleld to enslave him.
- Ultimately, says Engels, the worker will be driven to the level
- of a Chinese coolie. This is the inevitable enslavement of the
worker which Marx prohesies s0 persistently. If today when we
see the enslavement we begin to see it in a worker no longer
"free", but attacked tc the factory as the slave or the serf was
attached to the land, then the Party will have definitely left
the road of Marxiesm for the.most vicious and vulgar empiricism.
It is on this movement in the direct process of production,

that ig based the theoretical certainty of the collapse- of ca-
" pitalist production. The competition on the World market, the
enormous expenses-:of an exploiting society, with its mili%ary
‘apparatus, bureaucracy, clergy, police, etc. the decreasing pro-
‘ductivity of the individusal laborer, the millions who do work,
which can only be called work Muncder a miserable mode. of pro-
~duction", all this compels such a society to make surplus labor
and, surplus laobor alone, the compelling force of production.
- Thus at a certain stasge, as in Germany in 1632, the magnificent
productive apparatus stands crippled. 8uch is the size of the. -
©  means of production and thé organic composition of capital, that
the enormous quantity of surplus-lebor necessary for the pro-
' gressive functioning of a capitalist society cannot be produced.
The "functioning capital availsble to make this productive
apparatus work is-too little. It appears to be a plethora of
capital but Merx says this "so=called plethor of capitall is
always a capital whose mass does not atorne for the fall in the
. rate of profit. Capitalist precduction comes to a standstill
~ first,and foremost because the system demands that surplus la-

- bor be produced, and sufficient surplus-labor cannot be pro-
-duced. The contradiction between use-value and exchange value
has reached its apotheosis. The troublee of the market are .
merely the reverse side, the result of the contradictions in
* producticn. . : . ,

‘An identical process of production in Russia moves inevi-

tably to a similar result. The laws of capitalist productien,
" always immdnent in an isoclated Workers State and more so in a
backward economy, have been fcrced into action, in the envir-
onment of the world market. The crganic composition of capi-
tal in Russia mounts with the growth of industrialization. Year
‘by year, however, the mass of surplus labor must grow propor—
tionately less and less. Marx worked out his final theory of.
accumulation on the basis of the toctal sodial capital in the
country =nd denied that this altered the economic and histori-
~cal characteristics of the society. he expanses of an exploi—~ -
ting class within the environment of the world market, the

privilegee necessary to differentiate the classes, a vast mili-
' tary apparatus, increasing degradation qnd slavery of the wor-

ker, the lowering of his individual productivity at a stage b
.. when it needs to be increased, ali these features of Russla
are Toote¢ in the capital-waze labor relation and the world-
market environment. The advantages that Ruscia alone enjoy=d
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in 1928, centralization cf the means of production, capacity to
plan, have today been swamped by the disadvantages of the quest
for surplus labor. To. its traditionally capitalist troubles

the bureaucracy adds one of its own, an excesgive waste due to
the bureaucratic administration. But Stalin today, like Hitler,
contends essentially with the falling relsation of the mass of
surplus value to the total social capita. That is the economic
basis of the constantly growing persecuticn of the workers by
‘the bureaucracy. The bureaucracy is no worse than any other
ruling class. It behaves as it does because it must.. This is
the law of motion of Stalinist society. Ultimately the pro-
ductive apparatus of Russia will stand as impotent as Germany's
in 1933, end for the same reason, its mcapacity to produce the
necessary surplus labor which ie the compelling motive of pro-
duction for any modern class society. The strugzle in Russia
is not over consumption, as Trotsky thought, but over production,
and the Stalinist state 1is organized nine~tenths, not for steal-
ing, but for production. The Parfymust make this clear in all
its propagsnda and agitation and correct this serious error.

Thisg is. the reply to all who see some new type of societyw
- superse.ing capitalism, and solving its contradictions. All of
these theories are distinguished by their absence of economic
. analysis, or the flimsiness of their assumptions. If the Party
-should adopt the same ‘empirical method in ite own analysis, it
will completely emasculate its own capacity to answer and des-
troy the arguments of those who herald the managerisl society,
the "new" Fascist order, the garrison State, etc. This theory
is the heritage that Marx left for the proletarian movement.
And it is here that we must be clear or be always in confusion.
J e

4

~ 6. The Theory of Imperialism-

i Modern imperialism is a quest for markets in an attempt to
ocheck the alwaye declining relaticn of surplus value to the to-
tal social capital. 8o that Lenin, ffllowing Marx, bases his
' theory of imperialism on production and not on circulation. The
circulation process of capital, however, is important for ones
understanding of a particular manifestaticn of imperiagliem. In
Nolure II Marx repeats in almost every chapter that the capi-
talist has to eet aside some capital year after year until it
- ig larse enough for the purpose of reorganizing his enterprise
on the neceseary scale. Individual capitals may accurulate
quickly. What is importent 1s the total accumulation in re-
gard to the social capital as a whole. Tpis mass oﬁ surplus
labor, embodied in money capital and walting until it is large
enough, forms a substantial part oi the capital in the hands of
banks, and as capitalist production develops it becomes larger
and larger. This money-capitasl also Increases as capital ls
‘withdrawn from the production of commodities through its in-
capacity to produce profits. This is the money-capital Of,
which Lenin writes. But all imperialism was nct necessarily of
the partioular type Lenin analysed. Japan gnd Russia were not,
. as he said, '"modern, up-to-date finance-capital”, but as he ex—
plained, their military power, their domination of coloulal(pco}
<rterritories, their plunder :
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" power, prestige and revenues lays the empkLasis on the consump-

of China, etc., mase them imperialist. by 1914 imperialism was
therefore a struggie for ell or any kind of territory, for the
sake of the territory and in crder to prevent rivals gettingl
hold of it. This was done to control raw materials, to export
capital, to expand the commcdity-market, for strategic purposes,
in fact for any purpose which would contribute to the increase
- of surplus ¥alue. That is the obvious economic basis of Stal-
inist imperialism. Like Hitlerism it will seize fixed capital
or agrarian t erritory, tin-mines or strategic ports and trans—
" port manpower. Within its own borders the bureaucracy merci-
lessly exploits the subject nationalities.. Bhould it emerge
victorious in the coming war, it will share in all the grabbings
of its partners, and for the same reason. Trotsky's idea that
the bureaucraocy seeks foreign territory merely to expand its

tion of the bureaucracy. That is false. The ."greed" of the
- capital ist class is a result of the process of production, and '
the greed of the bureaucracy hae the same roots. With a produc- - ;
- tivity of labor as low as it is in Russia, and the overhead ex-~
penses of an exploiting society within the environment of the
world market as large as they are, equal to that of the most
highly developed capitelist states, it is not poseible for the
bureaucracy to esdape_the,same'funéamental problems of produc—
tion ds an advanced¢ capitalist state, and to move towards the-
same attempts at. solution. T . ' h

7. Fascism

If the relations of production in Russia are capitalist :
then the state is Fascist. Fascism is a mass petty-bourgeois o
- movement but the Fascist state is not a wmass petty-bourgeois . :
state. It is the political reflecticn of the drive towards com—
plete centralization of production which distinguishes all na-
tional economies today. , ' o

Finance~caplital and inter-locking directorates are a re- - {
sult of the growing concentration of capital and the increasing 1
socialization of production. The contradiction between this
socialization and the appropriation of the product for the bene—
fit of a few, drives the f ew into a position where to survive
they must act 'as one, sgainst the workers and against the ex-
ternal bourgeoisie. ' SR ' !

The Fascist state has deeper economlc roots than we have
hitherto acknowledged. In this respect the development of Rus-—
sia is a sign-post @s to.the future of capitalist society. In
1878 Engels (snd Merx approved) made a statement of the most
profound significance for the modern world; that the growing »
socialigation of production would compel the capitalists to treat
the productive forcee as social forces, o far as that was pos—
gible within the framework of capitslist relaticns. 'How far
is that possible? Today Life and Marx's Capital teach us the
probable extent and limits of this proceesc. lorx treated in
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Volume I the direct process of production and all the eseentials
of his doctrine are contained. in that volume. In the next vol-
une he treated circulation, as part of the process of production,
but as "secondary" and supplementary to production. The "one
fundamental condition" of the capitalist mode of production,
thesale and purchase c¢f labor-power he tells us himself that he
abstracted from circulation=and treated in Volume I. Then in
Volume III, his abstract analysis complete, he for the first
time, and only late in'the volume, subdivided surplus—value in-
“to profit, interest, rent, ‘etc. Today the capitalist class, im-
pelled to treat the productive forces as social forces, so far"
has left the property relations intact but the group in control
manipulates the surplus value more and more ac a whole. Less
and less oapital is apporticned to production by competition.
In Germany today capital ie coansciously directed to different
“branches of productien. . The process will continue. The Ca—
pitalists abolish the free market and shape circulation as far
as poecible to thelr cwn purposcs, rationing every commodity
including labor-power. But the one fundamental condition of
capitalist production, the sale and purchase of labor-power,
‘and the process of procuction, (Volume I) that they cannot al-
ter without destroying themselves. Lenin (in the last two pages
of Imperialism as early as 1916, saw that with the increasing
socilalization of production "privete economic relations and -
private property relat ions constitute a shell which is no lon-
ger suitable for its contents, a shell which must cf necessity:
begin to decay if its destruction is postponed by artificial
means.! The Commurist Manifesto of the Third International
gas written around the same thesis in the most pronounced
- form, - S ' ' o '

If Russia today has differences with a capitalist economy
~where the private property relations have decayed and produc—
tion is nationalized, these points are not Lo be detailed for
their own sake as being different. Nobody denies their dif-
ference. What is to be proved is that these differences alter
the law of motion of the sociecy. And this canhot be done, |
because the contradictions of the society are rooted in the °
class relations.of production which are identical and determine
all other relations., What was formerly private and uncontroll-
ed by the very develeopment of capitalist production becomes
‘more and more state-controlled. - :

- It is from there, where Marx placed his basic contradic-
tions, that all capitalist troubles epring. More and more
capitalist society, in Engels! rhrase, will capitulate to the
neceseity for planning of the invading socialist society. We
must be porepared for strange t rangformations. But as long as
wage-labor existe, the capitalist elass will have Whai‘Engels
called not more than the "technical elements" of a sclution.
"Technically", Hitler and Stalin have control of the means of .
- production and are able to do anything. In reality the so- 7
cial relaticns of production inside the country in the envir— o
onment of the world warket meke them merely vain fi;_,rhtelfs66'!5 e
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againgt the general current of world economy. It is this eco-
© npomic necessity of organizimg prgduction as a whole (the invad-

. ing socialist society) but yet the interests of a few, (the old
.capitalist soc%ety) that finde pelitical expression in Fascism.
Vhatever the method, capitalist economy forces the formation of
the totalitarian state owing to the needs of procduction.

. 8. Bocialiem-

The antithesic of Stalinist society and capitélistic sooiety

being the same, the solution of their contradictions is the same.
.~ 1t can be stated in a sentence. -The workers must take control
- of the process of production on a national and international

4,\scale; this achieved, automatically, according to the technical

development and the relation with the world market, use values
will begin to predominate. But with reasonable speed the came
- must take place on an international scale, or the quest for eur-
_plus-labor in the world ss a whole will drag down the socialist’
-8tate, unless it commands #n exceptionally well-developed and

eXxtensive area. "We live" said Lenin "not in a state but in a -

- gystem.of etates." " The consequences of this transformation will
o ber T , - =
1. The individual development of the laborer. It is on this
. that Marx depends with unwearying ineistence for the higher pro~
.- ductivity of labor which will be characteristic of the new so—~
~ ciety. "Variable Capital® will ncw, and only now meet "constant
Capital" in coordination. In no sphere has our party been so
guilty as in its utter neglect of this phase of production dur-
ing the last ten years. The necessary expansion of production -
-will t ake place and be maintzined in soclalist society through
the fact that the material and intellectual advantages of so-
 ciety, now the prerogative of a few, will be the prerogative
.. of ali,'and this for Merx, means the certainty of an enormous
development, not in the-worker getting more to eat, but pri-
‘marily as an agent in the process of production. The creative
capacity of the workers, the joy in labor znd service,-hitherto
seen only in the process of revolution, will be applied for the

first time ‘to production by the emancipated working class. That

- is the only way to solve the antithesis between use~value and
‘exchange value. To presume that Stalinist society has solved.
it is a monstrous absurdity. The degradation of. the Russian
worker is an economic fact. Man is the grestest of all produc-— -
tive forces, and once his potentialities are released, the era
of human frzedom will begin. !"Its fundamental premise is,the
.shortening of the working day." Until then scciety will be
increasingly like Russia and Germeny, and plunging to destruc-
- tion. ’ : - ' :

2. This release of the workers for creative labor in produc-
tion will be immensely encouraged by the entry into productive
" labor of the millions of idlers and unproductive leborers who
infest modern society -~ the bcurgeocisie, the lewyers, the pub-
licity men, the distributors, domestic servants, ~gitators,
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storm— —-troopers, polloe, etc. All Wlll be trained and placed
in productive {abor. They ere the ocvervhelming cverhead expen-—
ses of a clase society, in Russia as well as in Germany

ig' 3. Production will be for social needs #nd not for millions of

i non-Pproductive ccnsumers in army, navy, air-force, and their
useless and eriminagl expenditure. The 1nternat10nal division of
labor will become a sburce not ¢f enormous expenditure and au—

- tarchy, but a scurce of cooperation and continuous advance.

it is necessart to emphasize this today. For if it were

urderstood some of the noticns now srevalent in the Party could
not exist. The idea that if the bou“geo sie should nationaligze
production and property, the hope for SBocidlism is a Utopia, *°
that is a misunderstandingz of the contradictionsg cof capitallsm
which must bte driven cut of our movement. Such a transforma-—

~tion will sclve nothing. The three points cutlined above will
be as far from realization as ever. A new soclety begins when
the workers take power or when the world market ies abolished by
the domination of ong capitalist etate which would be an unspeak-
.&ble barbarism. Marxism Xnowe no other ™new" society far less

-~ any progressive new society.  Either the emancipation of labor
or increasing barbarism. ' . '

Only in the moet 2bstract sense can state~property be said
to be a higher form, as monopcly cepitalism was a higher form
then pre—monopcly capitalism.' Todsy we have reached a turning
point. The pauperization of the worker, which was formerly re—
lative, is now on a world scele, absolute. Today in the most
aQVanC”d capitalist eocieties, he iE on his way to slavery. In

ite present etage, capitalism, whatever its form, exiept in a
few arees and for declining periocde, can no lonper maintain the
. worker even in the conditions of his previeous slavery. Without

the proletarien revolution the state-property form can be the
vehicle of barbariem and the destruction of human society. Such
terms as higher and lower forms have no meaning in the concrete
circumsctances. It is not the form of property but the social
relatioris of production which are decisive. Today if the work-—
ing class is master the form is progr6551ve- If it is not, the
form is reactionary. "In bourgeois society living labor is but
a means to iricrease accumulated lavor. In Communist society
accurulated labcr is byt a meens to widen, to enrich, to promote
the existence of the laborer." Any soc1etj today, 1n which the
aim 1is not to promote the existence of the laborer is doomed to
.crisis &nd disorder and will go always closer to barbarism un-
til the workers taske power. That is 211 there is to Mar¥, and
as he himgelf stevee, on s~n understaznding of this, .all compre—
hension of thec facts deperds. . :

9. ©Political Conclusions

On the basis of the sbove analysis certain political con-—
clusions follow automaticelly. They are: 65(577
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. a) No defense of Russia under sny circumstences.

- The first condition for working out a long term poliecy about
Russia is to define the economic nature of the society and the
bistoric character cf the bureaucracy. It is bourgeois, and

. therefore has no rights over the struggles of the workers for

- their democratic rights. The struggle for sociallsm is the ,

' struggle for democracy, before, or after, the expropriation of
the bureaucracy. The bureaucracy in Russia Has to be expropri-
ated, driven away from its stranglehold cver the process and the

‘means of production. To do this the proletariat mobilizes alll

- the poor and all the oppressed of Russia. It is.prepared with— .

-‘out hesitation to restore private property to those peasants.

"Who wish it. It rejects a.united front with Kerensky and all

hig scores of followers in Russia who ask the proletariat to

. ment, or any other section of society it forms a united front
for what it considers to be working class demands, and for no-

- thing elee; it forms these on .its own conditions and the revolu-
“tionary proletariat keeps its hands free and makes or breaks
these attempts at united action as‘it sges fit in the interests
of the struggle for power. Nothing in Marxism compels the pro-
. letariat to form a united front with any group at any time ex~
. .ocept it thinks .to the advantage of the proletariat to do so in

- its struggle for power. . L -

" b) Denunciation of ‘the OP as the sgent of a Fascist power

It appears that in the minds of some this excludes a United
Front with the CP on a epecific issue. The conténtion.is not
only stupid but dangerous. A United Front is formed with a sec—
- tion of American workers mainly on their intentions against the -
' American bourgeoisie, or the world bourgeoisie, not on account
. of its belief in Stalinism. If it is not to be formed with them
beczuse the CP is the agent of a reactionary bureaucracy which

., 1s the enemy of the workers and of socialism, that excludes the

' United Front with the CP for all those who do not believe that
the working claes is still the ruling cless in Rusesia.' In the
‘case of Browder whom the American government attacked for ob-

' vious reasons, the Party will offer a United Front. If the @P
however, had called for a mass protest against the War in 1939,

"~ then with our pressnt policy the Party should have refused. But
even that refusal is nct definitive. For according to the tem—
per of the American proletariat the strength of the Party, the
 ‘staie of development or disintegration of the CP, the strength
of the bourgeoisie, the Party may even under gimilar circum-
stance, decide even to support a specific anti-war action by

the CP even though the call was dictated originally by the in-
terests of the Russian bureaucracy. The sophistry which indule
ges in superficial 'arguments of the above type must be rigor—
ously rejected. It would be most dangerous for the Party if it
allowed itself to be driven into considering the United Front

~within given circumstance toward a fixed goal. -

'{6¢8;;

~ fight for them so that they may each get a factory for themselves
+With Mensheviks, end with any section of the working class move— :, 3

~as a collection of fixed laws, instead of a tactical orientation. "«
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porior forma of organizing economy (state ownership and planning)
Stalinist Russla haa expe rlenced rapid, cyclical fluctuatlons
in the development o economy. In recent years there has been a
marked decline In the annual rate of Increase of.industrial oub
put. Even the brief reriods of increasing production do not
lead to greater soclal stability. On the contrary, they accen=-
tuate the ccutradictlons of the economy and the insecurlity of
the regime. Thus bureaucratic collectivism cannot develsp the’
preductive forcesa progressively in any soclally significant
sense, that ls, over a long historical priod, such as is the
cage with pogressive societies. .

It is the bureaucratlc,productive relations themselves which
hamper the development of the forces of producion. The terror-
istic regime, which 1s an lntegral mrt of these relatlons, ~
leads to constant disruptions in Eroductlon, such as those arls-
ing from the inevitable purges, he productive relations as a
. whole bring about continual disproportions in the output of the
varlous sectors of the sconnmmy dependent upon one another, and .
thereby tremendous economlc waste; the low efficlency of mo-

" duction arlding from the forced character. of labor and the po-

verty of the masses; the poor quality of industrial output, and

- the approprlatlon by the ruling class of an increasing share of
~ the national wealth. - \ FE

Under these condltlions, not only the massbs, but also the
- ruling clags, the bureaucracy, llve In permanent politlcal in-
security, uncertainty and terror, Stalinlsm has falled te es-
tablish either a progresuive or a stable economio and social
order. ,

5. The unique character of bureaucratic collectivism arlses
from its concrete historlal origins, It is the wroduct of the
bureaucratic bounter~reVOlutionary overthrow of the Russian ' o
Viorkers! State. : T T

The Bolshevlks, the revolutionary party of the proletariat,
took power in a culturally backward country, The economic and
political insecurity of the regime accentuated by the civil war
and Imperiallst fnterventlion, led to increasing limitations of
demacracy Iin the soviets, the trade unions, the factory com-
.-mittees, the oooperatives, and to the monopoly of politlcal s
power of the Bolsheviks. With the expropriation of the land- e
lords and the capitalists, and the nationalization of the basie - .~ i;
- means of productlon and exchange, the state and the economy

" were administered by a bureaucracy controlled by the Bolsheviks, -

E The counter-revclution carrled through by the utallnlst fac-
" tlon of the Party was strengthened by the defeats of the social-

" -1st revolutions in western TOpe » The old ‘bureaucracy was

gradually transformed by Stalinj the new bureaucracy, with the

Stalin faotion as its representative, utilized the administra-

tive contrnl of the state and economy and the slogans of the

Russian revolution to destroy 1ts: opponents within Russia and

In the Gommunist International, It developed the theory and

. practice of "socialism in ore country." On the one hand 1t 2
wiped out virtua]ly all remnants of the old capitaliﬂt elements‘~‘
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In industry, trade and agriculture and strengthened nationallized
proverty, On the other hand, it destroyed the limited workenrs
democracy that had existed (in the soviets, fachory commlttees
- ¢pd trade unions) and liquigated the revolutionary Bolshevik .
‘party, murdering its best representatlves,

In the bureaucraticallpdeformed workers' siate of Lenin and

- Trotsky, the politlical power of the proletariat was expresged

- through the political power of the revolutionary party, the Bol-
" sheviks., In cm™ishing every manlfestation and vestige of the :
.~ politinal power of the working class, the Stalinlsts thereby

" overthrew the workera'! state and converted the state property
into the indlapensable economic basias of its own bureaucratlc
totalitarian rule. When the Stalinists announced "the complete
and lrrevocable victory of sociallsm", they were in fact cele~ |
brating the triumph of bureaucratic oollectivism, g i o

6. Thus, the new Stalinist soclety was born es a reaction-
ary obstacle to the development of Russia and world soclety ‘
- toward goclallst freedom and security. From a hlstorlical view- oo
point, ssla has taken a hestard path backward from the reglme - = '
' established by the Bolshevik revolution., It is from the start -
v torn by contradictions and antagonisms which exclude the pogsi-
.. bllity of 1ts taking the progresslve road as did early bourge-
ols soclety. It arrives on the scene of history as an expres-
slon of world social reaction, at a time when on a world-wide
scale the economic condtiona already exlst for a great leap for~
ward from class exploltation to socialist freedom and plenty,

. and when the working class 1s the only soclal power which can
 Dbring about the progressive transformatlon of soclety.

7. The clags~consclous workers have no interests in common
with this new syatem of exploltation and oppression, bureaucra-~’
tlc collectivism, In wartime as during peace the revolutionary
8oclalist must not give any support to the Stalinlist state, Our
. task s that of awakening the working class to the soclallst
~struggle agalnst bureaucratic collectiviasm as agalnst democra- )
. tic imperlalism and Fasclsm ~ for working class power and social~
tom. _ o | St

Revolutionary soeialiats, therefore, are not defcnslsts with
respect to the Stalinist state elther in peacetime or in war,
. any.more than they are in the capltalist states. They advocate

© and support only those measures which lead towards the inde~ _
pendent organization and action of the working class agalnst te
burcaucracy, for socialist revolution and workers! power. They
*wlll sgek allles among the peasantry and th€ oppressed national
minorities within the Stalinist state. In the course of the
struggle against Staliniasm, there will inevitably arise both.
progreasive and reactlonary movements, both under the banner of
democracy. Revolutlionary soclalists, while advocatling soclal-
i1st democracy, will support . all progressive democratlc movements
-against Stallnism and seek to galn leadership in such movements.
They will oppose all reactionary movements, in pnrticular those
connected with the bourgeois imperialist power., Such movements
have as thelr aim the restoratlon of capitalism. Revolutionary
socialiats are as opposed to capltalist restoration In Russia o
‘as thoy are agalnst the malntenance of bureaucratlc collectivism,
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..occuples the pssitlen of a.huge natlonal trust which, by monopo-
lizing the home mariet, lntensifies the contradlctlion existing
in these countrles between the tendency for the unlimitad de-
velopment of the productlive fcrces and the growing limisations

- dities. From the standpnint of Russian industrial and cultural

" development, the overthrow of world capitalism is an indlspen=-

. sable condition for the liberation of its own nationally con-

fined productive forces, so that it ¢ould benefit fully from the
advanced Western technigue and take its place as an integral

part of a progressive world economy. Here also, bureaucratic °

~ter in its role as an assistant of omt-lived capitalist imper-
~4alism in the task of destroylng the 1ndepenient wcrking-clasq
?movpment for aocialism.

v 3. In contrast to ‘Russian bureaucratic collectisism, capl-
‘tallam in any of 1ts forms is based upon the p ivate (or cor-
porate) ownershlp of the basic means of pr oductionamnd exchange
by individual capitalists, and thé explolitation of the masses

: vidual capitalist property owners, -

_ Under Fasciam, and to a\groming degree In all modern capl-
talist imperlalist countries (particularly when they assume the
 form of war economy), the totalitarisn state control over econo-

.my doges not abolish but only supp >lements the basic productive
relations of capitalism. The Faselst state rogulation of capi-
tal investments, limitationa on mr ofits, forced.labor and fixed
. prices and wages, monopoly of foreign trade, etc., have m o~
‘duced new, subsidlary, productive relations which have been su-
_..per-imposed on the basle capltallst productive relaticns, and
" are indispenaable in order to maintain the latter in the con-
- erete historical condltiona of soclal crisis and war, In this
- regime of state-~controlled capltalism, then, the bureaucracy ls
_ the polltical agency of the propertied class, deéfending bourge-
- ols soclety, capltalist ownership, exploitation and profits, and
. conducting a war for the extenslon of the: fieLds of 1nveatment
for German big business. :

. 4. Unlike early bourgeoiq society which was p ogressive,
- bureaucratlc collectivism is reactlonary from the day of 1ts
.. birth. While 1t has succeeded over a priod in ralsing the in-
" dustrial level of the country, its productive relations are in
- ‘actuality tremendous obstacles to the real growth of the soclal
'(productivity of labor (the economic. basis of social mrogreas),
* ~the ralsing of the llving standards of the masses, and the de-
. velopment of society toward aocialisr security and. freedom.
. The Russian bureaucracy has suoceeded in lncreasing the in-
‘dustrial and agricultural output of the country only by the most
" ruthless exploitation of the warkers and mmsants; through totalli-
tarian control of the vast internal market and the abundant ma- .
.. terial and human resources at its dlsposal (raw materlals, gold,
man-power, etc.); and the importation of advanced capitalist
technlque from_abroqd. th deqplte these, and despito its su-

of the markets for capltal investments and for the sale of commo-".~ %

.~ enllectivism (Stalinism) reveals its soclally reationary e o ]

~with the alm of extracting more and more profits for these 1nd1~ r»fa,;




«35

In no case do we accept the alternatives - Stalinist reaoc~
tion or capitallst-imperislist rg¢actlon, as theé determinuant of
the struggle of the working ¢lass, any more than we do in the
cade of the alternatives Fascism or imp rialist democracy. Rg-
volutionary workers must take the third road: the struggle a-

- gainst both types of reaction and against the exploitative and
oppressive socletles from which they spring, the struggle for
the pollitical power of the proletariat and for soclalism, No
othqr victory oén lead to the emanclpatlon of-the working class

lf'and the progress of humanity. _ ‘ "

B, Hitler's invasion of Ruasia is an integral part of the.
Second Worid War, The immediate alm of the German attack 1s
‘the conquest of Russian territory primarily for economic and

v " military advantages in the struggle to defeat British and Ameri-
_ican imperialism; and the selzure of the rich Bussian resourcesa
~as a step t-ward complete world domination, The Anglo-American

‘" alliance with, and aid tn, Pussia are almed at the defeat of

German Imperialism. Stalints defense of Russia 1s a defense of

. the bureaucracy's dictatorlal rule over the Russian re ople and
the oppressed natlonalities (Ukraine, etc.), and a.defensze of

~ his imperinlist 00ﬁquests since 1939 in the Baltics, Balkang,

- etc.s As agalnst both Imperlalist camps - Berlin~Rome~Tokyo ‘and
- Washington-London=-ifoscow - the ‘Workers Party remains the Party

~of the Third Camp of Labor and the Oppressed Peoples,  In all:
the belligerent countries the interests of the working clasa -~

..“ the cause of genuine national freedom and socialism ~ call for

' unrelentlng opposition to the home government with the alm of

workera' govermments and a World Spciallst Federatlion, the only

read to durable peace and freedom,
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