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Charney Hits Use 
O f Soviet Troops

By Myra Tanner Weiss

The position taken by George Blake Charney in the 
Daily Worker discussion of the Hungarian situation, 
Dec." 3, represents a step forward in so far as he urges 

the immediate withdrawal of So-®
viet troops from Hungary. Char
ney is the firs t American CP 
leader to take this eminently cor
rect stand. “ Recent statements 
by the Soviet government and 
repeated in Pravda,”  Charney 
says, “ express a readiness to 
withdraw as soon as the situa
tion is stabilized. Well and good. 
Could not the Soviet Union re
trieve its position by a bold ap
proach to the people of Hungary 
—now?”

Charney bases bis stand on 
the fact that the struggle in 
Hungary is clearly dominated by 
the working class. “ Factory coun
cils have been established in 
Budapest and throughout Hun
gary . . he points out. “ The 
general strike has been conducted 
fo r several weeks by the work
ers through these councils. They 
are the decisive force in the na
tional movement. Surely i t  w ill 
not be said that they favor a 
fascist regime.”

A  SERIOUS WEAKNESS
Charney’s case however is 

weakened w'lien he grants the 
possibility that earlier Soviet 
intervention may have been jus ti
fied to prevent a fascist victory.

But there can be no glossing 
oyer the Nov. 3 events, as Char
ney does. For, i f  there had. been 
an imminent danger of fascist 
victory early in November, So
viet intervention would indeed 
have been justified. And class
conscious workers would hardly 
risk demanding the withdrawal 
of Soviet troops today, although 
they would most assuredly de
mand an end to the suppression 
of the workers and the workers’ 
councils by the occupation force.

■However, what are the facts 
about the struggle in Hungary 
from its very beginning? I t  is 
not necessary to accept the pic
ture painted by the West—-with 
the pro-socialist demands ob
scured to make better anti-So
viet propaganda. And it  cer
tainly isn’t necessary to accept 
t|ie traditjonal frame-up charges 
of the Kremlin to the effect that 
the insurgents represent "fas
cist counterrevolutionaries,”  as 
Charney is inclined to do. Isn’t 
the cumulative evidence of their 
frame-up technique enough to 
warn anyone against giving the 
slightest credence to claims of 
the Soviet bureaucrats?

A RECORD OF LIES
Only a few weeks before the 

Hungarian revolution, Khru
shchev and Co. accused Gomulka 
of restorationist intentions—then 
had to retract these charges. A 
few months before that, the work
ers of Poznan were accused of 
acting under the instigation of 
imperialist spies from the West 
—charges that were dropped in 
subsequent trials. Still earlier, 
thousands of “ Titoites”  were 
killed and imprisoned on essen
tia lly  the same charges fo r which 
later apologies had to be made. 
And before that there were the 
Moscow trials. Indeed, three dec
ades of purges in the Soviet 
Union perfected the frame-up 
techniques utilized by the bu
reaucrats in their e fforts to hold 
their power and privileges against 
the workers. Isn’t  this history 
sufficient warning that it  is above 
all necessary to conduct a rig id 
ly  independent examination of 
the facts?

Despite, all distortions bred of 
the propaganda needs of the im
perialist West— and despite the 
frame-up technique employed by 
the Kremlin—the facts in the 
history of the Hungarian revolt 
are a ll too clear to be concealed 
or misunderstood (See, fo r in 
stance, the reports o f Peter 
Fryer, London Daily Worker cor
respondent from Budapest or of 
Russell Jones, cited elsw.here in 
this issue.)

The firs t demands raised by 
the workers and youth in fbeir 
earliest demonstrations, the now- 
famous 18-point program, were 
pro-socialist in characer. They 
never altered thereafter. The U.S. 
imperialists, ever-hopeful of re
storing capitalism, may have had 
their stooges, spies and provo
cateurs on the scene. Horthyite 
elements may have dreamed of 
eventually recovering wealthy es
tates and dictatorial power. But 
their hopes have rested on a 
m ighty slim reed as long as the 
workers remained in revolution
ary motion. Their hopes w ill ac
quire better foundation only to 
the extent that the revolution 
is crushed and the workers are 
demoralized and further alienated 
from the Soviet Union.

Charney recalls that Khru- 
schchev only last February at 
the 20th Congress of the Com
munist Party of the Soviet Union 
asserted that “ The socialist sys
tem is marching forward t r i 
umphantly without .crisis or up
heavals.”  Charney also remem

bers how “ we greeted this analy
sis, and . . . drew strength from 
it. We never doubted its ac
curacy. And yet eight months 
later, we witness ‘crisis >and up
heaval’ in two of the peoples 
Democracies!”

Khrushchev can now fool Char
ney only a litt le  b it. But that 
much is enough to prevent Char
ney from .stepping out o f the 
confidence game completely and 
getting a good clear look at 
the Kremlin bureaucrats and why 
their regime engendered so much 
working class hatred in Hun
gary, In attempting to explain 
the background of the struggle 
in Hungary, Charney lays the 
wrong crimes on the door of the 
Kremlin. “ What price was paid,” 
Charney asks, “ fo r the dissolu
tion of the broad democratic co
alition in these countries . . . or 
for the forced program of so
cialization ?”

This would imply that the East 
European countries were not ripe

What Is a Political Revolution?

Not for Horthy But 
For Socialism!

Russell Jones, United Press 
writer, who was forced to 
leave Hungary last week, 
reported the following: “Be
lieve none of the stories that 
this was a misguided upris
ing fomented to restore the 
great estate owners qf the 
Horthy regency or the in
dustrial magnates. . . . The 
fiercest fighters were the 
workers, the proletarians in 
whose name communism had 
ruled. . . “A 17-year-old girl, 
twice wounded at Corvin 
Theater, told me she fought 
because ‘it isn’t right that my 
father with four children to 
feed should get only 900 
forints (S80) a month.’ The 
chairman of the workers 
council at the Csepel iron and 
steel plant with 38,000 work
ers, biggest in the country, 
saidi ‘These are our factories. 
We will fight to the death to 
hold them. Büt we will con
tinue plant maintenance be
cause we want to work here 
again.’ ”

By Murry Weiss 4
What kind of a revojutipn is j 

taking place in Hungary and 
Poland? Thip is certainly the 
main question that preoccupies 
the attention of the class-con
scious workers internationally 
and most particularly the Polish 
and Hungarian working class 
themselves.

Aside from the Kremlin, whom 
nobody believes, i t  is universally 
recognized that revolution, in the 
fullest sense of the term, is ex
actly what is taking place in 
Hungary. To a lessor extent, i t  is 
acknowledged that Poland is pass
ing through a revolutionary pro
cess—although with respect to 
Poland one hears a good deal of 
nonsense about “ revolution front 
above,”  “ revolution behind closed 
doors,”  “ bloodless revolution,” 
etc., etc.

I f  by revolution we mean the 
direct interference of the masses 
in historic events, that is, the In
tense activity of th e ' broadest 
working masses fo r the purpose 
of effecting fundamental social 
and political changes, then cer
ta in ly we are witnessing genu
ine revolutions in both Hungary 
and Poland.

And fo r anyone who does not 
wish to close his eyes to reality 
in favor of nurturing a dogma, 
i t  js clear that a revolution is 
brewing in the Soviet Union and 
throughout Eastern Europe.

K re m lin  C ounter-R evolu tion in  A c tio n

crisis was the 20th Congress of 
the Communist Party of the So
viet Union which heard the Khru
shchev revelations, and the fev
erish alternation and combination 
of concessions and repressions 
that has characterized the pol
icy of the post-Stalin regime.

Since 1933, the Trotskyists 
have analyzed the revolution that 
w ill overthrow the Soviet bu
reaucracy as a “ political revolu
tion.”  I t  is important to estab
lish the precise content of this 
concept of political revolution 
and check i t  against the actual 
revolutionary developments that 
are taking place in Poland and 
Hungary.

fo r socialism and that Stalin 
was merely impatient. But this 
is not true. These countries were 
over-ripe fo r the workers’ revolu
tion. The capitalist class heavily 
controlled by foreign imperialists, 
could rule only through fascist 
dictatorship. Stalin’s crime in 
East Europe was precisely the 
crime of s tifling  the developing 
revolution of workers in alliance 
with the peasantry on the heels 
o f H itle r’s defeat. The bureau
crats tried, but failed to estab
lish viable coalition regimes on 
the basis of capitalist parliamen
tarism.

The subsequent bureaucratic- 
m ilita ry social transformation 
carried through by the Kremlin 
destroyed, fo r the time being, 
any capitalist aspirations in 
Eastern Europe. But Kremlin 
rule also frustrated the aspira
tions of the working class. For 
the workers, Kremlin domination 
brought the severest repression 
and lowered living standards. The 
political revolution that is now 
taking place in East Europe rep
resents the attempt of the work
ers to liberate Hungary and oth
er countries fo r a genuine so
cialist development, for workers’ 
control of production and an im
provement in the liv ing condi
tions of the people.

As fo r parliamentary democ
racy, which Charney thinks would 
have provided the road to so- 
ciaTisrp in Hungary i f  the Krem
lin had le ft i t  alone back in 1948, 
this is an empty abstraction in 
this epoch of transition to a so
cialist world. What the Hungar
ian workers needed then and 
need now is soviet democracy— 
the kind that was won in Russia 
in October, 1917 under the lead
ership of Lenin and Trotsky.

The Hungarian workers, in 
their uprising of Oct. 23-28 did 
create such soviets, or workers’ 
councils. Today, Charney—and 
here he distinguishes himself fa
vorably from other American CP 
leaders—recognizes that these 
councils have won the support of 
the Hungarian population. How
ever, his confusion about what 
really happened on Nov. 3 and his 
mistaken notions about the "par
liamentary road to Socialism”  in 
1915-48 keep him from coupling 
his demand for the withdrawal 
of Soviet troops with the only 
revolutionary solution o f the 
Hungarian crisis—namely, that 
all power shall pass into the 
hands of the Hungarian porkers’ 
councils.

PREPARATION 
SINCE 1933

We Trotskyists were not un
prepared fo r this revolution.
Since 1933 we have been prepar
ing fo r its outbreak, analyzing 
its character, tracing its approach 
in every new symptomatic event 
and elaborating its  program.
A fter the bureaucratic and m ili
ta ry integration of Eastern Eu
rope into the social, economic 
and political structure o f the So
viet Union the international Trot
skyist movement brought its 
analysis of the approaching rev
olution up to date and gave a fu ll 
appreciation of the role the coun
tries of tlie “ Bqffer Zone”  would 
play in it.

More recently, since 1953, we 
have analyzed the actual out
break of the revolution against TROTSKY’S 
the Stalinist bureaucracy in a EXPLANATION 
series of events: the June 17,
1953 East German general strike, 
which arose on the background 
of a strike movement throughout 
a number of countriesi of Eastern 
Europe and particularly Czecho
slovakia; the reverberations six 
weeks later of the East German 
uprising in the strike of the po
litical prisoners at the Vorkuta 
forced-labor mining camps w ith
in the Soviet Union; the June 28,
1956, general strike and work
ers’ uprising in Poznan, Poland; 
the events of Oct. 19-21 w-eek- 
end in Warsaw and throughout 
Poland; and, since Oct. 23 the 
Hungarian workers’ revolution, 
supported by the students, sol- 
iers and peasants.

In addition to interpreting 
these direct manifestations of in 
dependent working class action 
as part of an approaching rev
olution that w ill overthrow the 
Soviet bureaucracy, the Trostky- 
ists evaluated the catastrophic 
crisis w ithin the ranks o f the 
bureaucratic caste itself as noth
ing but the result of the revolu
tionary mood that has captured 
the working masses of the .Soviet 
Union and Eastern Europe. The 
most important expression of this

Hungarian workers inspect two Russian artillery pieces in street after Oct. 28 uprising. 
United Press reporter Russell Jones said, ‘‘The areas of destruction, the buildings most desper
ately defended and the dead themselves are the most eloquent proof” that this was a work
ers’ uprising. “I t  was the workers’ tenements that Soviet siege guns smashed, factory build
ings that became forts and the tired shabby men. . . who died by the thousands.”

In  his book, The Revolution 
Betrayed, Leon Trotsky said:

“ The revolution which the bu
reaucracy is preparing against i t 
self w ill not be social, like the 
October revolution of 1917. i t  is 
not a question this time of chang
ing the economic foundations of 
society, of replacing certain 
forms of property w ith other 
forms.”

Trotsky elaborated this theme 
in the Mexico City Dewey Com
mission hearings on the Moscow 
Trials frame-up charges. In an
swer to the question from his 
attorney Albert Goldman, “ Why 
do you say a political revolu
tion?”  he answered:

“ Because in the past we knew 
social revolutions which were 
also political. We take as an ex
ample the great French Revolu
tion, which was social and po
litical. I t  changed the feudal 
property forms into the bour
geois forms of property. A fter 
the great French Revolution, the 
French people had the revolution 
of 1830, 1848 and 1870. They 
were political revolutions. A 
bourgeois state, on the basis of 
its  own form of property, cre
ated by the great French Revo

lution, the great social revolu- 1  the country has then attained, and 
tion, changes its political state. ' to a great degree upon the in
We see now in Russia to a cer
tain degree how the proletariat 
can repeat these experiences. By 
the great October Revolution, the 
proletariat created new [national
ized and planned] forms of prop
erty. These forms remain today 
in spite of the bureaucracy and 
its privileges. But the bureau
cracy itself menaces the new 
form of property, menaces the 
political and moral life  of the 
proletariat. I t  makes inevitable 
a conflict between the proletariat 
and the bureaucracy. The over
throw of the bureaucracy is only 
a political revolution, because the 
proletariat w ill not be obliged to 
change the form of property. I t  
w ill adjust that to the genuine 
interests of the masses and not 
the bureaucracy.”

THE PROGRAM 
OF REVOLUTION

In  the same connection T ro t
sky quoted a paragraph from  a 
motion passed at a conference of 
the Fourth International held 
July, 1936:

“ The working class of the 
USSR has been robbed of the 
last possibility of a legal re
formation of the state. The strug
gle against the bureaucracy nec
essarily becomes a revolutionary 
struggle. True to the traditions 
of Marxism, the Fourth In ter
national decisively rejects indi
vidual terror, as i t  does a ll other 
means of political adventurism. 
The bureaucracy can be smashed 
only by means of the goal-con
scious movement of the masses 
against the usurpers, parasites 
and oppressors.”

In the Revolution Betrayed 
Trotsky outlines the fundamental 
elements of the program of the 
political revolution, although he 
carefully notes that its precise 
form w ill depend “ to a great ex
tent upon the moment when it  
breaks out, upon the level which

temational political situation. 
However, in Its main outlines he 
elucidated the program as fo l 
lows:

“ I t  is not a question of substi
tu ting one ruling clique fo r an
other, but of changing the very 
methods of administering the 
gconomy and guiding the culture 
of the country. Bureaucratic 
autocracy must give place to So
viet democracy. A restoration of 
the righ t of criticism, and a 
genuine freedom of elections, are 
necessary conditions fo r the fu r
ther development of the country. 
This assumes a revival of free
dom of Soviet parties, beginning 
with' the party of the Bolsheviks, 
and a resurrection of the trade 
unions. The bringing of democra
cy into industry means a radical 
revision of plans in the inter
ests o f the toilers. Free discus
sion of eeonoipic problems w ill 
decrease the overhead expense of 
bureaucratic mistakes and zig
zags. Expensive playthings—pal
aces of Soviets, new theaters, 
show-off subways — w i l l  be 
crowded out in favor of work
ers’ dwellings. ‘Bourgeois norms 
of distribution’ w ill be confined 
w ithin the lim its of s tric t neces
sity, and, in step with the growth 
of social wealth, w ill give way to 
socialist equality. Ranks w ill be 
immediately abolished. The tinsel 
of decorations w ill go into the 
melting pot. The youth w ill re
ceive the opportunity to breathe 
freely, criticize , make mistakes, 
and grow up. Science and art w ill 
be freed of their chains. And, 
finally, foreign policy w ill re
turn to the traditions of revolu
tionary internationalism.”

THE NATIONAL 
QUESTION

Subsequently, in  1930, Trotsky 
wrote a series of articles in which 
he analyzed the enormous role 
that would be played by the na-

■(sitional question in the political 
! revolution.

“ The Therm ¡dorian reaction 
[Stalinism ],”  Trotsky wrote, 
“ crowned by the Bonopartist. bu
reaucracy, has thrown the to il
ing masses far back in the na
tional sphere as well. The great 
masses of Ukranian people are 
dissatisfied with their national 
fate and wish to change it drastic
ally. It\ is this fact that the revo
lutionary politician must, in con
trast to the bureaucrat and the 
sectarian, take as his point of 
departure.”

For Trotsky the “ revolutionary 
national uprising”  of an op
pressed people under rule of. the 
Soviet Great Russian bureaucra
cy “ represents nothing else but 
a single segment of the political 
revolution.”  He advocated that 
the working class of the Soviet 
Union champion the national free
dom aspirations of the suhju 
gated minorities and by their 
class action “ drive the revolu
tionary movement forward and 
increase the specific weight of the 
proletarian vanguard.”

In reply to objections that 
autonomy fo r the nations op
pressed by Stalinism would dis 
rupt the all-Soviet economic plan 
Trotsky said:

“ I t  is impermissible to forget 
that the plunder and arbitrary 
rule of the bureaucracy consti
tute an important integral part 
of the current economic plan, and 
exact a heavy to ll from the 
Ukraine [and a ll the other op 
pressed nationalities— MW ]. The 
plan must be drastically revised 
firs t and foremost from this 
standpoint. The outlived ru ling 
caste is systematically destroy
ing the country’s economy, the 
army and the culture; i t  is an
nihilating the flower o f the pop
ulation and preparing the ground 
fo r catastrophe. The heritage of 
the revolution can he saved only 
by an overturn. The bolder and 
more resolute is the policy of 
the proletarian vanguard on the 
national question among others, 
all the more successful w ill be 
the revolutionary overturn, all 
the lower its  overhead expense.”

. . .  Hungarian Labor Showdown
(Continued from  Page 1) 

crowd around him burst into 
laughter.”  The Kremlin’s slander 
that the Hungarian revolution is 
fascist is a source of unending 
sarcasm fo r the embattled work
ers of Budapest.

This general strike in the face 
of martial law marks the open
ing of the Kremlin’s th ird  at
tempt to smash the Hungarian 
Revolution. The f irs t  attempt 
took place on Oct. 23 when Hun
garian secret police opened fire 
on a peaceful demonstration of 
students_ and workers. But what 
the Kremlin’s puppets thought 
would be a preventive bloodlet
ting, that would nip the revolu
tion in the bud, led on the con
trary to a general uprising that 
neither police nor the Russian 
army could master. The second 
all-out assault came on Nov. 4 
when heavily reinforced Russian 
tanks and troops moved into 
Budapest and by d int of m ili
ta ry superiority defeated the 
workers’ m ilitias and overthrew 
the Nagy regime.

But this m ilita ry victory failed 
to solve the situation. The pup
pet regime of Kadar, installed by 
Russian bayonets, failed to com
mand any popular support. Nor 
could Russian m ilita ry  might 
terrorize the workers into sup
porting it. The allegiance of the 
whole population went to the 
workers’ councils which had 
sprang up in the very f irs t  days 
of the revolution. These councils 
organized a general strike, car
ried on political agitation and

fina lly  entered into negotiations 
with the Kadar government.

The situation became stale
mated. The Central Workers’ 
Council of Budapest had the sup
port of the Hungarian people 
and Kadar had the support of 
the Soviet areny. When after 
■weeks of striking, i t  appeared 
that the Kremlin would not con
cede the Council’s two principal 
demands—withdrawal of all Rus
sian troops and restoration of 
the Nagy government, the Coun
cil, without abandoning these de
mands, offered others as a com
promise. These were of an or
ganizational nature that could 
only mean legalizing the status 
quo of two governments—that 
Of the workers’ councils and that 
of Kadar. This meant in effect 
giving the councils time to or
ganize better t i l l  they could press 
their primary demands again.

The Kadar regime, whose every 
move is dictated from the Krem
lin, used the period of negotia
tion to reconstitute the huge 
secret police force which was the 
bulwark of the pre-revolution 
government. On Dec. 7 and 8 
widespread arrests of leaders of 
the workers’ councils took place 
throughout Hungary.

On Dec. 8 the Central Workers 
Council of Budapest demanded 
that arrested workers’ council 
leaders, who were by then known 
to total at least several hundred, 
be released and such arrests 
stopped. I t  demanded that Ka
dar broadcast an answer that 
n ig h t/ In  answer, the Russian

army poured reinforcements into 
Budapest.

On Dec. 9 the Budapest Work- 
era’ Council called a nation-wide 
general strike fo r Dec. 11 and 
12. Immediately the Kadar re
gime decreed dissolution of all 
regional, county and city work
ers’ councils, institution o f mar
tia l law and summary execution 
of anyone found w ith weapons 
in hand.

"Wlhy has the Kremlin decided 
on this desperate step?”  asks 
the Christian Science Monitor 
correspondent in Vienna (Dec. 
10),and gives the following reply: 
“The short answer is that in 
the Central Workers Committee 
the Soviets are not attacking a 
strike leadership but an under
ground countergovernment. This 
workers movement claimed to 
speak not only fo r the factories 
■but fo r the whole Hungarian 
people. I t  has raised its voice not 
only to redress economic griev
ances but to express the funda
mental political demands fo r lib 
erty and democracy which were 
enshrined in the original revolu
tion.”

The Kremlin faces another 
danger which the experience of 
German armies of occupation 
■has made so famous. I f  power 
held by the workers in the cities 
is smashed, they may resort to 
guerrilla warfare in the forests 
and mountains. I t  is known that 
in  several parts of Hungary such 
guerrilla bands already exist— 
remnants of the revolutionary 
m ilitias that were defeated in

tlie cities and towns by the Rus
sian army in  the week follow
ing the Nov. 4 attack.

I t  is reported that fo r the 43- 
hour general strike large num
bers of armed workers went into 
the hills north of Budapest, com
prising a sort of tentative guer
rilla  army. The New York Times 
of Dec. 12 reports: “ Maj. Gen. 
Bela K ira ly, who was second in 
command of the rebel forces who 
held out long in the K illian  bar
racks, is said to be directing i t  
[building of a guerrilla force]. 
He is said to have bu ilt up a gen
eral sta ff including a Yugoslav 
expert on partisan warfare and a 
number of junior Yugoslav of
ficers.”

" I t  should be noted that Yugo
slav policy towards Hungary 
seems to have taken a turn since 
Kadar’s move to smash the 
workers’ councils. T ill then T ito ’s 
regime had tried to sit on the 
fence working fo r a compromise 
between Kadar and the workers. 
Now i t  has assailed Kadar’s, i.e. 
the Kremlin’s, latest move in  ex
tremely b itte r terms.

A  more certain form of sup
port for the Hungarian workers 
cornea from Poland where a num
ber of demonstration?, some of 
which clearly were in solidarity 
w ith the Hungarian workers’ 
councils, have taken place. Rep
resentatives of 30,000 steel work
ers in Poznan, Poland, where 
the demonstrations took place 
last June, passed resolutions de
manding withdraws! qf Russian 
troops from  Hungary.

PERM ANENT
REVOLUTION

Trotsky’s concept of the po
litical revolution can be under
stood in  its fullest and richest 
content only i f  we view i t  as an 
application of the theory of per
manent revolution to the prob
lems of the degenerated and de
formed workers states. Dialectic
al thought abhors the method 
which attempts to force social 
reality into the mold of immuta
ble formal categories. I t  is im
possible, fo r example, to grasp 
the essential movement of the 
Hungarian revolution from  the 
standpoint of the fixed catego
ries: bourgeois democratic revo
lution, socialist revolution, po
litical revolution. The law of un
even and combined development, 
which Trotsky described as the 
most general law of history, op
erates with particular force in 
the epoch of the world socialist 
revolution.

The failure of the bourgeoisie 
to resolve the tasks of its revolu 
tion— because of the belated de
velopment of capitalism in coun
tries of the culturally and eco
nomically backward areas—-im
posed on the proletariat of these 
countries the task of solving 
bourgeois democratic problems 
through its own socialist revolu
tion. The Russian proletariat was 
placed in this position when it 
made its revolution in October, 
1917. “For this historic privi
lege,’' Trotsky observed, “it must, 
according to all evidences, pay 
with a second supplementary 
revolution — against bureaucratic 
absolutism.”

The Hungarian and Polish Rev
olutions are faced with an even 
more complex combination of his
toric tasks. Hungary and the 
other countries of Eastern Europe 
never solved the bourgeois dem
ocratic problem of national lib 
eration. They remained subject 
to the rule o f Western imperial
ism through oppressive native 
regimes representing semi-feudal 
landlords and foreign-dominated 
capital. W ith the entrance of the 
Red Arm y in 1944-45, the social 
overturn began. But i t  was not 
consummated through the social
is t revolution of the proletarian 
masses allied with the peasantry. 
The degenerated workers state of 
the Soviet Union subordinated 
the elimination of capitalist and 
landlord property forms to a r ig 
idly restricted bureaucratic and 
m ilita ry process. The social rev
olutionary activ ity of the masses 
was aborted, stifled and strangled 
under the regime of the Krem
lin ’s satraps.

TH E  REVOLUTION  
WAS INCOMPLETE

Thus, unlike the case of Russia, 
the socialist revolution was never 
carried through in the complete 
and thoroughgoing manner made 
possible by the mass revolution
ary action o f the workers. The 
most strik ing aspect of this in
completeness is the failure of the 
Hungarian people ‘ to achieve its 
national independence under the

leadership of a socialist working 
class.

Hungary fe ll under the ruler- 
ship of tlie Kremlin oppressors. 
The deepgoing aspiration of the 
Hungarian people fo r national 
liberation, never realized under 
capitalism, remained unrealized 
under the rule of the Muscovite 
bureaucracy. The bourgeois dem
ocratic task of achieving a free 
national development, a task the 
Hungarian working class was 
prevented from accomplishing by 
the interference of the Soviet bu
reaucracy, now becomes inter
twined with the tasks of the po
litical revolution.

Here we see the manner in 
which the bourgeois democratic 
revolution, the socialist revolution 
and the political revolution are 
combined and compressed w ithin 
the current political revolution in 
Hungary.

This understanding of the 
character of the political revolu
tion, while i t  may be unpleasing 
to lovers of simplified and rig id 
categories, corresponds fu lly  to 
the real character of the actual 
historical development of the 
revolution with all its complex 
interlacing of the social, economic 
and political tasks of different 
epochs into the revolution of the 
modern working class in the .So
viet o ib it countries.

Of what importance then is the 
distinction between the social and 
political revolution ? I t  is of de
cisive importance—as the experi
ence of the Polish and Hungarian 
revolutions is demonstrating. 
The Trotskyist concept of po
litica l revolution js being real
ized in life  by the Hungarian 
workers who demonstrate the 
highest degree of revolutionary 
understanding of this problem.

The Kremlin liars, in their at
tack on the Hungarian workers, 
have aimed precisely at the key 
question when they charge that 
the workers have been misled into 
fighting  against the bureaucracy 
under the leadership of those 
who are actually aiming at the 
restoration of capitalist private 
property. By this charge the So
viet bureaucratic rulers are say
ing, in effect, that the workers 
are incapable of defending the 
progressive social acquisitions of 
the October Revolution—the na
tionalized and planned economic

The Mindszenty 
Legend

Russell Jones, United Press 
reporter, until recently in 
Budapest, gives new evidence 
to explode the myth that 
Cardinal Mindszenty of Hun
gary was given a hero’s wel
come by the revolutionary 
fighters in Budapest: “Con
trary to reports of bare
headed men and kneeling 
women lining the streets as 
the cardinal returned, few if  
any Hungarians knew at first 
he had been freed and the 
streets were deserted.” The 
capitalist press played up the 
Cardinal's role to conceal the 
pro-socialist character of the 
revolution.

structure. They are saying that 
the only trustworthy guardian 
of these social forms is the bu
reaucracy and that any attempt 
to overthrow the bureaucracy is 
ipso facto an attack on socialized 
property.

WHAT WORKERS 
ARE FIGHTING FOR

The Hungarian workers, how
ever, as all testimony is proving, 
are completely clear on this ques
tion of the defense of national
ized property in industry. Among 
lite ra lly  hundreds of reports, 
from every possible source, we 
need cite only one witness, the 
last correspondent from the West 
to leave Budapest, Russell Jones, 
who writes Dec. 10 fo r the 
United Press:

“ Believe none of the stories 
that this was a misguided upris
ing fomented to restore the great 
estate owners of the Horthy 
regency or the industrial mag
nates. I saw with my own eyes 
who was fighting and heard w iti 
my ears why they fought. . . 
The fiercest fighters were the 
workers, the proletarians. . . The 
areas of destruction, the build
ings most desperately defended 
and the dead themselves are the 
most eloquent proof of this. I t  was 
workers’ tenements that the So
viet siege guns smashed, factory 
buildings that became forts and 
tired shabby men with broken 
shoes and horny hands of the 
laborer who died by the thou
sands. . . The chairman of the 
workers council at the Csepel 
iron and steel plant with 38,000 
workers, biggest in the country, 
said: ‘These are our .factories. 
We w ill figh t to the death to hold 
them. But we w ill continue plant 
maintenance because we want to 
work here again. ’ ”

[F irs t of a series on Problems of 
the Political Revolution. Watch 
fo r next intallment.]


